
MVEREDITH v. SLEMIN.

r owing to the defendants 'vas in the hands of their agents;
ie plaintif! thereupon became entitled to anl immediate de-
of ber goods and payment of the surplus nioneys or dam-

te the extent of their value.-Judgment for the plaintif!
st the defendants for $1,066.40 with costs. Judgment for
efendants against the third parties for $1,066.40 and the
thé defendants are to pay the plaintiff, ineluding the costs
pa.id to the plaintif! under the order of the 4th'March,
but not îneluding the cos payable under the order of
)n, J., of the 13th March, 1911, together with the defen-
tcosts of defence. Judgment for the defendants against

Iaintiff for $152.16, without eosts as between these parties,
set off against the plaintiff's judgment against thec de-

ints. W. M. Hlall, for the plaintif!. Shirley Denison, K.C.,
ie defendants. W. Laidlawv, K.C., for the third parties.

UIEEDIT11 V. SLEMIN-MASTEI IN CHAMBERS-FEB. 28.

~cirity for Cosis-Aclion against Police Officers-1 Geo. V.
2, sec. 16-tatement of Ciaien-Amendmen t.] -Motion by
lefendants for security for cosas under 1 Oco. V. eh. 22,
L6. Of the four defendants, thrce were describcd as police
ru, and the fourth (Ashton) as a physician. The plaintif!,
ie statement of claim, alleged that the defendants illegally
witbont warrant arrested and assaulted her, and conspired
T'et, assault, and falsely irnprison her. The defence sworn
rthe defendants was, that ail that was done to the plai ntif!

at ber own suggestion and with ber consent, and that tbey
r acted or assuîaed to act as police officers. It wvas admitted
the. plaintif! and her next friend were not good for costs.
Mfaster said that, applying the test given in Parkes v. Baker,
I.R. 345, to the statement of elaim, the defendants other

Ashton were being proceeded againet as police offleers in
rd te everything eharged except the ault aud perhaps the
piracy; and these three defendants could flot be denied
rity; but the defendant Ash ton was flot enfitled to secur-
Referenee to Lewis v. Dalby, 3 O.L.R. 301, 304, and Lane

~1inkinbroomier, 3 O.W.R. 613. The plaintif! should have
e to, amend, if so, advised. If the amendment was not made

week, an order for seeurity for costs of the tbree police
ers, defendant, ehould issue. In either case, coste te bcecosta
b. cause. Feathereton Aylesworth, for the defendants. J.
lodfrey, for the plaintif!.


