
parties, is before the Court in the original action. Until it
lias been finally deterinined, any otlier proeeed-,iing would seei
to bû eain if xîot an abuse of the roesof the Court.
rfl1 ver ' bolt chairacter of a consent ordeir or judgçniient
m as pointed out anil awtote .1 byv the Court ofl Appeal i Be
Canian(léi Pacifie j?. \\. Co. andli Citv of Toronto, 27 A. IL
à a t p). ti3, whcre 11w ordeor of Arinour, C.J., giving certain
irec(-tionis to the refr , ias rer,, as being ultra vires.

ThIiý sucond action is a distîinct violtion of the consent judg-
imenit. Any good that could possibly resuit from it can be
far more, quicklv hiati n(ler Bute 827. I3y the prvsin of
that Butec aIly security ta which plaintiff is cntitled wiII un-
(11ogily be)( given hini as a terni of ltay' of execution if de-
fendants inagke default on the 15th Juine. It certainly secmns
ta me thiat in ainy case the plaintif! was hound to wait until
it was shen tat dcfecndants were going to make default.
TIhiey' imay' be, they say they are, able to pay the whole $900
inito Court to ibide the resuit of thet appeal, if sa ordered by
the Coudt.

1 thiiik, therefore, that for these three reasans the present
-actionl sholdf be staycd.

1st. liocause it i., a bruacli of thoe agreement in pursuance
(if wichl the consent ,iiudgcnt was mde

2nid. Bauethle tinte for paynmetint, as finally flxed, of the
anount dule 1)y def»endants, ])ls not yet arrived.

3rd. Bea meay relief thti plaintif! could get thereby will
he moren, ctal obtained hy application to the Court of
Appeal undor subI-scc. (2) of Rule 827.

The action sIioill bie 4tayed nt last until 16th June, with
t ibor pl- d)aintif! to applly for beave to proceed, if se advised.

ci osts oif thtis motion should be to the defendants in any
event.

~CATW1GR, ASTEFR. JUNE 9TH, 1903.
CHAMBERS.

LAKE tTPERTOR IPOWEII CO. v.HUSY
Conol*ldation of Aow-Ru#lto Diec taj,-Drectioa 1 te

logether for Trial.

Motioii 1hy defendant to staY thie action uintil the deter-
iintion oif a sixailar action hiy the saine plaintif!a against
MNa'rtha Balwiin, on flic grouind that the validityv of a certain
fax sale is thie only. questioim t o ecvided in oacli action.

W. E, Middlleton, for defendant.

P?. TT. UcPherson, for plaintif!s.


