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FUI Court.] SILLA v. CRow's NEST PASS COAL Co. tJantiary 25.

Practice- 7est actions- Consolidation o/ actions- Plainftis in some actionsl
outsidejurisdiction-Securiy for coss- Waiver.

Appeal by plaintiff from an order for security for costs of action.
Twenty-ninc actions by different plaintiffs were commenced against defen-
dants at one time, and subsequentiy forty-four similar actions were com-
inenced. One action known as the Leadbeaier action was ordered to, be
tried as a test action for the twenty-nine, and afterwards by consent four
a -tions out Of the forty-four were consoiidated, by order of the Fuil Court,
with the Leadbeater- action and ordered to be tried as test actions for the
whole seventy-three. In the Lead6iea/er action, and in one of the four
reinaining test actions, the plaintiffs resided iu the jurisdiction and ini the
other flîree they resided outside the jurisdiction :

field, Dy the Fuil Court, reversing Irving, J., that the 1)iaintiffs outside
the Jurisdiction should not be required to give security for costs.

S1. S. flzv/or, K.C., for appellant. 1. P.~ Davis. K.C., for respon-
dents.

FuIl Court] LEADBEATER Z!. CRow's NESI COAI. CO. [jan. 25.

Praz-/i e - E-an ina/ion of solici/or- Ordiet frS mpws.4iiazcin
suppor/-Rur 3?83.

.\ppeal froim an order of Irving J., requiring the plaintiff's i~olicitors
S.S~. 'la\ ior*aind WV.R. Ross to attend for exaînination as to whietiier either
of them hlad any interest iu the subject inatter of the suit.

[l'here were severai actions for damages ibrought against colliery own-
ers hv relatives of mniners kii)ed in an explosion and the defendani.. applied
to add the plaintiffs' solicitors as parties, and whiie the suiiommos 'vas
jiendlint thîey ol'tained tnuder r. 38,3 an order on sommnons, in suppWort of
which no affidavit was filed, for the examnination of the solicitors ns to what
intercst the)- hid in the sulîject matter of the action.

111, that the suinnons shouid have been stipported by an affiidavit
shewing that it 'vas probable that the solicitors liad somne interest in the
subject inatter of the litigation, and the order should no have heen made
as of course.

A sulîpoena undcr r. .383 canno0t he issued ( lio a], oriler therefor.
Appeal alloweîl, I )r.ake. J. disscuting.

5.5. Talor,~ K. C., for himsel f aind co-appellant .1> ',,. .(
for responidents.


