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Io being exainined, by a surgeon o 'n behaif of the defendai
this examina tion could be held at once. There did flot
b)e a ny necessity for postponing the trial. At the arguni
Master thought that it rnight be right to direct a trial at C
on the 9th April; but, in view- of the possible inability
plaintif£ to get his witnesses there (as pointed out in Me
v. -Dawson, 8 O.L.R. 72), lie now thoiight the motion sh
referred to the trial Judge at Sandwich, if a trial should
necessary. The trial Judge could then, if he saw fit;* îpc
ternis as were approved of in Seaman v. Ferry, 9 O.W.
761, and in other cases not reported. The main, if not th(
evidence hereý would be that of three or four inedical gexi
It would be a serious inatter for the plainiff, earning on]
a day, to take these witnesses nearly 50 miles away from
sor, with a possibility of being kept there one or even two
longer. As said in McDonald's case, supra, at p. 73, " thi
tiff.'s difficulty is to get to a distant place of, trial." Feat
Aylesworth, for the defendants. Frank MeOàrthy, 1
plaintiff.


