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CHAMBERS.

MACLEAN v. JAMES BAY 11. W. C'O.

Discorery-Exainlio Oi of linI-Ablsenc,, Iront Pro-
vin cc-Rigîht t b lia v Ea iao a t Pli l'f~ lace
of Residence-ýs'tay of Art iun,-( oncurren t J'rowedinys
under Railway Act.

Appeal bY pflaintiff and crc,:ss-appeal by defendants f ront
ordler of Matrir Chambers, anite 440, Ftayiîîg proeedings
Wn the action for a reasonable tinie to, enablo( defciîdants to
examne11j1 plaintiff alter lier returr froîn abroad, but refusing
to stay, the action -until the deterinaitionr of concurrent pro-
eedings for coinpensation under the Ilailway Act.

J. 1>1. Mawe, K.C., for plaintiff.

P1. B. Ileniderson, for defendants.

MÎinEnDITn, C.J., allowed the plaintiff's appeal and di-
rectedT that the plaintiff should be examined for discovery in
London, England, and that the trial of the action should be
stayed for one month to, allow of the examination taking
place; and dismissed defendanta' appeal.

MEEITC.J. MARCI I 'i, 1905.

CHIAMBERS.

SANGSTEII v. AIKENJJEAD).

Dea amtlion - D U*covery - EiLamination of Defendan t-Ad-
msinof Publication-Rafvm usio give Naine of In-

formandit.

Appeal by plaintiff from order of Master in Chiain1rs,
ante 438, dismissing plaîntiff's motion, in an action for libel,
for an order requiring defendant, iipon examnination for dis-
covery, to give the iiame of the person who informed himn of


