
Judge thi4i sitting ini Chiambers, utiless- it is onc iia(
in the e-xercise, of hizs diseretion, au appeal, in my
lies tce th(, f uil Court- Aruli. I>rtuc, vol. 2, p). 1,(io

Theni, seeondlv, 1 do neot think that the order
tiorn is a puirely discretionary erder. The- genteral.
the riglit of the appellanit is that, save, iii the excep
prou~e ings below arc stayed upon, tIe appeal hein,
cd. eerelai the Court or a Judge thereof
wise ordeýrs, the stay of execution maiy be remowedl.
case miust be mnade out for allowinjg the responidei
force what has neot yet beceine a final judgmient, ti-
being a stop ina tiC cause.

lJpen the wîiole, after lIaving' givcen thu uw.atte
deal of consideration, WC are( ail oi opilnùon t ýat, il

ciruintanesan order for leave to issue cxLeuti(
ot to gro. The appea2,l appears to ho proseeumted

faith, and on substantial -rounds. The defendant
in- on his business in the usu;tal way, and the effe
executiou will practicaUly be toe lose it up, and pu
place the dofendant in a. situation fromr whidhi lie
il. di$flctut, if flot impossible, to recover if his appei
be successful. The plaintifis do netn nakec a ri
case against the 1üona f.de-s of the iinatriimeiits wb
r-ropose to attaek. Thiey desire to preed by way o:
and interpleader, but they cuit proxeedI quite as e~
.by way of a(ýtion, and, wbiile tIe righit, of the pa
in suspese, the niethod likely te o 47 eat injuriou
d1efeun t ouglit te bc, foilowed. Apart. freont the
whiclh it il dlesired to reseli by iipea.eblingï thec hati
g-ages there seems te ho nothing te o ccured or 1
(4 b)v the exeentieni. and thi(rtf<wrt q.,; fo noithir tM


