
anid answer certain questionis which lie refused to a~e
uipon his exantination.

W. N. Ferguson. for pIaintifr.
J. B. ilolden, for defendant MctLeod.

THE- MASTER: This action is for an accotuut -i the
discoveries, other than that of the Law son mine, ,;iid to
have been made by defendants under the prospeeting agree-
ment referred to in the judgment in iMcLeod v. Lawson,

S0. W. Rl. 213. In that case nothig turned oni th, date,
of the discovery of the Lawson mine, leue the dates are
of importance, as pMaintiff alleges and riuist prove, il, ordier
to succeed, that there were other properties, as weIl is thie
Lawson, discovered ini the same period. In titi.. viue it
may be helpful to traee the movements of defendants and
get front them their accoiint of the niatter, and test the, a(.-
curaey of their statements. It doos pot seemn that 1b. do-
ing so plaintiff violates the order of i 7th Octoberprld-
ing him from raising here arn issues raised in thepr ou
actions.

The questions which plaintiff wishes to have auiswer-ed
are as to where defendant MeLeod camped on 13th arnd
14th September, and whiem the 'Lawson mine xvas first
reaehed, and liow long before its diseovery.

rThe scolie of an exaiiation is not to be unduly rec-
stricted. It is better that counisel should not be toc prompt
to object to questions uinless plain]y improper and irreluvant,

The order sliould go. . ( 1
nsts or the motion t(>

plaintiff in the cause.

MERED[TH, C..J. L)Em BER 14TI1, 1906-

lRiz DOMINION BANK ANI) KENNEDY.

Interpleader-Moneys on Deposil in Ban k-- Death of De-
positor-Will-Judgneit o~aUhig-ihIf Ex-eru.-
tor-Adverse Clai-im under Agîw~ment.

Appeal by James Kennedy, a chutmant, front an inter-

pleader order made by the Master iu Chamberr* ante .5sL. V. MeBrady, K.C.. for- Jantes Kennedy.


