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Froin Robertson, j.]n 20. -______

_z VITROTOM v. LONDON POLICE~ COINMISSIONERS.

N An appeaý frotn the judgment of RoIRRTSON, J., reported i 0.-R,

549; ante P. 314, was argued before AxR[ouR, C.J.O., MACLENNAN, Mas,Sand LISTiER, J.J.A., on the i îth of June, i901, and on the 2oth of June,
i901, was dismissed with costs.

IJllnuh, for appellant. 2'. G. AMeredith, for respondent.

Mass, J.A.] HARGROVE v. ROYAL rEMPLARS or TEM.iiiERAxCiE. Uuly 8.
C'ourt of 4ppea1-judçwen1-- Crtifiae-Powcer Io s1cy proceediigS.

After the decision of the Court of Appeal has been certified b% the
registrar, the case is no longer pending in the Court of Appeal, and, hy IRule
8z8, the subsequent proceeditngs are ta be taken as if the decision had been
given in thi! court below.

judge of the Court of Appeal lins therefare no poixer, under the
judicature Act, R.S.O. 1897, C. 51, s. 54, or 6o & îVc..34, s. 1 i1).),

appai herfro totheSuprenie Court of Canada.

----- that. wre thfor anishee neiher, e feor ceenans o usn

in Ontar:o a Divisional Court bas no jurisdiction. Also that the garnislie
appearing b)y his agent does not confer jurisdictian. .AfcGabe v. Middr/on.
2 7 0. R. 17o distinguished.

C&eswicke, for'plaintiff. D. L. AeCarthy, for defendant.

t Meredith, C.J.] SYRACUSE SIELTING \WORKS V. SlIEVENS. [JulY 17.tiCosts-Sectirity, for-Several dIefendcnts-Pr'cipt ortie s-1'ra clice.

One of the defendants having obtained on proecipe an order for
security for costs, the plaintifis complied writh it by paying $200 into Court,
after wvhich another defendant, wîithout notice of the previaus order or of
the pamn noCurt thereunder, obtained an order on przecipe fo)r

U security for costs on his own behalf.
Ik/d, that the plai.itiffs were entitIed ta obtain an order providing that


