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and Buckley. L.JJ.), thouglit that 'lie w-as. But we may ob-
serve in the first place the case was not tried Nvith a jury, but by
a referee, and Rule 976 applies to cases tried with a jury. Ru]le
977, 'however, of which tl'ere is no Ontario counterpart, ex-
pressly provides "where issues in fact and law are raised upon
a claini or counterclaîim, the costs of the several issues respec.-
tively, both in law and faot, shall, unless otherwise ordersd, fol-
low the event. " The Court of Appeal lield, that unde, r Rule
976 "'event" means the resuit of an issue and flot the event of
theaction, and the saine ruling would apply to Rule 977.

SECURITY FOR COSTs-NoMINAL PLA1,NTIPF-3AN ýRUPT-ACT1ON
BY BANKRUPT FOR PERSONAL BARNINGS.

Affleck v. ffamnond (1912) 3 K.B. 162. This w-as an action
by an undischarged bankrupt to recover the amount of a note
given for personal services rendered by the bankrupt in pro-
euring a boan for the defendants. The defendants contendcd
that the plaintiti' was a inere nomiinal plaintiff, and that his
trustee in bankruptey was entiticil to the money sued for. The'
trustee had, in fact, withidrawn his dlaim. Thcy applicd foir
seeurity for cots. Scrutton, J., refusüd the application, and
the Court of Appeal lield that lie was right, because the monev
elaimed Nvas '<persoîial earnings'' of the-, bankrupt and as suchi
exempt from the claim of the trustee, and therefore the plaiintitT
w-as not a lucre nomiinal-plaintiff.

LANDLORD AND OEATL.5~-SiNMN F RrVERS$ION'--
LEASE BY AýSIGNEE-.ITTORNMENT--4-5) ANNE C. 3 (AL. C.
16), s. 9-(1 GEO. 5, c. 37, s. 61, ONT.).

Ibmrý v. Beard (1912) 3 K.13. 181. In this case the head
note is defeetive, the editor hiaving tî-ansposcd plaintiff anîd
defendant in the second paragrapli. The facts were that 0w-ners
of land made a lease to the defendant for three ycars, they theil
assigned the reversion to the Penny Bank whio weriG into pos-
session and made a lease of the prernises to the plaintilf for 21
years to comimence in przesenti. The defendant neyer -attorned
to the plaintiff, -but a quarter's rent being due by the defen-
dant, the plaintiff b.-ought, the action to recover it. The only
question argued w-as whether an attorninient, was neesary be-
fore action, and the Dîvisional Court (Lush, and Ridley, JJ.),
came to the conclusion that, under 4-5 Anne, c. 3 (al. c. 16),so. 9
(see 1 Geo. V. c. 27, s. 61, Ont.), no attorument -was necessary,


