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he party, or from admissions made by him, that it is untrue, or
niless it is miade to appear that the afidavit îs sworu under a
iasapprehension as to what was iu truth materlal and therefore

wroper to be prc>dueed.
Riddell, J., having these principles plaînly before hlm, and

ecognising them, had carefully scrutinised the affidavit in the light
,fthe exainination, and corne to the conclusion that the production
,f the diary in question ougit nlot 10w Wo he ordered. There w-as
io, reason why there should be au appeal from bis decibion. It
,aust be borne in mind thýat under Rlule 507, governlng appeals
romi the decision of a Judge in Chambers, where the order in
ruestion does not finally dispose of the whole or any part of theetion, an appeal shall uot be had uuless, firstly, there are con-
ieting decisions, and it is, ini the opinion of thec Judge, desirable
bat an appeal should $e permitted, or, secoudly, there appears
a bc good reason to doubt the correctness of the judgxuent, and
he appeal would involve matters of such importance that, iu
he opinion of the Judge applied to, leave Wo appeal shouild be
iven.

Ilere there were no conflicting decisions; and, even if satisfied
àat there was any reason to doubt the correctness of the judg-ient in question, that would not be sufficient, for there was no
iatter of such importance as to justify the granting of leave. Inict, there was no reason Wo doubt the correctness of the judg-
Lent.

In consideration of a motion for leave to appeal fromn an inter-
oeutory order, the settled policy of our practice is, that. the deci-on of the Judge lu Chambers ought Wo be rcgarded as final savet very exceptional cases. If there are conflcting decisions andiepracticeia vague and uncertain,then an authoritative decision
om the appellate Court may well be regarded as desirable.

The second provision ýperruitting an appeal is intended Wo)ver exceptional cases where the matters involved are of such
musule imotac as Wo justify an appeal. The cases must bewe idee inwhich an appeal eau properly be authorised froni.ai iuterlocutory ruling uipon a matter of discovery. Lt is suffloient
iat this is not such an exceptional case.

Application dismisse1 with costs to the defendant i anY


