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Boyd) C.] [ Dac. t3. C. P. Divisiona! Court.] f December 84.

jHPiln V. Tt<a CANADIÀN PACIWIC ToWLINSON XT AL. V. NORTHERN
RAILWAY Co. R. W. Co.

A ward, azppui fros-Nm.#-Filing-R. S. 0. t. Ccsk-Tkird Party-7APpoal Disretion -Set.
50, sus. 191, 192, 193. 32, 0. A.

In the case of a voluntary SUbMisslon to Hold, that the order of ARMOUR, JantO P.
S arbitration in which a rigbt of appeal isre 419, refusing the third parties their coste, was

served by consent, the procedure i. governed made in thé exorcise of a disoretion, whioh
s»' bv R. S. 0. ch. So, slecs. i9!, i92 and 193, snd by sec. 32, 0. J. A., was-not subject toi revlew,

the tirne for appealing from the award runs wtotlae na oso aehdbe
inro the date of filing. given, an appeal froin the order was disniissedS MeEdwait v. AlcLegd, 46 U. C. R. 235, with costs.

followved.Thcordictdttsnbcteahd
A. H. Mariii, for plaintiff.Thcor ietdhasu on shd

Geore Madonad, fr deendats.been incurred by the third parties ini e-ta>.Geore Mcdoald fordefndats.lishing the defence which might properly have
been i ncurred by the defendants, should be ai.

cowd by the taxing officer.
V.H. P. Clément, for the plaintiffs.Q.B. Divisional Court.] [December 23. ~ QCfrth eedns

ZRE WALSH v. ELLIOTT. fTilt, Q.C., for the third parties.
Division Coir-yurisdictibn-Liquidated and

fenlquidate4 amnounts.
The decision ofWILSON, C.J., 22 C. L. J. 387,

was reversed on appeal.
JB. Clarke, for appeai. C. P. Divisional Court, j [December 24.

Shepeyconra.STEWAPT V. SULLIVAN.

Sta.ying Poedg-htrjurycosts -De.
Q.B. Divisionai Court.] [December 23. fault.-Practice in equiity and at contmon 14w.

GORDON V. PHILLIPS. In equity, if interlocutory costs payable by
Discovery-Rt t85-Distetion - 1nforntation the plaintiff remaitied unpaid, tii. court mlght,

for" puirpos of Pleading. but was flot bound tai stay proceedings, snd
The laitif bal agoodcaue o acionbutwould flot if it were not equitable ta do so.
The~A plainti bail ahl goodan cafs ofscioobtb

war, uflable ta frame bis stateinent of claim Atcompawwhennpa etofuh
withut ire exminng he efedan nd costs was flot a groand for staying proceed.

ýanôther.
' he W. . ,cesdings until*they were paid the court ini then#ld that howsenthtled to sucb dîacovery exorcise of its inherent jurialiction mightunder Rule 285, 0. J. A., and that a local direct a stay. The common law prsetlce 18judge bad exercised a proper discretion in h oecnenet'nsd hudnwb

grafltiflg it. tepani.followed.
Osie, g.., or dfendnt.And where the plaintiff served in succession

A. H *~hrshforfour notices of trial for the same assises, ail
of which were set aside as irregular. wlth costs
&gainât bim, and ho was in default for non.
payment of sucb costs, the action was stayed
until tbey should b. paid.

Ayloswoutls, for the plaintiff.
Mclniyrs, Q.C., for the defendant,
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