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LAND OW\ EMS LTI). v. BOLAND1 ET ..

4 0. W. N. 242.

Rîn11,1 J., diSrni-Sse wL iihl e»ts toI ilfc ans inr 1n i en -lt, a
iîinfor an a(count under Con. RuJe l, 1.,, ,n flie go d thoit ther,,

ým nio exihne . sIlew tuia 1 the unso>hrwrnceai
!ri olved l iii ri>' sotîglit hiu îh.- w-rit of ýminînoins,

Il, ra Jyo AIci V. Tauylor. 29 (-'h. D. -:111 ni p. '-.1, pet-
CorroN, L.J., refýerred lu.

A motion by the Illin iUit " for anl ortier iliat tie~ i.lcfenri-
ni acconnt to tL( i)lamflltif7s forthiwitli for ail onv r.,
ec~dby the deffnanb.- for the plaintiits in Conmllt( !on: wlith

iisal of lots iii BaviN \iew lleighits., Port lNi1o1 ub-
dý iiin." Il lWi1 exp)liiil ou the ilmotion li t hi ute" llant
ail order under 'oiisolidated lle 645

.1. J. Gray, for tHe motioni.

J. Grayson Smnith, eontra.

1-ION. MR. JUSTICE TIIDDELIL:-Tuie Cuto pel
Fng]land have said " uder tiat rale onlv îo c-în a

4e dlirt-cted which are necessariiv involved i l i &efgh
1,y lte writ of summons." Tn Re Gybon 1 env. 7'a-yor

(185,29 Ch. D. 834, at p. 837.' per To~î .. t
Thre writ of sumnimons- is- not bronltt I)tefr iioa

davit ils fled as to thre iia n iI)ichii ie w'rjt vn_~<'i
dorsed. I told counsel definiiel 'v and s.pecialvY, tîmat Iý] pp

mueiit be put in whieh wvert relhed 1uponà itînust 4~ tkn
thlen thlat the plaintiff could not sbew iliat tlw writ Iiielie
aniy ieuch mrelief as is niow souiglit de non ciarn Ut1ç e 11o

ezi-;stentibus eadenb est ratio, and i îiisî iake it tuai tOie
writ was not so endorsed. We ]ia%-( n)lcr aq. in somne
cases, anl admission on the part of te defo -uli.itm,. wv1iîll coilld
help the plaintiffs over tW c difhictlty.

>The motion must be diini.o.ed-costs: to the~ defendants
in any event of the action.

As notwithstanding wlîat w-as said at tiie argunnit, and
to what is said in We7sit v. Harrison (1912), 1 0. W. N. 139,


