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Action for reqtuirl (of mnWVa oaverjaid ta defendInt oin
anl Wacc01unt. The defndnt uon bving Serveýd wvith thle
%trit of summiiions, pa;iid $108.6jta ou unde1ir Mule -19.
in, flill satisfactlion of pLai1ltiýffý' daLiim. The iý1ý li t i tT,
notved fo)r judgmentrt iinde1r Ilul- (;03 for theo amnount clhdmed4
byv the writ. The deednin an afditaditited the

Iaji to thle é-xtent of the amnounlt paýid( ino Court, but dia-
Pluted the blne

G1. il. Kihuner. for plain1tfs.
a. D). Falcnbrid1ge, for dfnat
THE MASTER IN (HMES-litf&cuslak

for judément for thie aniouti pid inito Court. I dIo not
think the plaintifrs enile o judgmnent as Tsed Th
RZules uinier which thje defndntba paid what he dmitsý
ta bev diu give thedeenan soie benefitaz that would ho

uleaif jud1gmen(ýt were, gi\vel for plaintiffs ws asked. 1
think justiue will be, donc t tlle pairties by directing IThe
iunioin t in Court ta ho piiid out to plaintiffs, the deofendauat

kidillttinig san i tac due to the, plain1tifý Ii lis afdvt
This paynxeuvrt will bc withotpeudc to whatever rgt
the. dlueendant ma'v é hoentitled by realson of Ilis, payviwg saine
illdo Court undeilr the Rulles. 1 would refer ta thleoino
of the lato Matrin Chniheilrs in Kane v. Mtel,1:3 P.
j?. 118S. CasIs in the c a IIe,

K i1 ie r, 1Irvi ng, & Porteir, To ro iitoi , s olit or s fo ýr

J ohusa & iahonrigi Taronto, solioitoýrs for de-.

TRIAL.
McCALLAM v. SUTN SVNSANI) LOAN CO.

OmaY- ShM- SUbmeript*m - Mirepresntatlio - Agent -

NetUesmn Prnilinq Artfoni, Induccil by Thr-eta, Srt Ae

Adtieu for flic caineellation of thé, application for
éhare of permanent stock o! LIe defendant company * .eignedj
by the. plaintiff Mrgaret McCallam, and o! the vertiftcate


