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for false representations made by the defendants and
agents, whereby the plaintiffs (a brother and sister) W
duced to pay $550 for two lots in Port MeNieol, OB °
December, 1911. Upon his examination, the plaintiff

on the advice of counsel, refused to answer general QU
as to what the defendants’ agent said to him, offering
what representations were made by the agent or agents 1
defendants. On the motion, counsel for the plaintiffs
that the plaintiff Wilson was not obliged to disclose his
and could not be examined in such a way as to lay 2 f‘?
for impeaching his credibility at the trial; citing Bray ®
of the Law of Discovery, p. 455 et seq.; Coyle V. Coy
97. The Master said that these authorities did ™
interpretation sought to be given to them; and the pl’*“
son ought to give some answer to the questions p‘@
‘speaking to the best of his recollection, which was @&
be asked to give. Order made requiring the plaintift
attend again, at his own expense, for examination, :
Costs of the motion and of the abative examination 4
fendants in any event. Grayson Smith, for the defeﬂ
P. MacGregor, for the plaintiffs.

LoveLanp v. McNamNey—KELLY, J"'JAN

Injunction—Receiver—Endorsement on Writ “f
Amendment.]—Motion for an injunetion and & T
for leave to amend the endorsement on the writ
The learned Judge said that, on the merits, the
not, in his judgment, entitled to a receiver on a1 T
their application failed. In this view, there Wet, ©
amending the endorsement. Motion di she )
White, for the plaintiffs. R. M. MeKay, for H¢

Faras v. CAPITAL MANUFACTURING Co.—KBLLY; *
Fraud and Misrepresentation—Sale of ‘
—Lease—Rescission — Return of lmw!:n 2l
Kalil Farah and Sadie Farab, husband %0 e
above-named company and the five director t

individually, for the reseission of an hares
return of money paid by the plaintiffs for



