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eurity.1-Motiou by the defendants, under Con.
for an order requiring the plaintif! to give secur-

ts of the action, whicli was brouglit to recover the
4oiey on thé life of the plaintif! s husband. The
àuat the plaintif!, after lier husband 's death, left
went to British Columbia. She made lier afi-
nents at Vancouver on the l7tli October. So far
she had neyer returned to Ontario; and the affi-
support of the motion made it reasonably certain

flot intend to-do so. The policy was for $1,000,
tiff's huaband died 13 months after it was issued.
vas paid ini premiums during the husband's life.
tidi, 'with regard to, the amount of security, that it
question whether the defendants, if suceessful,

Lnd to returi the premiums. That could not be
but the plaintif! would be entitled to the benefit
W4.65; and ah'ould be allowed to proceed with the

,ing into Court $150 or giving a bond for $300, in
.e. Mieliaelsen v. Miller, 13 O.W.R. 422, referred
earns, for the defendants. « H. H. Davis, for the


