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MIDDLE'rON, J., IN C HAMBERIS. Aiti., 6'rII, 1915.

C'LARKE v. ROBINET.

Discovetry-Exa)îiiiioii of Part à -Scop of-L inktitut ij4 Io
Case Ila<1< on 1>1< adinus-Fowaduat ion for Àn dn d

Motion by flic defendants Robinet, lleal.v, mid Page.' vy,
cotinlcrelaimed aga inst the plaintiff and t heir eo-defenda ut >
keýr, for an order compclliiig the plaintiff ami the defeufdanlt
Parker Io attend( for re-examination for diseovcry ami toafsc
questions which they refused to answer ulpon their exaiinîiotI
before the Local Registrar at Sandwich.

A. C. -lcighington, for the applieants.
A. W. Langinuir, for the respondents.

MIDDLETON, J. :-Thcre does not seexu to aie to b 11 ' V (*8<54e

niiade out for further exaiiation. Th'le deponents hieý( gi i vu
full discovery upon the case as IIow made, ami thceugeto
that by amendinent the action niay assumie ai wider seop, dous
not hclp. 1)iseovcry is î iii aid of the case as plvcadcd, aiid them'v
is no right to scek informalýtion for thle purlposc, of founldillg Soule
other complaint. See llennessy v. Wright (1888>. 24 Q.B.l).
445 (note) ; Yorkshire Provident Life Assurance C'o. v. (Iilbert
& Rivington, 118951 2 Q.B. 148; Kennedy v. Dodson, 118951 1
Ch, 334.

Motion dismissed; costs to the respondents in any event.

MIPIILETON, J. APRIL 6THi, 1915.

RF MACKAY.

'Will--ConstructÎou - Annuilies - Paynmnt ont of Income or
Capital-Accumulated Surplus laconi-Prioritics.

Motion by the executors of R. O. Maekay, deceased, for an
order determining certain questions arisîing in the administra-
tion of the estate as f0 the proper construection of fthe will.

D 'Arcy Martin, K.C., for the executors.
M. 11. Ludwig, KC., for the widow.
J. T. Richardson, for Eugènie Turner.
F. W. Hlarcourt, K.C., for the infants.


