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The enactment in Ontario of legislation establishing the lia

Crown for wrongs committed by its servants, suggfzst.ed-
Aylesworth, Q.C., and F. W. Hill,for the plaintifl
Irving, Q.C., and W. M. German, for the defendants.

[September 15
MEREDITH, C. J., ROSE, J.]

CAMPAU 7. RANDALL. want ,,fju'?t;

Summary judgment—Rule 739— Special aﬁpearance——Dt?f;me”o[j; o me'r: .

diction—Judicature Act, 1895, sec. 1?4—"45””"’ of defe cendant resid®

Action upon a foreign judgment. Both plal‘n‘u‘ﬂ' and' de .ean "
out of the jurisdiction ; neither of them was a British sub)ectf, o tario- The
of action upon which the judgment was recovered arose out 0 e 1 of t .
plaintiffs right, if any, to sue in this Province depended upor earancé an
Judicature Act, 1895. The defendant entered a special apP .
raised, by pleading, the question of jurisdiction. . gummary u

Upon appeal from an order affirming an order refusing
ment under Rule 739, ¢ he had 3 8

Held, that although the defendant failed to show tha ot WU .y
defence to the action on the merits, and disclosed no facfs texercisedb_el(zs,
entitled him to defend in an ordinary action, yet the d'sc,ret‘ont re 0 hclurno
should not be interfered with, having regard to the speCI.a.l na ‘;ven er€ s
diction conferred by sec. 124, and the provision requnrmgt; fore obt?!
appearance is entered, the plaintiff’s claim to be proved be
judgment.

J. B. Clarke, Q.C., for the plaintiff.

L. G. McCarthy, for the defendant.

nt (June 15
Bowp, €. WILSON ». MANES. 4 al ;’al/l"””
Security for costs—Appeal to Divisional Court—Judgment (sting
1487 (803). ' s and stil excourt.
Rule 1487 (803) does not interfere with the previous i isiona! - gi“
right to appeal from the judgment of the trial Judge to 2 udge pres‘dl?e ap
The words “appeal from a single Judge,” mean from 2 ']]“ t0 prosec"be;pg
Court, and not at the trial of a cause. A party has ‘the rg ithout rerms
appeal from the judgment at the trial toa Divisional Court wi 1487
imposed as to giving security for costs. 4 under "ec and
Semble, that security should be “specially ordere esti ns®
(803), upon an appeal by the defendant, where substantial qu
the action is of a penal character. .
Aylesworth, Q.C., for plaintiff.
W. E. Middleton, for defendant. (juse 25

Bovp, C.]
STARK 7. ROSE. . gen!
Recesver—Ex parte order——CoSfS"le‘ew;:ase of em®”
After judgment a receiver may be appointed ex parte n erty-
or where there is danger apprehended in the disposal of prop




