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Ju4mct-btoar-R, fiu.wt to be Swotra ùr Exainitned-
Motion to Comtfor (XnmtDsi~a rfofr J7urther
Examtîiatioý.j -Motion by thet plaintiff to commit the dcýfnd-
aiit for contempt in refusing to be sworn ani r,,fuing to ansýwer
lawful questions to bc put to himi u1pon Ili, ~xint as a
judgment debtor. The learned udeSaid that, upomn the aper
filed ani what was sttdupon theo argumi,i il w\as i-l,-ar thati
a case bas hiot been maefor ani attauhmct-t and t he motion
should be dismiissed, but, in the cidmtncwilthoutcosts, It
was equally clear that the plaintif! wýas enititled to hiave a
further examination of the defendant as a judgcými nt deb1tor;
and the plaintif! should flot be put to the additiial 4-xpensýe of
making a special aipplication for an order for sucli further ex-
amination. Order made (as in Chambers) that. upon an ap-
pointment being taken out and served upon thie dtefendaint, and
upon bis being l)aid bis conduet-înoncy, the defundlant should
attend puýrsuant to sucli appointment, ani answcr ail suh Iawfui
questions as might be put to hîm upon such exaina;tion as a
judgment debtor. J. P. MacGregor, for the plaintif!. M. L.
Gordon, for the defendant.
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