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it was a terna of the agreement between the
defendants should give plaintiff indemnitY sgaii
which the Goodison Co. xnight have against h
Moore represented that he had authority froei
so agree. It further sttes that defendauts
to give such indemnity, and repudiate Moore's
inake a.ny auch bargain.

This stateinent of dlaim was delivered on 27
ana it wus on accouit of the repudiation of
ority before action that the suit w"~ in.stitut(
fendants are, therefore, at a loss to nnderstan(
waa not macle a party in the first instance or whb
red since to make the plaintiff wibh to, have him i

It was further objected that this action was
brought by the Goodison Co., and that it wc
euough te bring ini Moore when that comp,ý
Madgett. It does not conceru us at present
it is really. The plaintiff makes the giving of
indeinnity part of his agreemnent, and as one
ho gave the notes now sought to be recovere&.

Moore niight have been Joined as a defer
first instance, and this would not have 'been o
e judgxnents of the Chancellor in Quigley

Manufacturing Co., 10. L. R. 606, 614, and Eva
ib. 614.. .

This being se, the ouby matter for conside,
disposition of the costs. As plaintiff seenis to
ali along that defendants denied any authori
te give a premhze of indemanity, I thi.nk that ail
occasioned'by this order shouid be to defenë
eyent.

ANGLIN, J. NovEmBER

CHAM BERS.

CANADA SAND LIME BRICK C0. v. 0YI

Mechaniç*' Lien>s, - Statememt of CWam - Coi
Time for Fili -oimeemnt of Action-
tiois-Slatte and Rules of Court.

Appeal by plaintiffs froni order of Master i
ante 686, strikiniz out the sta.teient of claim,.


