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this decee the only record relied on in support of the contention that the
suite were consoiidated was the fnllowing declaration of the learned Judge
contained in the stenographer'. notes of the proceedings, and miade on the
26th October, 89~3 : lAil consolidated cases and niatters to be hereafter con-
sidered together, the officiai stenographer, ta notify ail parties of this."

Held, per TIJCK, C.J. Iand LANDRY, J. (VAN WART, J., dissenting), that the
above, informai as it was, was a sufficient order of consolidation, partictilarly
as no one objected to it, and sa many other matters in the sanie cases had
been done by consent of counsei in a simiiariy informnai way.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
Ptigste, Q. C., for stppeilants. H H. McLea<n, contra.

Barker,. J.
lu Equity, %THIBAUDEAU V'. SCOTT. [Dec 1o, 1897.

-Seciirily for eo.rs-P/aif restiù'tg abroad- T/t/rd tsar/y iuzkerested.
~The plaintiff, residing at Montreal, obtained a judgment in the Supreme

*Court of New Brunswick on July 16th, 1897, for $952.65 against the defendant
S., and brought a suit in equity ta set aside a bill of sale given by S. ta the
other defendants a few days previeus ta the dite of the judgnient. The
defendants, including S., appiied for sccurity for costs. For the plaintiff it
was argued tlînt the security should nt be for the benefit of S. on account of
the, judgnîent debt due b>' itu to the plaintiff.

Held, on the authority of Ce-oai v. hYge.(1894) 1' Q. B3. 30, that the
secuirity shouid be for the henefit of S. as weli as the ather defendants.

A. H. Hetnieig/<n, QC., for application, H. F Puddi1e10P, contra.

ENCHEQUER COURT- AlDM li RALTY DISTRICT.

McLeod, J.] l>AiNEk -v. SHip Il FREiD E. SCAMMfNEI.L." [Nov. 20, 1897.
S/;hl--A c!ion of r.~rit /n~iyomr-/a/rpry

l'le nianaging owne- of a vessel entered into a charter on july 9 ta Joad
withi luniber froni a New Brunswvick port for the United Kingdon, and brought
the vessel to Newv Brunswick for thiat purpose. Whiie loading in pursu.
ance of the charter the vessel wvas -,rrested in November in an action of
restraint by a iniority owner, who, however, had no re.il interest in the shares,
and wvas under an obligation tn trinsfcr thein ta the heneficial owner upon
request. On an application by the mianaging owner and other co*nwners for
the reicase of the vesse]l

I/e/dl thaÉ the application should be refused, upon the authority of
T/týe 7al/ca, 5 PD. i169 distinguishing Thte 1Iiindoba/a, 13 P. D. 42 ;and
that the plaintiff apnearing an the registry te be the owner of shares in bis
natne, the Court would ot consider in what Lharacter he hield thern,

A. O, Eair/e, Q.C., and A. H. HanitgfaIn, QC., for the application,
A4. A. StoeZIoet, Q.C., and C. A. Paimer, Q.C,, contra,

ét;


