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In the next case, Novden v. Defries, P. 508,
the point in question was as follows. Inan
action of Norden v. Norder, an issue had
directed to determine whether the present
plaintiff had or had not executed a certain
agreement. While the suit of Norden v.
Norden was pending, the p]aintiﬂ'cummcnced
charging the defendants
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to utter the agreement as binding upon him,
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The Court upheld the piaintiff. They say——
«1e think that it does appear that the docu-
ment came into existence with a view to and
in contemplation of the present action, and
in order to assist the plaintifl; who isa sol-
icitor, in its conduct and prosceution,  If the
plaintiff has a causc of action against the de-
fendants, it is manifest that it would be most
important for the plaintiff to be enabled to
submit to his counsel a full and precise state-
ment of the evidence given by the defendants
and their witnesses at the former trial.  We




