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IhaveMWvomuhrod lliafcbjeotion, and however u.nvillins
to g,vo eflect, to it as one of a ,nore teohnioal character where Hie
inalnhty to respond oC the surety Mas not attacked or even s,-^-
gosted, and consequently no injury expected to be do.ie to tl^
Respondent, I would nevertheless have felt bound to do so could
I c'onchule that more than one were, under the circumstances,
egally necessary On the contrary, however, I concur as well inthehndu..of Mr. Russell as in the reasons given for the con-
lus.ons arrived at by him as to the construc^tion of the rules.

I ho correctness ot his conclusions mav be further seen bv refei-
once to sec-tion 125 of those rules-The first form of recognizanc-e
there gnenis for one surety only as appears bv the words,
came A B at (name and description as above described), and

acknowledged himself, &c.,"-showing that it is intended but forone person, whdst the second form provides for any number up
to /».r rwh.ch is the limited number) .—and acknowledged them-
selves, &c., are the words immediatelv following. Besides the
second form is headed by these significant words: «• In caseswhere the recognizanc-e is entered into by more than one suretv ''

-showing, by irresistible impliction, a recognizance to be good
It nnder the iirst form signed by even only one surety.

My attention moreover was called on the argument to Sub-
Section h ot Section 7 Cap. 1, of the Dominion Act. 186-^ for
the interpretation of statutes (which is identical in language with
Sub-becniou 20 of Cap. 1 of the Revised .Statutes ofxL Scotia,
3rd senesO It provides as follows,-" the word ' sureties' shallmean sufhc.eat sureties and the word 'security' shall mean
sufhcient security, and when these words are used one oerson
^all be suthcient therefor, unless otherwise expresslv required."
Whatever conclusion might otherwise have been ar'rived at on
the pent in .juestion, but one. in view of this legi.lation directly
in pou.t, can be properly reached, and as neither the statutes nor
rules .'expressly require" more than one surety, 1 consider
myself bound by these plain words of the Statutes and for all
the reasons given, to disuiiss the appeal with costs.
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