
BRITT9ON, JM-Appea bypani rr oiîiOf the
order of i dit! e Ill hibr salw eedu8t

iii rexor 1 ant action agaIjin1s t 1lt- iplanîlifr inwhc

of d4,Ilfliiittr agans thie liif for.-, 817',1 r This
animun, mli jinterezsl, or any part of il, the p)klintif is willing

if alHow agaînait corruspoliding' ainlounlie i Ilaitb 1u.11eu
Io Ill this actionl. The dufenldants saiy that, ;il addition 10

tilic $I71.5 and interest, whlich p)lailitilf Mi ls eliil àdmîlý
anld is mwillinig to Sct gf, theyIlc aret en t 1tl 1 ( 1 oS 1bsequen l . l
!oStas if sol thIe defenIdan lts, ilu th eveCuoIt Of p1lintffl reloJI",

ILereIn1), > 1U ij l nti1t Itd to 1)Set 111hese ofIf; an î1Io l- doubt ail
odrwouild le imade uiponl application for tha1t purpose, if

plainitiff objected. Tho 0only possible, objeut, of pleýading Ille
atcigorder would1 le Ùo Jet ilu eide-nce of the state of

accuntbeteenplainifr and Roi naind others, for the
pur po, ilf ttîp in iii ht may, tû get the alleged Sub
sequlelit coa.ts or defendantls uipon their dgnnaait
p)la jini f , al pair t o f w 1ici c 1ýo s i s for an appeal froni the
taxationi. 1 arnl of o-pîinion th&at the axnendinent should flot
be illowed,! To plead this attaching order would f urther

coîpliatea niatter already a good deal involved. It is flot
a pieutat eau hielp denatbut will cxnbarrass tii.
plaintiff. It doea not in any way go to the merit, or aist
in de.teriinig the real mnatters lu controversy between tii.
Pate

A-ppea1 allowed. Coste f0 plaintiff ini any eveutù.
DuVE-rnet & Joneas, Toronto, solieitors for plaintiff.
Millar, Ferguson, & Hutghies, Toronto, soliciltora for de-

fendants.


