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Master's Office.] RF, MIDLANI Rv. ANi) TOWNSHIPS OF UXîîRIDGEI AND THORAI.Lss F

to the case, which are in the possession or -able tini-e in Court, to see -w hether the plainltl«

power of the opposite party ; that is a discovery would take the intended crinal proceedig

in aid or for the purposes of proof, so far as re- against the defendant.

relates to the party's case. As to the books being taken out Of thejui

When the object of the production is'accorn- diction, Gabbett v. Cavendishi, 3 Svans-. books~

plished it rnay be reasonably inferred that the be referred to, where, on proof that certain

Court will flot constitute itself the custodian of in Dublin " were of consequence to the busis

such documents, or impounid them in the in- carried on there," Eyre, C. B., excuseder
terest of either party ; and the cases 1)ear out no-routoni onoan ae odue

this view. that the defendant should .deliver a anhCôule
In Snai v.Atwoodé, i y- & C. Ex. 37, ti.e upon oath of the papers in Dublini, an tht

Cour Smll V*twe oos t. wr ru the plaintiff should have copies of aIl such asO
Court ~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ bok hel thtwe okecwr ruh

into Court for the inspection and exainination pleas-ed. It is proved here that the 1)O05 e<>"
asked for are material to the defendaflt's busins

of the plaintiff, that object having been answver- i.Mntel
ed the books should go back to the custody of TecsofSdev.Sddad Sh'388'
the party producing thern; and that if subse- eiswhtstejusdconfteMa

quently required for the purposes of any in1- didsila w aeIhat ithjusdcisn Sif th atr
quiries directed by the decree, the Master xvould Hat sîmîla caste sltatcas iLr AntbOfl

use is d iscretion in req uirin g them to be pro- hu st L. . a d S r o n Le c , M . .

duce inhisoffce.that undcr the usual order for the prouction
But the plaintiffs ask that, in consequence of 1documents in the Master's office, the M

the way in which the books have been tanipered was at liberty to direct either party to lea"'e

with, they should be impounded until the inquiry tenihsofceslngahehohtanY Ie,

is terminated. Becijord-( v. Wfýildmqn, 16 Ves. fui purpose inight be answvered b>' theirr

483, is against this proposition In that case a to alo' r ng

bill was filcd to set aside two convcyances ofing there, and then toalwthe part>' pui 1 l
the uehc Plntaion, inJaraica an a f to take them back. See, also, H1anja .

theQueec latatithese instrmea nts aouîd 6 Madd. 340 and' Cons. Ch. Orders 222.

tionI was nael xParle C/arkc, Jac. .389, the docIl t
deposited wvith the Master for safe ciist(>dy, on1 produced in the Master's office were di rectcdt>

the ground that there were inaterial variations be retained until a proper inspectioni of thffl

between them. Lord Eldon refused the miotion, 1 was obtained, and six weelcs was allowvedfo
that~~ iver theobe

dstroyn thet dee the obetof the suit was to that purpo se. Here the books have been lant
ietro h ed h plaintiff had a right to have office for about a year ;but in case the P e

iproduced, and left in the hands of the Clerk dsrafuteinpconhyma'bedt'

of he our, fr te uualpurose ofinspection, in the office for a week and then deliee

&c. ; that, although the variations complained of to the defendant.
did exist, he would flot order the dceds to be
deposited or împounded for safe keeping, COUo'

at the hearing, having been established. ONTARIO.
In Walker v. Cooke, 3 Y. & C. Ex. 277, a O

motion was made to re-deliver to the defendant Rit MIInLAND RAILWAY AND) TOWNSIPS

certain bills of exchange and promissory notes UXBRIDGE AN') THORAII.

which had been deposited by him in Court under Asses.çment of rai/ways-Avjeraege Value fln

the usual order. The motion was opposed on Hed htth vrg valuetpe acre o the lOS
the ground that the plaintiff was advised to t'tke 11e/cl, thatghwhc the ra va pracres ,,t1e h

criminal proceedings against the defèndant, in as the value per acre of the roadway occupije d

respect of such bills and notes-the plaintiff company. the fri

denying the genuineness of his apparent en- Also, that the value of the lvailding.s 011aIC
doremnt o ne f he ots. ldrso, .,should not be excluded from such average thle. suP
dorseent t one f th note. AldrsonB. ' Also, that the railway fe.nces are part Ofthsip

said he would make no order then, but directed structure, and, as such, exempt from assess £lnt
that the bills and notes should remain a reasorn- LWhitby, .luilY -26b


