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school. The Court (Wright and Bruce, 33.) refused the ap-
plication, both because they doubted whether the defendants
had jurisdiction ta decide the objection, and also because it
appeared that the applicants had alternative and conveniett
and effectuai remedies, either by proceeding -under the Charit-
table Trusts 2. ,t, or by ordinary action against the defendants.

LAND.ORD AND TENANT-DEmhsED PREMISES OUT 0F itEpAif-NEGLKGEN~CE-

LANDLORD, LKABILXTY OF, FOR TNJURY CAtJSED TI4ROUGH WANT 0F REPAIR.

Lane v. cox, (1897) 1 Q. B. 4 15, is a case somewhat similar
ta Mehr v. McNab, 24 O.R. 653. The defendant had let an
unfurnished house, the stairs of which were in a dangerous
condition; he was under no obligation to repair, or keep the
premîses in repair, and the plaintiff, a workman, at the re-
quest of the tenant was employed ta carry sanie furniture in
the house, and while sa exnployed was injured through the
stairs breaking down under hiin. The Court of Appeal, (Lord
Esher, M.R., and Lapes and Rigby, L.JJ.) agreed with Lord
Russell, C.3., that the defendant was not liable : See Brown v.
Toronto Hospital, 23 O.R. 599, and Mi/Ir v. Hancock, (1893) 2
Q.B. 177, noted ante, Vol. 29, P. 5 55.

PRACTICE-COSOLIDATION OF A"ýTIÔNS -APPLi CATIO 04 B PLAINTIF? TO CONSOLI-

DATE ATIoNS-ORo. xlix., r. è (ONT. RULE 652).

In Martin v. Martin, (1897) 1 Q.B. 429, an application was
inade by the plaintiff ta consolidate the action with certain
other actions brought by hitn. It was contended that con-
solidation of actions can only be ordered on a defendant's
application, but the Court of Appeal (Lord Esher, M.R., and
Lapes arld Chitty, L.JJ.) upheld the order of Cave, J., nat-
withstanding the wording of the Rule which seerns ta keep
alive the practice prior ta the judicature Act on this point,
the Court being of opinion that the abject ai the Rule being
ta save expense, it was proper ta give it a broad and liberal
construction.

ERRATA.-P. 282, îoth fine from bottom, for " insurance e read ilsever-
ance "; Pý 31, 2O 4th and 24th lines, for IIrule 572 " read Il'rule 57, sub-sec. 2."


