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This will depend (1) ripon w1iet1her the two actions (for

si1eu they are) arise ou of the saine transacion or series

of transactions and involve L. coinmon' question of law 'or

fact; and (2) whether thle defendanits are the sainec ini botb

actions; as it was held they were substantially ini the $troud

Caýs-1 am not to be undei>teod as expressing auy opinion

on theýse points àtt present. The second dlaint as noted is only

against the eoiupauy and one of the personal defendants;-

TIhese questions may cneup for discusion later-at preseiit

an ordr will go requiring pliiintiff to aniend as 1w may ho.

advsedso s to confori to Consolidated Eule 185, and to

nam veue, if ithis wa>s not stated ini the copy filed. Deo-

fendants to have eight days ther>eafttr to pla. The costs

of this motion Sill he td defendants in suy event. In Stroud

v. Lawson the action waspoel broug1t by plaintiff in

ia, CaM ase W' aloin oinde of the two elanis

SPREME CO~UT OF ONiTARIO.

SECOND AiPPELLATE DIVISION. FFRUMÀRY 20T, 1913.

PALLANTPT v. F'LYNN.

4~ . W. N. 837.~Luonamtinfr e

p' a e isse patt ee w l ia t an th e 1 mexe t ion retst on he S

gr . dothat t wak no1 mtwh pabtyakn pla intifand th

SUF.rlen Ct.a heT cainfP. should ayintt ouvr the dIree

15apa, httereurmn as t, scrt a ueasonbl


