
(ante 485) which dismissed plaintif"s motion to set aside
a praecipe, order for security for conts. Action for an account
brought by a resident out of thejurisdiction against hie form-
er solicitor.

J. W. McCullough, for defendant.

T. H. Lloyd, Newmarket, for plaintiff.

THE COURT (BOYD, C., FERGUSN, J.), held that undor the
circumstances of the case (as reported ante 485), the de-
fendant's solicitor was flot entitled to security for costs. Ap-
peal dismissed. Costs in the cause.

CARTWRIGHT, MASTER. SEPTEMBER 9TH, 1903.

CHIAMBERtS.

O'CONNOR v. O'CONNOR.

jury N9Itice-Leave Io FiUe-Day-Sliort Nstîce of Trial.

Motion by the plaintiff for leave to file a jury notice and
give short notice of trial.

T. F. Slattcry, for plaintif.

W. B. Raymond, for defendant.

TuE MÂSTER.-Thîs ks an interpleader issue to deteruiine
wvhetlie-r the defendant holds a certain beneficîary certificate
absolutely or ouly as security for moneys l8ntby> him to theý
deeaed.

The case of Qua v. Woodmen of the World, 5 0. L. B. 51,,
ante M, would indicate tliat ini a proper case it would be a.
proper exorcise of judicial discretion to allow either party to,
file a jury notice when this bas been done.

But the saine case shews that "there io no power ta
aibidge the time allowcd the çIefondarnt unless ho ijs in such
a pos4ition thait ternis nîay.be imiposedl on hini."

Then the effect of allowing a jury notice ta be flled would
bc ta throw the caise over these present sittings. The rep'ult
would be delay in mwinding up the estate of the deceased and
delaying the other parties concernied, in the niatter.


