
LA BEVUE LÉGALE9(1

Lune vs Vani/ilnit, 8 L. C. J., (>S.
Oural, J. — "Tills ls au apical from a judgment rejecting 

the plaintiff's motion for a commission in the nature of a com- 
mission rogatoire to examine witnesses in one of the United 
States of America. In tills ease the plaintiff wishes to prove 
a fact of (lie cirt s material to support his demand,
lie is tlie judge of his own interests and lias a right to conduct 
Ids case as lie understands those interests unless lie does wrong 
to liis adversary.”

Hurdle vs I'nhinhi, 4 Q. V. It., p. 73.
Mathieu. ./. — "A party after I icing in default to reply to in­

terrogatories on faits i t artieles, might, h.v paying the costs in­
curred by his default, ask to lie examined on commission ro<ia- 
toirc at his new domicile situated outside the Province.

\ ash vs It aie île Chaleur Hull ira u, 7 Q. P. R., 381. —“A de­
fendant who had a serious defence could examine a witness on 
commission even after the delays."

Ilemtersoa vs Montreal Street Itallica/l. — "A motion was 
made to examine a doctor in Dundee. Scotland, to establish the 
physical condition of one of his patients, and although the 
patient had been in Montreal and laid been examined by doc­
tors here, tlie motion was contested and finally granted on the 
31st January. 11108. by Ills Lordship Mr. Justice Fortin. This 
motion was made long after the issues were joined."

A similar decision was rendered on the 15th day of March. 
11110. In the case of Itoss vs Ilex# India Electric Co.. S. C„ no 
37:10. in which a commission was allowed to Jamaica to ex­
amine expert scientific witnesses there.
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