
7ke Cansada Law ournalJn.i

MEREDITH, J., refOrCed ta R«- V. eO i1 9 O.R. 352.
SoyD, C. :We cannot agree to procetd on tH's Case. It muet b. emit

to the jLdge to b. restated. The judge tULst flnd thts tacts and specify th'
question of law as to wbich h. is la doubt and reserves for our judgment.

Case remifted to the judge of the County of Peel to be restated. O

Prartice.

Q.B. Div'I Court.] ADAMS vi. AN!NETT. [Dec. 19, 1894.

Arret-Oderfr-Dschage-att.- Trm-No action la be broughg.

Where the defendant in bis notice of motion to set aside an order for bis
arrest and for bis discharge asked for Cosa, and an order was made ini his
favour with coats,

H'e4d that thejudge inalcing the order had power to impose the term that
the defendant should be restrained from bringing any action.

Review of the English authorities.
Arr FALCONBRIDGE, j.: Flollowing Scand V. COiey,, 15 P.R. 112, the terni

shotxld beimposed onlywherethe plaintiffhas been frank and open in his appli-
cation for the order for arrest, and had reasonable grounds for the statements
he laid before the judge.

C./. Hatiman for the plaintiffs.
Aylesworth, Q.C., for the defendant.

C. P Divl CortJ THOMPSON V. WILLIANISON. [e.2,84

Sécuyity for eoss-Acion against justice of lte oeace-,s3 V4ct., c. ?3-FOrn
of orde r- Titme-Distmiirsal o/actian.

An order under 53 Vict., c. 23, fOr secur'itY for costs in an action against a
justice of the peace should not limit a tinie within which security is to be given,
rior previde for dismissal nf the action ini default; the order should be simnply
Ilthat the plaintiff do give security for the coscs of the defendant to be in.
curred in the action,»)

Walter Read for the plaintiffs.
C. W. Kerr for the defendant WVilliamson.

C. P. Div'l., Court.] [Dec. 2x, 1894.
WEEGAR v. GRANI) TRIJNK R.W. Co.

Sheri.f-Poundage-Aiowance in lieu of-Sezmie of goods- Ws'thdraw.vai of
mnia in Possxsn be/are sale- Exectilion superseded-Rule rjV-Amount
of allowance-iseret'on.

A sheriffmade a seizure under afi. fa. against the goods of the defend-
ants; but, learning that they were about to appeal, of bis own motion, and for
the. purpose of saving expense ta the parties, withdrew his oftkcer in possession
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