
GALT, C.J.] [Nov. 7.
MARSI $1.WEB

Socarity for eouI-4Aéal ta Suoireme court of
Caneida- Ddlivey oui of bond.

Where the plain tifft being out of the jurisdic-
tion, bas filed a bond as security for the defend-
ant's coits of the action, and bas succeeded in
the court of first instance antd in the Court cf
Âppeal, he is entitled, notwithstanding that the
dlefendant is appealing to the Supreme Court of
Canacia, te have bis bond delivered out ta hini.

uili v. Lt/kv, 3 TimInes L. R. 349 ; 56 L, T.
N.S. 62o, followed.

W.> j. Green for the pla'ntiff.
JF. L. We4bb for the defendant.

THEF MASTER IN CitAMLBJtRS.]

iCLENNAli '. FOURNIER.

[Nov. 8.

Appecirauce - Deftzuli of - Notiig Oleadings
closed--Ruiie j93.
Whiere clefendants do not appear, an order

may be ntný-de, by analogy to Ru te 393, directing
the proper officer to note the pleadings closed,
but without such an order the officer has no
power to do so.

Mirre v. Lambe (anFte P. 468) explained.
S. I. hktke, Q.C., for the plaintifl.
./ /A.Maýftczntosh for the defendants.

I3Ovo, C.]
CLARKE 71. COOPER.

[Nov. 16.

An:ndwn/-Afrtggeaction- Otmùd:on Io in-
clftde Oizot of' eior(gaigd lands -A Anwding,
iV'rit Of sumons 444,ldmDfRue
7S0.
Under the liberal powers of amendmnent now

given by Rules 444 and 78a, the writ of sum.
nmons inay be ainended afterjudgment.

And where the plaintiff, by mnistake, oniitted
from the description of lands in the ivrit of
suimmons in a mortgage action a parcel i-
ciuded in the niortgage, an order was made,
after judgment and final order of forectosure,
vacatîng the final arder, directing an aniend-
nient of the writ and all proceedings, and allow.
ing a new day for redemption by a subsequent
incumibrancer who did not consent ta the order,
and in default the usuai order to foreclose.

Mau'en for the plaiftiit.
1'. T. Symon. for the defendant, the Quebec

Bank.

RS .J.] rNov. ai.

RLIN PLti(o Co. 'v. TRAisi

d'Ise-Cause of ogP>sdtna~n

Upon a motion ta change the "Canite, it is .èë
essary ta show an overwhelining prepondérance
of convenience in favour of the change.

Perv. ZVorth. Wed tn.f~tt Co., 14.
P-R. 381, follo0wed.

Where the defendant nirved tu change the
place of trial fron, Berlin t(i Belleville, showing
that the saving of expense to him, if the case
were tried at Belleville, would be about $4o, and
that there wvere two or three more witnesses at
Belleville than at B3erlin, atnd the cause of action
are'se at Belleville, the motion was refused,

.lZd, that the question wvlether it -would be
personally more inconvenient for the plaintiffs'
wvitnesses to go te Belleville, orfor the defendants.
witnesses to go ta Berlin, %vas flot one that
could be considered.

W . P. Cient for the plaintiffs.
W M II/ak for the defendant.

BOVn), C.] [Nov. 23-

FOURNIER 'V. HOGARTH.

Serei> for cefss-Plaintze gitling fa/se ad-
dress- -retitortry reis/dnce tuit/dn jùriedir-

tsonIneaceraon tnder crmnal seine.

Where the plaintifT, who for two years pre-
viens ta the commencement of the action bad
been a resident in the Province 3f Quebee,
indorsed à false address, within, Ontario, upon
the writ of surmmons, for the purpose of mis-
leading and escaping giving security for costa,
and was at the tine an application was made
therefor a prisoner in Ontario under a crimninal
sentýmre, lie was ordered te give security for
costs.

SwasaeY v. SwaNz$,) 4 X. & J. 237, followed.
Redond v. ChaYttr, 4 Q-B.D). 453, corn-

niented on.
H. 7r Beck for the plaintift.
L. G. McCarlky for the defendant Hogarth.

!sarly Notes Of Caadim~ Cases.

t


