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(li'er their statement of defence, if any, within 8 day' s after
such aniendment, if any, by the plaintiffs; and, furt ber, thlat Ille
eosts of the application be payable by the defendant to the plain-
tiffs in auy event of the cause.

From this order the plaintiffs appeal on1 the grouils]: (1)
that the local Judge at Fort Francis for the district (if Fort
Francis had no jurisdiction to inake said order; andi (2) that the
township of Melrvine was improperly added as a partv defendant
against the will of the plaintiffs.

The plaintiffs contend that under ton. Rlule 45 of the Suprenme
Court of Judicature for Ontario, this action having been brongbi
in the original provisional judicial district of Tlainy Rîver, ,C
which Kenora was the district town, the local Judge ait Fort
Francis had no jurisdiction to hear the motion and niake the ii-or
appealed from.

1 think this contention on the part of the plaintiffs is cret
1 do not think that the mere fact that the venue was laid at Fort
Francis, which, at the time the stateinent of claim was filed, had
becoine the district town for another judicial district, gave Ille
local Jidge of sucli district jurisdiction . even thoughi thei new
district at the time the writ itself was issued was part of thic i-
ginal judicial district. Neither do 1 think, upon the facts diszclosedi
before me, that the defendant has brought himself within il[u
scope of Rule 47.

It was eontended on the part of the defendant that, uyndevr
Rule 48, 1 had no juriadiction, aittîng in Chambers, to hear this
appeal. I think, however, that under Rule 767 1 have the povver
to do so. The appeal wilI therefore be allowed with costs, to bie
payable to the plaintiffs in any event of the cause.
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GILLETTE v. BEA.

Patent for !vno-Saeof Paiented A rice-RestrÎctiot of
Pri PaentAd. ec. m3-Con.dieon onPrhaeIj c

Motion b)'V tl1e plainiff toý continue tili the trial an îmiline(tion
granted ex parte, restraining t he defendants front eling e (Iil-
lette sofet *y razor nt a lower price than $5 and Gillette saevrnzor
bladeF nt a lower prie tlîan $1 per dozen.

Gr. P. Hlenderson, 'K.C, for the plaintiff.
J. A. Ritehie, for the defendants.


