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the defendant company, whose chief, if not its only, market as
in the cities and larger towns. The business could flot be suc-
easfully carrîed on without agents or (to use their own word)
icrepresentatives" ip sueli places.

The order will go requiring Holloway to attend again at his
own expense.

As the exact point is novel, the costs of the motion ivili be in
the cause.

MEREDITH, C.J.C.P. MARCI! 25mI, 1913.

IIANEY v. MILLER.

Partnership-Account-Referentcc- Method of Proceeding -

Con. Rule 683.

Appeal by the plaintiff front an order or ruling of the Master
lu Ordinary requiring the plaintiff to bring iu further accounts,

H. A. Burbide, for the plaintif!.
G. H. Kilmer, K.O., for the defendant.

MEREmTu, C.J.C.P. :-This is a partnership action, in whiehi
the plaintiff, ou the 19th September, 1912, recovered a judg.
ment against the defendant for the taking of thie partnership
accounts and the wînding-up of the partnership affairs.

By this time it miglit, flot unreasouably, have been expected
that ail that would have been doue, and the purposes of the
litigation attained; but instead of that, the parties ar, e1
littie, if any, further advanced than they were when the judgz-
ment wus signed. the months betweeu have been given over to
fruitiess contention as to the bringing into the Master's offie
of partnership accounts, the eharacter cf such aceounts, and 1>.
whoni they should be prepared and brought in.

In their general outiues the accounts are quite simple; the.
parties were co-partners lu three publie works' contracta ouxiy;
each had other things te attend to, and so a manager-unjer.
the name of "eontroller"-was appointed te carry on thia busi.
ness lu their places; and that was done.

Se that the inere taking cf the accounta secema to invqtye
the amount of profit or loss on each cf these tiare. contraCtIa,
and the amount paid into the coucern by e&ach of the partnem~
and the amount paid out, if any, te eacia of themn. With th~


