
tiff should give further and additionai security for the costs
of defendant cOmpany, by a bond for $600 or by pa.ying intoCourt $300.

F. A. Magee, Ottawa, for plaintiff11. A. Burbidge, Ottawa, for defendant company.BRITTON,' J -The trial of the .action had corne on, the
case had been argued, and it was directed that if plaintiff
did not elect to arnend within.the tirne allowed, the case was
to stand for j udgmnent. The plaintiff did amend. SecuritY
for the coste of defendats added by the aniendment bas been
ordered. No application was inad .e at the trial for addition-
ai security to the defendant Company. I was open to the
defendant Comnpany to ask that in the event of an amend-
ment additional icrt huld be given. If the trial Judge
had mnade any such condition, Ît 'nay be that plain tiff wouldfndt clnpny. Thf aseh is practically closed as to de-
fendant cmay Ifi 0hppenls that the costs of the de-
fenrdan Compwaty WÎI be antialîy înereased, it will be

by easn o wht, ccurred at the trial, and the view the trial
Judge took of the case;y and th litfoutnta 

hs
stage to have the additioual brhen paiti oughtm nol, atVhi
Landon, 9 IP ' R- 100, and Simuron put UpnIm elV
IP. R. 22, referredi to. on Banque Nationale, 'TAppeal allowed with costs to plaintiff in an event.

MERtED1THr, .J.
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ApîCati2, under sec. 41 of the Arbitration Act, R. S.one of a S o u tr eee c o a btai n 
iet 0  a ts an dard C hep nyfcal case foto the arbitrators torirtin 

o
rthe opinio o)f te state in the forai of a spe-la riigin the CoreofteCourt certain questions of,rs fthe reference.
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