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FEBRUARY 19TH, 1903.
DIVISIONAL cougr, .

LANZ v, McALLISTER.

. . . y Tovelt
Latent for Invcnlmn——ln/'rrny«menk—A pple Syrup—Novelty
= Burden of Lroof.

Appeal by plaintiff from Judgment of MacManoy, g-g
0. W. R. 455) dismissing the action, which was brough {ad
restrain the defendan from infringing plaintiff’s patente
process for manufacturing apple syrup.

A. B. Aylesworth, K.C., for plaintiff,

E. P, Clement, K C., for defendant,

o the
Tue Coury (MEREI)ITH, C.J., STREET, J.) dismissed
appeal with costs,

Brirroy, J. FEBRUARY 207TH, 1903.

CHAMBERS,
BEDDELL v, RYCKMAN,

Discovery— Examination of Part

Directors of Compan Y Jor Discoy

inst
Y—dAction by Shareholder again
l'.,rmm'rmtiau.

Appeal by defendant (ox from order of Master in _Ch“m'
ers (ante §6) directing the appellant to attend for re-
examination fop discovery and to answer certain questions.

W. H. Blake, K.C,, for appellant,

W.R. Riddell, K ¢, for plaintify

Blll'l"l‘ﬂ»\'y J., held that, unless an order should be made
under Rule 473 for the determinagic
tion in dispute before decidi
the order of the

laster ought not to he interfered with. It
would be diffiey]t i

the trial; that it may be most
issues. While the question

endants, op any of them, were trustees or not
088 not depenq Upon ¢

( he amoung paid by any of them to the
different Companies, op upon what if

0X got for underwritiy,
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