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the primary and main defendant acting either for himsel!
or for his tellow adventurers.

That being so it would seem that he .çannot set up
privilege. The point is one that dees not eften arise. ]But,
onl examiinationi et Bray oin Discovery, 1 have found two cases
whichi seemn te thr-ow hgton thte question, see p. 427, 429
(n). There thie iearnedl authjor says : "lui Chant v. Brown,
7 Mare 88ý, 1849, Wig-raîn, , considered that the posi-
tioni ef thie so)licitor iii elaiingn privilege was net affected
by' isý haig1usqenl eonim- hiiiself the ownrer. of the
Pr-OPIIrtyV It is sub)nÂitedl tha,,t on prineiple he 0tould in
snch a eaw- le readdfor- thei pur-pose ef testïng thle extent
eftw ý the pilgea ieonrandi nefi a,; the solicitor." The
judgnwn1(ýlt 1here ýSeems te have bee based on1 the tact that
ite seiitor was net "ibseýlutcower though ne doubt
ilth V'ice-Cltancelior said bc- did not think that ev'en if ab-
solute owner, lie would lKe (ebarred froxît elaiiining privilege.

On the other haud eleven years later Bonîlly, M.R., ini
Leîvis v. Penningion, 29 L. J. Chy. 672 (not 692 as given
in Brà y 429), sajid: The lucre tact ot a client having made
a econiniial communication te his solicitor did net preteet
thie soiio from giving discovery, if lie had acquired the
samekniede before or atter suehi coniden(,tial coxumufli-
cations undler sueh circuxustauces that hie wvouid be bound te
discover it."

Mr. Bray thnk tiîs " is dîlff(iuit te follewv."
]in tAis staite ef thie authorities aK alpied1 te the issunes in

the pleadfings andf thie undJoubted tact of thie signature ef the
dletendantii as the one et thie par-ties, it net the only party,
eentractingl wîthIl thie plainitiff, I t1iik hie sheould reattenld
foraiiifaie n aflswer ail qution11iis as te tac-ts witinf
bjisý 0W!>j knjldg, tc, nisS he pis some aite Nilkil ob-
jucion,. luLein v. Pniqosupra, flic solicîtors claim-
ingý prîivilege were joinit d]etei(ndau wîtlî their client a judg-
vwent debtor, who huis aigned te thern ail his assets as
seecurity for advaùees miadeu te thymn. If was heid tItey ceuld
net dlaim privilege as ti) fuels auquiri-d 1) 'tvhymn previously as
such traîisferees, thoiigh tbey mîglit haveýt acquired tbem
previously as selîcitors.

The costs et the motions may be in the cause.
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