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judgmilenv setting aside a certain deed of lands, and declaringthat suhlanids arc the property of defendant George Slee-mani, and that defendaxit Sarahi Siceman is a trustee thereolffor hin), and inakig suhlands avrailable fer payment of thedebt.s of defendant George Sleemain to plaintif s and other
credior~;(4) rudgxenit declaring that defendant Sarah SIve-mlai is the trustue or or otherwise holds certain other lands' fo>rdeîundant George Sleenwax; (5) lin the alternative, jitcndgmentdeclaring that ail buligmaehinery, equipments, angoods uiponl the premises wied in connection with. or formiflgpart ol'fl the new brewerY and brewing business, arc part of theassets of, the estaite of ,eednt georgeý Siecinan, and1( avail-ale4 for payxnnt of his debts; (6) such fxirther and, Othel!relief asý xight seexu just. lJpon the plaintiffs exainilgndefeud(lnts- George and Sarah Siceman, thieir counsel obhjectedl ta their axlswering any questions as to the pe(rsonxiS

foringthefi-msof leean& Sons, George( SleenaIi'sSon-, or Sleenian Brothers, anud as to whetlier they had axxYlnuest in the brewery business, or whose buisiness it wa5,Or as to defendant George Sleernan's connection thierewith,
f>r as ta the ereetion thereof by hlmn, or whether any of his3xnoniey went into the brewery or the building, andwetrthebr wer ws bilit, ConlpletPed, and fltted up withi xuacifery and iu operation or nat.

W. 11- Riddelll, K,('-, fOr plaintif s, contended. that t'leprayeor for general relief entitled thexu to the dliscoverYýsolh-citing M'Rt8an v'. Hawkins, 24 W. R. 884; Phiillipsv. oynl ligara IIotel Co,, 25 Gr. 358; Slater v. canadlaCuntaî Ri. W. Co., ib. 363.
W- M.- oglsRC., for defendants.
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