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Jn~~~~~~~~~~ 1', l t Jt 5< t« t< ri t f,, ami r) ,i(u - J'-< lu< 'ifa

i,~i u~ <<t U O i jnI, tt< et pr< Url sedi
ý,y l'uttf~furt1jluuitnduînùu jin atia E<t.

Motiont foýr iidgrnnil 111dI< R ille GO:' ini au action on a promis-
sory note. J'linifsY' iianage--,r % sexnint as a wïinuss by defent)-
ants and a prîima fae i, feîîeei w as idiuittedif establislied lhereby,
the ontdines of whichli ad but<n onnicated to plaintiffs by' ltetr
before the auehn of theý motion.

110MNMEbTEO, U, in 'hainbt'1,rS, tIiSMissed Motion, ('(«ts to be to
ieed ntst any 1-vent of ense xee[<t tlhe costs of examining

plaintiffs' manag-er. whiÎeh wue to 1w treated ns coats of discovery.

'Motion for judgnient under Con. Rule 603 in au actioin
on a proniissory note.

J. E. Ton(cs. for the dlefendant Freeland.

JD. T. Scymour. K.C., for tine plaîntiff.

(,,EO. S.IOMSIII.C. :-For the purpose of Te-
sisting thi. Vo o r. Strickland, a local manager of the
plaintiJlsý, 1ias 1wen xanedat great length and it is pac
tieally coneeded by colinsel for t he plaintiff that lus ex-
aminiation has diseloscd'r such a state of facts that would
entitie the i')natst hauv e ave to dcefend. The c.x-
anation cf Yr. Sticktandf, 1 air infornied,. w as talen
several dlays 'and the( shorl land notes of it have, 1 ain in-
foriaiedl, not yet ticen extenidcd. Tt i,hcr, adînitteul
by counsel for both parties thî iat tu eatîutin a be
sncb as wouId probably in auu as luve lw'î ieen sr

for the defendants to inake for the purpose of disco\cr. 
The costs of this exainination consitute the principal part
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