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Lushingtfon, 6 Ch). D. -70, 79-SO. Should they ratify it, it is
obviousý that a judgxnent for plaintiff in this action would bo
of nu awal hudte iapoe such a jiud1ýment mnay
he nem>emar Io prewnrv ~uStanil riglts A specil meet-
hng Af thé areholder Iuav a"erdnglv bu called by fix
director, for -27-th Ijiine, 1906. D)ue noficeu shouiil be givenr
of the lime, plaue, and, purpose o)f t]iis meeting to ail persons3
miho are niow or who wcrt ,haeodr on thie Tht and 3rd

F,-1bruarv, 10.The peietof thée conan ay report
fully toi the regiýtr1]r upoifidavi tho resu1Its of sucli meet-
ing. Tliîs actIion will thvdn be disposed of.

JUNE 13T11, 1906.

DIVISIONÂ&L COURT.

Tliscverij- Lib Exarirwfin nf iiJendan - Ansi'ers

Triidin ta! b Crim in ri e-J>tri rl 9 - Edec - Ruze

1ppe y Il de hmdat R. MN. Jaffra vfromn order of Mfu-
L(,CK, ('J. 7(). W\. f. 37,ruquring the appewllalt. to at-
cnd, at hic twn expense, andi ansre certain questions whicli

had bunput to hi n mis i;xamnination for discovery-, and
%Ohich lie had refuse(d bo answer, on the ground that his

lnis then w(Wuldtnd Io errnnae hienand ail other
lawul uesion wheh niight 4i put to imn on such ex-
amiatin, ud Intiiidefault of his doi-,ng so awrit or writs;

of aterhinict, should be isued] against him.

Tfio appeal was heaird 11y VEREDITIU. ('.J., BRITTON,

1?.Mcay.for appellanit.

J.B. Clre K.C.. for plaintiff.

MERI>111.C.J :-heaction iý for 11*,and tIc prin-
cipal questýionise upon the, appeail is as; bi the application
(i fl provsion of ler ý') o!f the Ontario EvidIpne Act, as


