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a considerahly shorter timae thani that flaed hy th
Judge, to ho ascertained upon a refereuce. The defé
contended in this Court that the judgment dismissin;
counterclaim was erroneous, and their appeal was disi

Tne plaintiffs' counsel on the argumxent .before n
t2he plaintiffs' dlaim in the reference would ha lesi
$1,000, but 1 think 1 canut act upon that stat
Thiair claimi iii their pleadilig was $1,500, and, aithou
judgmieut whieh they recovered was only $1,000, 1 a
ahle to see that they would ha lixited to that suni
the reference under the present judgment.

I therefore think that the iatter in controverýy:
appeai, on the plaintiffs' dlaim, exceeds the sumn or
oS $1,000 within clause (e) of the Act.

But, however that inay be, 1 think it is a sti
answer te the plaintiffs' objection, that the defendauts
upon their counterclaiu is the saine in their propos
peel te the Supreine Court as li was at the. trial and
appeai te this Court, naxnely, the sum of $1,223, an
bong se, they are entitled ta appeal without leave.

I overrule the obiection and allow the bond.


