
tise Court can say that tise party having the

legal custody sufflciently represeuts the other
party interested.

But iu $ucis case tise party in whos e possessaionI
thse documents aie, cciii be required to giva dis-
covery of their contents, and to furnisis the iu-

formation ini his affidavit on pr oduction writh as
much particularity aswas required in answering
interrogatories as to documents milerthe former
practice.

MusrucnÂvrTs' BaEK v. TisDAÂr..

Productiona cf doumeatts--lateriality cf the -Issue in
the cause.

[THE Rzsmsxs, 7th Mtarcb, 1873.]

Before decree Ho discovery will be ordered
-which appears to tise court to he iminaterial to
thse question to be tried at the hearing.

CREs wicy. X. TiUompsoN.
Opeîbing biddngs-Gen. Orcler 388 $pecial groîtnde.

THs RuPEsas, 8tb March, 1878.]

The Court is strongly disinclined to, open hîd-
dings, unless very special grounds are showu.

The fact alone that a price can ha obtained in
advance upon that rea]ized at thse sale, does flot

tonstitute such a special ground.
Au inadequate description of tise property in

thse advartisemaut will be a sufficiant ground, if

calculatad to mislead or dater the public fromn
purchasing, but flot otiserwise. Exceptions of
this kind am oui»ting only to a coinplaint that all
the advantages of tise property have flot been'
sufliciefltly dwelt upon in the advertisament
ebould ha taken upon the settliisg of tise adver-
tisement.

PAXTON v. DnyIRYDE'.

Mtion te camnit for disobecdience cf a direction cf a
MUaster-LIcdnce cf defaule.

[THE REFERPS, Sth Arl, 18M3]

Aparty moviing to commit for disobedieuce of
auy order or direction of a Master, muet show
tiat the parson movcd against has disobeyed the
order, and is in default, by mneans of a certificate
of the Master.

It will be insufficient iu Chambsers to prove by
any other means thse service of the order, aud thiat
it has nlot been complied with, as tise Master is
tha proper person to decide botis these facta.

SMrrn V. 41H
Interin À limcny.

[Sui.oNo V.C., on appeal from IRtosxm, 24 Fer.. 1873.1

A plaintiff nukes out a primâ facie case for
initerim alinmoDy hy pruducing (1> an office copy

[June, 1873.

[Chan. Cham.

of tise Bill whicis need flot be verified by affi-
davit, aud (2) proof of marriage ; but if the de-
fendant oppose the application on the ground
that tie plaintiff bas ample means of support,,
unless she ean show thse contrary to be the case,
tlie application will ha refuscd.

REDNIAN V. BROWNSCoIIBE.

Marricct lnea-.Yezt Friend-&curity fer Cets-
&tates-35 Vict., e. 1e, s. 9 ansd 2lâ-30 Fiel., c. 45, § 1.

[Tus Rsrssns, 12th April, 1873.1

A married woinan brought a suit in iser owni
naine for redemption of lands in which se
claimad. an estate for lita under a lase miade in
1866. Held, not hier separate property so as to
enahie her to suc without a ncxt friend under
35 Vict. c. 16, § 9.

A former suit in respect of the saine subject-
Tuatter, ini whieh the Bill had beau dismissed
witis custs to ha paid hy, thse next friand of the
plaintiff, was considcred as suhstaatially a
decrea against tise plaintiff witis costs, and pro-
caedings were stayed in a second suit untîl
sacurity should ba givan for tise costs of tise
second suit.

A stay of proceedings until thse costs of thse
former suit were paid was rafusad, tisera isaing:
a distinction ini tisis respect betwacn suits by
married womnen and suits by pacsons sui jerss.

E WESTERtN INSURANCE Co.
Petitiolas-Practiceac tol-rregaity-Diuusigfer

serraI cf Prosecuticn.

[Tir£ REFasEn, 1th April, 1873.]

It is nnacessavy and irregular to file a peti-
flou befora it is heard. The proper proccediug
in ordar to bring it bafora tise Court is to serve
a copy witis a notice of a day for iscaring en-
dorsed.

This practice is applicable tu patitions under
thse Inisurance Co. 's Act, 31 Viet., c. 48. But
as by this Act nuo spacial prucedure is provided
for makiiug application under it to tisa Court,.
when proceedioga were initiated by a Pét ition,
whiici had been filed but not served upon tise
Raspondents, nior brought to a isearing after a,
lapse of tourteau mnoutiss, it was treated as a Bill
and ordered tu ha taken off tise files for want of
prusecution.

RF GoonIUx.
A ppeal--Costs cf refcrenee uadcr a Deci'ee rever8ed an

appeal.
[~THE RBassasa, arr. Mray, 1873.]

Thse Court of Error and Appeal havirig revers-
el ani order ut Court of Cisannery and diractad.
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