
L. MucCarthy, for plaintitis.
,F MÂSTER.-WbiIe there ean bc no doubt
3of defendant being in Toronto during thi

58ue of the writ, and that ho could have
d at any timo after its issue, and while the
jealougy applications for extending the tini
Jialy whiere, but for the existence of the wi
)eriod of limitation would have expired, yet

iaving withhield any evidence from the Io(

7ingr for the ex parte order, and having ex
ts to ascertain the whereabouts of defendasi
nm, hi8 order should not be set aside. H(

---- ,Ir, P R 5!i6 and Mair v. Camer


