
STIRTON r. DYlE?.

ani dîseusse(1 the position of the case in a written oinilion. 1 le
then referred to the provisions of ulie 507, aud said t hat hw was,
flot aware of any eonflicting decîsions. H1e could noýt take, a 'n
dition under (a) and combine it with a condition un[d1er b1)ý utj c1allse
(3) of the Rule, as a foundationt for an order. The order 1wsth4
made, if at ail, un(ler (b).11wanocoindoftb rrtns
of the order made, having regard to the crusacso 1 ae
He had no hesitation in saying that the p)roposied appeal irivolved
myatters of great importance. Referenceý to tvrtv. C axnpbil
(1912), 3 O.W.N. 641, 21 O.W.R. 172, and R, 'Soveýreigui Bankk uf
Caiuida, Clark's Case (1915), 35 0.1,-W 4418, 454. Hue lad em

to) the( conclusion, flot without husitation, that Iie shoffld grantI
levei to appeal. The quest ion iinvolvedl was at leasifýti « vri

arual; the applicat ion was not vexaionis; ,sbsantial ite1reýss
of thie defendant Fobsappeare-d fi) buinprl anld il was ilot

unireaýSonable to think that Le mnight obtain relief utofzu kindg
front ant appellate Court. L.eave granted, and prcedng pon
thei reýfvrenice stayed uintil t1ue 271]1 June, 191fi, or the hea:rliig o)f
the aplpeal, in the meantime. Costs in tlie cause- une wsher-

wieordered by the appellate Court. J. W. Baiin, IK.('.. for 11w
defendant Forbes. Harcourt Ferguson, for thle plalintif.

STIRTON v. D)-11-LENýNOX, J- NE22,)

~~~ ~from epr
Findîngs of Ia1(ol~.-pel ' v titi defendant11 1)yer :an<I

cross appeal by the plaintifi f rom tuereor of ilio Local Master
at London in a partnursýhîp action; huard at the Lodo W vk
Court. The appeal andl cro)ss-appealî. werv Upoin quetio>ns (,f fact.
The plaintiff's appe<al as to what was c-alled -Ithe Savannah:0 au-
ýouint" wvas dismfissed with1 costs to titi, enat uls fixvud at
S25. As to an item f 1,0 vruited lin the accoUaits ut ihe part-
ne(rsip to thle defendantl l)yer, theore wvas nothlling to utilis
being chai.rged( bauk against that defedant andlis, appuaiL :11. tO
thiat should bui allowud,. Iis appeal as Vo ltu initeroes mil )on a <
of $1 ,000 shou1l alýso baloeaItiti interest rouduuied 14o $"20'2. 1(1.
In ail othe-r rpets, i ppeals weru imisd epoo)rt aanend-l
ed acordingly; nu io sîý,s of t Ie appuals Vo thIe plaint iff or th 1w(lefenl-
dLunt Dyer. T, J. Meredithi, K.('., for the plainitiff. :-ir Geomrge

GibnK.C., and E. W. M. FlockP for thti de(fendan:iit I)yur.
C. H. Ivey, for thei defendant Coles.


