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SCANAD v. AymER.-MAsTE.aR N HME-
FEB. 24.

rlgment-Con. Rule 603-Application by De-
*ence under Con. Rule 60 7-Practice.] -Motion
for summary judgment under 'Con., Rule 603.
rought to recover $1,548.37 due by the defen-
iffs, as set out ini the indorsement of the writ of
Idavît of the plaintiffs' manager filed 011 the
:endant made affidavit that he believed that the
is fot correct, without giving any reasons for
desired to have a reference to ascertain the
not deny the affidavit of the manager that he
" 'repeatedly -admitted his liability in respect

ýss sued for hereîn." The Master said that all
ait was entitled to, know could be found out on

of the manager upon which books and
e produeed. There was as yet no0 defence d is-
.e 807. This was ail that the defendant could
motion would be adjourned for that purpose.
)t 'to be had i those cases merely because the
Sfor it. The other party is flot to be put to

ense and delay without some good reason being
i proceeding. A. H. F. Lefroy, KOC., for the
Hughes, for the mdefendant.

rING CO. V. JICPFasY MANUFAOTUIUNO CO.-
EA.sTRE IN CHÂMBEES-FZB. 24.

-Claim against for Relief oter-Absence of
Main Action.] -Motion, before appearance, by
t aside the order for the issue of the third party
s, as shewn in the thirdl party notice and the
1 the order was granted were as follows. The
ýr and Gerow were sales agents of the defen-
r Manufacturing Company. As such agents,
i the plaintiffs belting to the value of $1,520, to
ýh they had obtained froua the third parties on
)10. This order was filed, and the full price
1 parties to Archer and Gerow at the end of
by the acceptance of a draft of Archer and

is met at maturity. But the proceeds were
- plaintiffs or to the Jeffrey company. There


