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RulIng of a taxdng offior that costsocf theg first applicatiôn sho&uld be ta.Ned

as of a Chambemrs motion only reversed on appeal.
H.M. IO*wt for thei appullant.

,7 ~ W H. Blake foi the -solicitor.

COMEV. WLIDMAN.

À, Libed-Ctwad$dfetlfor Pulece-... c. 57 S. 5-Notice of aciun-Suium*
mary dsisnal for want o/-Rde 397--S2eurityfor cosis,

151...The plaintiff was a candidate nt un election of a mtember of the Legis-
lative Assernbly of Ontario, and brought this action in respect of several libels
aileged te have been published by 0te defetndant in his newspaper, sonie of
them before thei date of the writ for the electien, and some after that date, but
before thei election.

j.ý Holti that the plaintiff was net a candidate for a public office in tItis Prov-
ince witbin the rneaning of R.O., c. 57, s. Ç, a-s. (2) (a), before the date of the
writ for tne eliction ; that as ta the libels aI!eged te have been published before
that date, a notice before action, under the statute, was necessary, but the para-
graphs cf the staternent of dlaim charging these libels could not, on the ground
that the notice was net given, be struck eut under Rule 387, nor thei action as
te theni sumnmarily dismissed ;and as te thei libels alleged te have been pub-
lished after that date, security fur co.gts could net be ordered under thp Statute,
because tIte plaintiff was then a candidate for a public office within the inean-
ing of a. 5, s-s. (2) (a), and the statute did not apply.

1). Artiour for thei plaintiff.
D. IiK Sawnde-s for the de.fendant.

FERGUSON, j.] [Oct. 16.

SCHMIDT v. ToWN. OF 13ERLIN.

Dircvey-.Ea ùuto f ojNf-r of mnicipaloprlin(arae of

In an action for damnages fer neglîgence in keeping a bui!ding in such a
dangerous condition that the plaintiff was inju-'ed while iný it,

Held, thât thei caretaker cf the building, an emiployee of the defendants,
%vas an efficer examninable fer discovery under Rule 487.

F. R. Hodîni for the plaintiffs.
Il . P. Clemmi for the defendants.
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