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Mution lt idcnda te> t raoîI*ur tîe act ionl fion the
(ountl Cout of Lincu'ixi t0 that of O>ntario.

M. W ('iflough, for defendant.

11. i W~.vfo)r plaintill'.

Tl'îî N[.xAsER :-TIhe actiîîîî i- tii reover the value of a
quantitv ot' hiav mhich was ini a barri lea-zed i)v defendant froiri

Tî~ decnc~,are: (1) duit tii, haY w as worthIeýý; ( 2)
tha 1he wjttrix gave àt to defenidant to iise for mniure on

t,- farîn, wich1 was leascidl1 b er tu liinîi. 'llie defendant
8i~u~urîercairns frrdanage. l'or lîreacli of c.0oeants in the

iall ad aký$(uU

Aîî ing tat flic affidav its. ;ir truc, then it appears that

th ,1îiarntilf- will have 8 w t~',iinludingu tee of the
thr~~'vuer~.'fli th)irdi pilinii re'ide iii Onitario, buit

d~irc~tht- ction to he- ied ili Linvul n1. wlIwre ail tueo bus.i-
flc

4 - of tu dcai e l h;1 n 1 ouduec

-l,.c defendant1 11n11t iiisef lie, at the trial. le aiso

~o~lii jtd to cati 10 or 12 witîîî--es a, t> the vaine of

~-tiii~thai this is riees-.\- or îî..riissil le, it w ould

c>lvleax a býaane of 2 or- 3 win--~il] fax unr of the îîîo-

HO.ThE,ý unider the aýcý iý flo a ttiç-ient îîreponîleranve
t wifv t reýlfNl1 ail f heaioni froîîî tut' contv Wlie(re

th,, 1lairtifliax b r-u-,11 it retu-onablY and trot vcxatiotisly.

lxtîin, a e-a.c t-cli as Fariner v. Kuiniz, "' 0. WV. R.

ri,,tl fil,- of a countereiaiîni is îîet to be conti4ereil.

îhieiloti fait, aîîî is di-ilîissod w~îth cot iii t1ic aue

T (e a- (et ,-ýlkqfcIIewaI1 Lindl I nieten tv.

I iidb-v i r.i, 1.i(,l . . .41.dvifrleiîitu,
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