
Point, and these questions have no0 bearing on1 the is»between, the parties, at ail events at this stage of theceedings th'at th is laoe of the cases in which as tO tquetj0 1 5 heproceeding by examination for disco)verlbeing abused. that up<lî the whole the order appealed f't hO u e aie d by C n Ing it to requ ring defenda tto c~aten ad sIuit to be examined as to the natuirethe agreements
5 xhieh wvere entered into on behalf ofPrornoto11 syndicate with the conipaiies; but that, ifPlaintift takes nothing by the further examination of defelaonteo, h cots Of such further examination Intbreby plaintiff. that defendant Rýyckman ought not tOrequired to answer as tO the contents of the agreenlemnade by the PrOinoters. If in writing lie is not bound'prue aDthe' and if he s privileged from roducing teýlie (~anot beinterrogated as to their contents. çOstsapp iea a d y ow t be i the action. 1e referred to Bnron Dsvry, sP. 429, and Davies ,. Waters, 9 M. & 'W. 60tif.aerp)Cnnr Windsor, solicitors for Pla'-

Coxkan>j Kirkparc & Krsolicitors for defeild5"'
BRITTON, J. 
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Fraud-Es0peý-PaBARv BIRD.icA etiontoped 'aentReistainMrq 
- Oa tono rnIed at Rat pOrtgeý t 0 cope the registratiOn o:as patn morf niin1ng location McA. 163, Rainy River, to estab.lish a lnortgag~~e against it, and for dmgsfrctilremnoving tituber.daaefo utnscThe plaintiff lent $500 to defendant C. A. Spence, WIhOrepresented that defendant R,. S. Spence owned tlie loca-tio11, and that the patent to hlmi would soon issue. 5UKse-quently C. A. Spence procureda siimn fteitr$of R. S. Spence and th a n lSsed t . A. e Sp n e fhalf înterestj n the aten ging-e to , . &A. S eCeX1î foi'acatis t 0 the lacton PlaintIff registered the mortgage 1la ction l h oa Lanjd Titles office and cornmenced thîs

G . F . S h e p l e y C, a d T . F r u o , R t P r a c
for plaintiff -. adT R egsn a dfrtctcC. atnand W. B. TwrRat Portage, for deCl

RPI TTOJ~Jî upon the facts, that def ,endant C. A-S p e n c e e st o p p ')'0o s e tt i ng U p h is o w n e r s h ip o f t hle


