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GEORGE riEBBARD, Petitioner.

vs.

CHARLES TUPPER, Respondent.

ON,

1 Court.

Decision as to security. Whether one surety sufficient.

_

In this cause the surety and recognizance given bv the Peti-
tioner ^ere objected to on the ground, among others", that there
was but one surety given. A summons was taken out April fith
on beha t ot the Petu.oner, to sl,eu- cause why the security should
not be declared sufficient.

The matter was argued before the Clerk of the Court bv RL AVeathorbe, Esq., on behalf of the Petition<3r, and J S d"
ihompsou, Esq.

, on behalf of the K 'spondeut.

BEK.TAMr.v RU.SHE.T, Esq., CM of the Court, nou- (April 10th)
delivered the ioUowing decision :— ^

_

Several objections were filed to the recognizance and security
in this case, but the only ground r.lied on at the hearin-^ was
that tiie recognizance had been entered into bv oul, one surety.
The argu,nent in support of the objection is based altogeth;r
upon Section 11 Sub-section 5, and certain expressions in .Section
1- of the Act, taken m connection with Rules 2-1 and 2o of the
Electioii Court. If the elfecfc of the expressions relied upon, in
these Sections and Rules had not already b.en settled by veryugh judicial authority, it might be necessary to go back 'to
hrst principles m the construction of doubtful clauses, but I findthatl am relieved of the necessity of instituting any original
uiquiry by a decision of m..., .J., ,vhich, as I view the m.rtter,
conclusively S3ttles the question. In ord.r to sho.v that thi
decision IS precisely apjjlicable to t!i3 matter in hand, I shall
quote the sections of the Eiiglish Act and R.,iles sid.bv sida with
the corresponding S3ction.of the Dominion Act and the Rules of


