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x~ ihouth'ai; ad thatII this was not a prpe a4e for O'
1>11,vilinl Court t- eiter judgment; but at mo-st it shouA

e orvrvd a ntial.
It i> (to ht-bere Itaih i~ eurun i b

old sec. 77of thu JuiaueAd al, lto leave ds nut apbt.r
ini the sec-tion of tile Ad of 1904, whichl Iuprtde iL «h
is nou ;Go. abo- e nentiud. 1 wasii noi re Ired %

anvI. du,~on unlder i1w ncew -ec :ion on Ilîi-j-îpoIt, flQf Lw
Iar~ fany Iar oi opjinlionhowl , lthal thke reIaaotrI

exîtin 1i thIs (at wiI o[lid havie beeni -ulliuît'nt .o hlave jus-.,
Ledleae udertilt olI, uponi th0 -
Motionl grauted; eosts in the cause.
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CHIIKMBE<8.

PAVIES v. 'SOVRI NBAK

anc-Moio lu(½pte! nifft Ele,(t i,, pr,-I
ainfsi 0cr )J* Tuw'u ý fi' nzt-n 'fam~;iu

This action wais begun in June, and tho taitement q1
claim was delivered on 20th August, 1906C.

The staitýîntn of defence of defoindantis the O'orp)ra
tion of the ty of Toronto was deliver'ed on 8th Septeuijýe.
The arnendedu siýttemeut of' (1aili was dolivkered on 2t
Septernibur, and1( on 2:31-d ()toertedfnat the e'11y co-r-
poratIioi gave ntice( of a motion to compel plaint ifT to' el
,'hcther lit wonld proceed in Lisacio aint hez1%c4
algainlSt defendant VEckardt.

The motion wasarue on 26;th Ogtbr
P. R. MuKlafor defendants the, tit.v vorpirton

W. B. L'aidfliw, for defendants the Boari n ku
W. FI. Blake,, K., for defendant Ekrt

Frank .Xrntoldi, K.C., for plaintili.


