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iee f, l ot iurnis1î tiic -i . . . T 11îîs w fi 1 enta i 1 nu in-
conenlnueor hard-ipi upon thi, and is ii lîne xitli the

ruuz(ou'- give n in Parnell v. WValter for cornpellirg d,'fundants
toa gve further information as ta circulation of flic papers
atid parniphlets in that case, and in harmony wîth other de-
UIS) upon this point. The withhiolding of the name under
the, iule of non-disclosure of a witness intended to he called,
cannot avait defendants: Wit1iamson v. Merrill, 4 0. W.
R1. 528.

Of crsdiscovery iniit bc kept mitliîn reasonable
bouinds, and ýJiould flot. be permitted to be ou for purposes
other thian appear to be proper, hax ing reganrd te the facts
ani qj1usioi)ý invotved in each particular case and tlue issues
presenitofi bý the pleadings.

The production of tlue list of persans to, whomn the cir-
iulars wcre sent bY defendants and exanuination thereupoui

iiiay% be of nuaterial as>.ýistanee to plaintiffs in shewing bad
faith îin the publicaition of tlie circular or iii disprovîng the
dlefence that the circulars in questîun ore offi Iol l those
-"m ith an interest and under a di i t t(, rteeive 1huL think
defendants should produce flit(, list . . . and subtit te
examination upon it. For the reaisons fttvl givcn in the
Credit AK,,sn, case, 1 tliîiin pla;intifl'> are entîited ta have the
nine or naînev. of t1e alugdufurnant or informants of
di-fuuiardnts.

T]wh order w~ill go as asked tuj>un buth th(, puint.., involved
in t1e 11ot ion. o ~ju<f the state of thle auior .0e~ests
wiIl be ini the cause.
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WISE v. GAYMOX.

J udge-A ppeail-n-ruin -E ens ion (if 'J'ime, for Appeal
-PreiesEx Parte Aplciii-lreiu Serve

Motionbvi de(fendanf Alberta 'R. Gýiyi1inn for leave to ap-
peal from and to st aiie ain order granted hY the local Judge


