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24 Viet. ch. 34) it i, among other things, In eﬁ”egt cl(),xn;rse 0
that the laws ang statutes and the practice dnt in equity
procedure in foree as to security for costs in su Smll unless
and persona] actions hetween subject and subject s ;d’exten
the Court otherwise orders, he »applicable_a.nd aPplndrOwn may
to petitions of right. Under that provision the i any case
call upon the Suppliant to give security for costs i 1 subjects
n which, if it Were wn gotion: betwesan subject an(The right
an order for security for costs would be granted. el

of the Crown to obtain such an order is also recog

Sec. 28 of the Exchequer Court Aet, :sion relied upoB
iculty arises, and if the provision fe_f it ha
ule applicable ta all companies, or lrt there
°en expressly made a rule of procedure n this Qouib’in this
would perhaps be ngo good reason against following mpanies;
case ; but it is not g general rule applicable to all_?o OIE tha
but only ¢ “limiteq COmpanies” within the me&m“?{l ile it 18
eXpression ag used in the section referred to; and wh in the
& provision which relates to Practice and procedure
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tis a Provision that effects S_ubzt?:hich
rights, T constituteg 4 limitation upon the righ
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or other Companieg com-
Then the Provision oceurs in 3 statute relating to o b ;

Panies and g in one dealing principally with proceduﬂou F

practice in the Courts ; and, while {oq much weight s thers |

N0t be given 4, that consideration, apnq none of the Ot up

may he absolutely conclusive Against the contention se o

for the réspondent, the Matter dpeg not, on the whole, 4yl o

to be sufﬁciently free from doubt ¢ Justify the granting

the application,
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WILSON v. HOWE,
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—Clazm wWainst Estns, 9f Deceased Person-
Corrolroratz'on — Speciay

Agreemeny With Deceqsed — T ,,,ms‘ s
Appeal by plaintif from Judgmeny of Brirrow, J., (1 g
Ww. dismissing the action, which wag brought by plal 8 :
tiff to recover from de‘fendants, A5 execators of Marvin How :
the amoung of an account alleged ¢ have been owing by Mar-
vin Howe ¢, the plaintigy for work done and materials suf



