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for renewal repeaied totidem v-erb1 iiil the fir:.t reniewal, on thle
expiration of thie rernewed lese hev wouid be ' alv enftied to
have it reetin i the second renewal, aind so mi atd. infinituin.
Therefore, there rnay be righ, of perpetual ree alathougil
fil words of peïrptit sucv as "for ever" are used. In the
p)resent ias lte resit isý eofirmed by the word.s in the first
ri'ital alid in other pairts of the lease.

Th'fere- skoulid 1w a duclaration thant thie reriewud 'case outi-
10onai a covenant for runew.il ini thie wordsý as that con
1 ained ili th 1w ase, iluI ie, covenantii for thie in.'ýertion of the
covrinant fori. ewl

Perhaps, in strictness, ihe lesseecs should av t heir cosis of
this aplcto;but, in view of the provision in the lease' that
the cot of ail ren1cwal ies ndl ïrbilttti.-s >hall be equaltly
borne 1hy the, lt~,tr anmlses itis application should be treated
aLS Ililaytiereto, and iiu order as Io costs should lx' made.

VAAO»1O, ('.J.K.B., [N C MER. APRIL 5TH, 1917.

IMPERIAL TRUSTS CO. 0)F CANADA v. JACKSON.

b»iscoerry-Ezainut«?(i'on of Defendant-leefuisal 14 Answver Queis-
lions-Vldt of Agjreemei Set iup by Agenté ai Trustee--
Nff fital of Apiaonfor Triol of Preliminizry Issue aid
Postpwiemenî of Jiscoiery.

Appeal by thle plaintiffs fromr ani ordér of the Master in Cham-
ber, rýfusinig Wo strike out thev defence or enforce the answering
hy' the efnntof questions which hie refused tce anslwer upont
hi., examination for dsoey

Motioni 4- the defenldant, for an order directing the trial of a
pretlizinarY issuep as Io the vaiidityv of ani alleged agreement.

G. Il. Kilmeir, K.('., for thie plaintiffs.
1. F. H1ellnth, KC, for the defeudant.

FALCNaII>Oa, CJ.KB.,iii a w-ritteu judgment, said that thie
casev of Grahamn v. Teprueand General Life Assurance Co.
of Norlh America (8),16 P.R. 536, w:is a verv'exceptional case,
miul, Mi vivw of the most unfortimate resit of the order there
nid<, on ic a Jiidge shiould hesitate Wo follow. But here


