
FELOATE V. IJEGLER. Pl
PALCONBRIDGE, C.J.-'Not without great doubt and hesi-tation 1 have corne te the conclusion that if any one (exceptthe. garnîshees) was served with process of the SUperiorCourt of Cook County in the original action on 8th Marchi,19*01, it was not this defendant.
[Discussion of the evidence.]
On this min issue defendant is entitled te judginent.
A. good dciii of evidence was given on the inerits, defond-ant having îu his statement of defence denied any liablilityýte Lang"orthy and Clark (pla.intîffs' assignors) ; on that evi-dsnoe it is ve doubtful whether Langworthy and Clarkwould b. entitled te recover.
The assignnient; of judgnient does not profes" t trwnsfterthe. original debt or cause o! action, for is there any refer-enc te it iii the 8tatenient o! dlaim.
T'he action on the judgmnent set up in the stateinent ofêlaim i. dismissed with costs.
Plaintiffs rnay,, however, ou paynient of costs of the trial,amn their statement of daim by adding, as parties plain-tifs Langwortxy anmd Clark, and by setting up the originalcause of actiou upon which the foreign judgment was fouuded.
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i4f for COsts-Increased Securily~-Payment of $200
into cou&rt.

gtioei by defendants for !urther security for Cost. Sfe
port o! a previous motion, 4 0. W. R. 439.

A. Clark, for defenda.nts.
W. Kerr, for plaintifsé.

IFiN MASTF-.-By Rule 1199 (2), securîty has to hoin the penal sain of $400 (L.e., by bond, as provided by205.) By Ruile 1207 (1), instead o! a bond, a sur n fta~n bal! the penalty of the bond nmay be paid înto Court


