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tiff should give further anq additiona| security for the co
of defendant ¢q

ino into
apany, by a bond for $600 or by paying in
Court $300.

F. A. Magee, Ottawa, for plaintiff,
HiAL Burbidge, Ottawa,

i he
Brrrroy, J.—The trial of the action had come Of"niiﬁ.
case had heep argued, and it Wwas directed that if plai e
did not elect to amen( within the time allowed, the case

to stand for Judgment, 1y, Plaintiff did amend. Security
for the cogtg of defeng,

ts added by the amendm‘ent h%-?t}?gf:
ordered. N, application wag Made at the trial for additi

t company, ¢ was open to tg?
company o agk thyt in the event of an ameg .
ment additiong] Security shoylqg be given. TIf the. trl_&l Ju %d
had made any such condition, i may be that plaintiff Woge_
10t have accepted. he cage ig Practically closed as to 4
fendant fompany. “Iffbes appens that the costs of the i
fendant Company wi]] pe substantially increased, it will o
by reason of What oceurpeq at the tria] anq the view the tria
Judge took of the case; apq the plaintify ought not at t;hls
stage to have the additiong] burden Put upon him. Bell V7'
Landon, 9 p, g ) imon v, T, Banque Nationale,
S 22, referred tq.

Appeal alloweq With cogtg ¢

for defendant company.

and Sipy,

0 plaintiff in an event.
ST
Mmmm'm, C.J.
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Re RATHBUN

CO. AND STANDARpD CHEMICAL CO.
OF TORONTQ,

720 Coury 4, Direct Arbitrators
=

“estions S Dectfically Referr ‘.’,d
ar Them Jrom 4 (pplying—Dis-
Ce OMpetenc, af- 4 rbitrators—— Doubt as to
ontracs Loy 9 Case—c, 0815,

crelion of

Rulings ¢ OnStruction of C

: Appli‘catim of the Arbitration Act, R. S.
0. ch. 62, py the Standarq Chemicg] Company of Toronto,
one of the pay ALy reference tq arbitration, for
to the arbitra topg i

b .

to state ip the form of 5 spe-

Se for the Oplnion of the Coupt certain questions of
law arising

0
n the cours rence,

e of the refe



