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conseqlieice the benefiviary. liad mider the certificate. It can not
avail iluit lie did not know, if i.n fact lie did flot know, which does
not appear- the. coinstitution and by-laws are binding, even on
thos who, do ixot kniiow their provisions.

Any poss4ible doubt whicli rnight otherwise have lingerefi must
isappear bufore the case iii our owli C-lrt of Appeal, tror

V. Irnpiall Uuarantce andiV Auidl(iît 1Inýwuanvc, 18 0O. U,
and stuh cases asý Thoxuas v, Ma1sons' Fraterual Aexidvnit Asoia-
tion of America, 71 N. Y. Supip. 692....

The answer to the question must be that the defendants are
flot liable at ai.

Thle plaintif! wîll pay the costs.

i\TE CiN ('iwAMF.s. NOVEMBER 10TII, 190.

DOM 1X \O 1C M NIO V NT AND DEVELOP-MENT Co. v
LALLY,

Con.qolidution of Actions-Prictice-Stay of Proceedings-Costs
2Rle 06, 312, 313.

Motion by thvfle defendcantsý to) stay this action untîl the final
deterruination oif a formeraci.

Bo-th actions werv betwici-r thec saine parties, ami for the saie
relief, viz, dtiuagets for treýss isud a declaration of theplitis
titie to ilind.

Tiieree tocolpanies; of the sanie naine aud eoînpoisid of
t111 saie persons, one company incorporated in New- York andl the
otiier ]ni NewJrsy

Thfli lir action wa;s Irough hvIi thile N\ew York vopn, and
nLt flic ial; it ipea idtht ile týitle. to) the land ini vusio as
inii te New Jurseyomay Thle trial was hruo pspnd

$iie~eueîtl the New York conayobtaineud a covvanice
fromi t1li Noew misy onpn, n broutlght this altion, the othe(r

FeatîertonAvlswoth.for the d1efenidants.
rvcuSiith, for the plainiffs, aisked( to have tlic actions

Ti[J MsER:-h facts here are unusual-perhap uiprce
denited. No reourse eau hie had either to Rule 206 or Riule :313--
andj vet it would bie contrary to the spirit of the Judicatirù Act,


