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to produce it xior wam the examination adjourned with that
object.

As the pleadings 110W stand there is no0 ground for the
order a~kdfor. What is necessary for that purpose is statea
in B3r;ay's Digest of Dis-covery. articl' 39, p, 10 aînd p. 26,
eited in Rlanffy v. Toronto Riv. Co., 23 0. W. R. 513. Ilere
thec whole allegations of the plaintiff arc denied aîid particu-
larly thie algdmanipulatior of the market for the stock in
question unider an agreement for that purpose or otherwise
hiowFsoever.

The motion must ehonse with costs to defendant ini
anly vent.

UoN. MR. JusTicn LE.mNox. FEBRUARY 20rII, 1913.

SCULLY v.IL CMN
1 0. 'W. N 5

LE<OJ.. ga v juid -ilt for Il;[il inf J.r $2j000 k nd i l terei s
tind e t in :nS acion for $2.27,0. Irnoncys * Il&'g to havle 1b0e1
,on~t to durondant whjvh1 el,iItindnt deldhad b-qi -o lent.

Actin t reove $2O00allgedto haveý heen lent1 ])y
plaintiff to defendant on Septemnber 2Sh 98 20ad-
vaneed in respect of certain hetting transactions aligd
interest, tried iit the Non-Juriy AsieToronto, Vebruar-y

JT. 1). MaGe ,flnr the plaintif.,
N. F. M),ackenzie, for the delendatl.

IION. MR. JUSTICE ENO,:-h pliiiff is not ein-

titled to recover in respect (If the 20àlee advaInves
made for defeudant in coniiection with bietting, at thie Wood-
bine. The plaintiff was not ale tri say whiether tiie ad-
vances 'b. daims8 to have miade vere of the elaiss recoverable
at law~, and Iailing by reaso>u of this umeertainty, 1 have not!
been cqiupelled to wcigh the testimony' of thie plaintiff and
d.fendaaat upon fiais briancl of the case. 1 ain of opinion
tlaat the. plaintiff i. entitled to reover in respect of thie b
ance of bis claimn, naniely, for~ an iil(,gedl ]tan of $,0
anad interest.

A formai receipt is prd )e byv the plintiff for $2,000,
dated the 2-Sthi o! Septeinher, 1908, filled til and sig-ned liy
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