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Q.B. Div'l Court.] [Nov. ig,;'

i'Pit Of slmmois-SevcO olitof frrPsdicta'on-Rule 271r (e) -lracli pf contract

The defendants, resident in the Province of Quebec, there wrott and Z
posted ta the plaintiff in Ontario a letter putting an end to the ý;ontract of hiring
subsisting between the parties.

Hel-ri in an action for wrongful dismissal, that the brench of the contract
occurred in Quebec, the receipt of the letter by the plaintiff not being the breach,
but enly evidence of it ; and service of the writ of sunimons on the defendantsV
in Quebec could not be allowed under Rule 271 (e).

Clieî- v. Tho;i#son, L.R. 7 Q-13. 573, followed.
Te-ceneear for the plaintiff.
J.A. M'acI,,osh for the defendants.

Q.B. Div'l Court.] HLEDRv FtKS.[Nov. ig.

Seririlyf'ol cosis- 7Ympe-Exten.rion pj-Ru/de 48
5
5.

Order of STREET, J., 16 11.R. 225, allowing bond fer security for coats,
varied b-9 extending, pursuant te Rule 485, the timne for giving aecurity.

»Bdrayne fer the plaintiff.
W~ Hf. Rt-e>n;t for the defendant.

STREET, .11[Nov. i9.î
(;IB 7/. To)WNSmî'1 OF C.xMîEN.

Coss- Thi rd />ariy- Rie 3129, 33,,.

WVhere in an action for negligence the defendants served a third party,
under Rule 329, with notice of a claim for indemnity, but he did net appear
thereto, and ne order was made ôt applied for under Rule 332;

Hed, that he was under tic obligation te take any proceediiig, and
was net bound by the resuit ef the action ; and his subsequenti? appearing at the
trial and asking te be made a defendant was gratuitous, and he was net entitled
te cests against the defendants.

M. Wilson, Q.C., for the defendants.
E. W .jOivens for the third party.

MEREDITII, C.J.] COFYV CN.[Nov. 23-.

Securily for co.rts -)eivery out ojboiii-,ApOeai to Court of4eab-Executio.

J-ld, that the defendant was net entitled te have delivered out te hini for
suit a bond for security for his coats cf the action filed by the plaintiff, after
judgment hi the defendant'. faveur with costs in the High Court, while an
appeal by the plaintiff te the Court cf Appeal was pendîng, notwithstanding
that there was ne stay cf elcecution for the costs awarded te the defehadant.

If-cie/y v. 4feimelian&s De %atch Co., 12 A.R. 640, applied ancd followed,
R. L. f>unn for the plaintiff.
L. G. AiCti-thy fer the defendant.


