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HAINES v. MacKAY.
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—] OZZ@SSal of Action of Crim. Con—Proceedings at Trial
B O to Postpone—Refusal—Plaintiff Failing to Give

'U’lden . i i
sylumcef wm Support of Claim—Witness Confined n
“"ticula,?r Insane—Evidence as to Chances of Recovery—

Pecifieq s of Statement of Claim—Confinement to Charges

W Compliance with Order—Practice.
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dlsmlssing X Ii’ th‘f plaintiff from the judgment of Lrrrcw, J.,
action for criminal conversation.

Stpr. PPea :

UTHERLAND I was leard by Murock, C.J.Ex.D., RippeLL
D o, v, 24 Kevy, JJ. ’ i
No g, :Ineron’ for the plaintiff.
< Pbeared for the defendant.

The 4 J%dgmen
&llsgstatemfint 0;_“ Olf the Court was delivered by RmpELL, J.:—
debaes that «;, orc %lm, delivered on the 18th December, 1911,
- Ueh, angq avea ‘(l“_ltlthe year 1905 the defendant did seduce,
a‘sim‘l Prang $501()8c1t connection with the plaintiff’s wife
Dee denig 0 damages are claimed. The defence is
197y, Wit of
: su :
Wag éoand, after thl:mm'ls was issued on the 18th September,
Wag In:e 0 bring i tg(ittlf)n was at issue for some time, nothing
fop oy Se by the ok (Ii‘lal. On the 9th October, 1912, a motion
Oy ; t 0 pros&eutin ant for an order dismissing the action
Certaiy a pal‘ticularsm;; The Master in Chambers made an
€o, Paid, ang ?}10111(1 be served within a time limited,
B L € case set down for trial, or the action




