
WJDGERY v. DUDLEY.

prohiblition to thef lI Division Court in the County of
The action was brought to recovera balance of over
)n a promilsory note made by the defendant for $200,
P"st at 7 Per cent. until due and 10 per cent. after

until paid. The note n'as made payable at the B3ank
'tal. S,'tratford. BRITTON, J., said that sec. 77(1) of the
Courts Aet. 10 Edw. VIL. eh. :32, applied, and the de-

q motion failed-the action having been brought ini the
the division in which the place of payinent is situate.

arned Judge added that he had reserved his decision
L, that the parihad arrivedl at an understanding that,
Fendant woffld produce, for inspection by the plaintiffs'
the note sueod iipon, which the defendant said lie had
the linis solicitor, would consent to a new trial,
Stratford or aI thec Dîvisioi Court for the division
defendant resided. The defendant did produce from

>ofes.ioi. the note sued upon, and il was inspected by
L1ffs' sülicitor, but the plaintiffs' solicitor then said that
iiatmd(erstoodi-that his consent was only in case the
'n produiced, did not bear a certain nuimber by which,

to thc affidavits filed, the note could bie traced. T1 he
ndcaeeeptvd Ilie solicitor's statement; and,tie-

d tnet consider further the affidavits, except in regard
;ts of t1w mfotion. As the defendant Ivas îlot entitled
itioxi ter wasq no) power to order a new trial in fht.
)w. Motion disinissed without costs. K. Lennox, for the

fi. S. Robertson, for thec plainiffs.
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mg-Sateentof Claim-Action of Dcccii -FaIsi
mton lJuI'ngPkintÎff to LÂve( ith a Marr,ý'd Mla)&

if#,, mgs-iiî of Child-( 'a7use of Action-
miLjT the first fouir paar sof, the statement
the plaintiff alleg-ed Ihlat in Octobor, 1909, shje wa4
ýS .411 supoed b fl defen1dan1t, th1ough hf- had bold
, while under the age of foreelad gone through,,I

)r marriag'e %vith a wvomaun, with wlîomn, as hw saiid, lie
Iived,. and that several lawy' ers w1horn lie lîad cnutt
>di humi fIat lie wae free lu nmarry; that s1ue, relying
presentationg, had consented to the inarriage; and lIaI
, she fuund ouf Ihat the defendant lad lived with lis


