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I'th .
inary Ob‘erefore order that the time for the respondent to present his prelim-
jections to the petition filed against him be extended beyond the period

f five days
ay, th:dys ﬁ)\ced by sec. 12 of the Act, and that he be allowed until Mon-
21st September, inclusive, to present such preliminary objections. The

Cos .
ts will be costs in the cause.
[September 29.

BOLE, Loc. J.]
K MINING CoO.

GOLDEN GATE MINING CO. 7. GRANITE CREE
A Attackment— Service of notice of motion.
againsrt1 ?}?:)hcation was made herein for leave to issug a wri.t of attachment
ourt, (O :Eanager of the defendant company, for disobeying an qx‘der of
Parte reStrain'e 8th day of June, 1.8()6, an injunction order was obtam(‘ad.ex
Certaip tres ing the (lefendants.. t}.menr ser.v:fnts and' agent§, etc., from committing
) diSSOIVep?hs'ses upon the plaintiffs’ mmm'g cl:um.‘ The defendants moved
*. Justice Mls‘order, and upon t.he motion coming on to l?e heard b‘efore
consent C?relght, the injunction was, with some variations, co.ntmued
Were done, b"bsequ?nt to the amended order, the acts complained of
o p:’;’é‘z;:hzt service of the notice of m.o'tion for writ of attachmen
e e“dorse,n ) ut may be made on the solicitor, and that the order need not have
McDoy, ;;nt requl.re(‘l under Order 41, Rule 4.
Senpls ell, for plaintiff.
7, for defendant.

t need not

MRorth-TWlest Territories.

SOUTHERN ALBERTA JUDICIAL DISTRICT.

Scory, 11 —
: [August 19.

PATTON 7. ALBERTA RaiLway & CoaL Co.

Plaingigy Notice of appeal—Staying execution—Costs.
the de;‘ had recovered a verdict and judgment against the defendants,
10 Shoy c endants had served notice of motion to the Courten banc for a rule
Judgmenta‘_use why the verdict should not be set aside, and for a non-suit or for
is w0r~ the defepdaflts, or a new trial.
€ appea) as an R[‘)phcatlon by the defendants for a stay
otherWise to the Court en banc, on the grounds that ir
Or ng mearesult to the defendants, and that the plaintiff was
M cage lhenj’ and would be unable to repay the amount levied
t was Cefendants were succt’,ss.ful in their apPeal. ' ‘
Otice of ontended by the plaintiff that no notice of motion for a new trial
Cor,SequenaPPeal had been given as required by sec. 512 Jl{d. Ord., and that
el thce there was no jurisdiction to hear the apph?atl'on..
\ that the notice given was sufficient to give jurisdiction to hear the

pp iCatiOn

of execution pending
reparable loss would
a person of little
under execution



