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ST. CLAIR v. STAIR.

4 0. W. S. 1580.

Disco very- Ëî7davit ont lrodcton-Claim of PrivUec7 -Dole8 andAuthorit of Documents for ichieh Privieg<' llainmed ta bc Dis-closfd.

MÀISTFR1.NCIA-ýIBF.s held, 24 O. W. R. 707; 4 0. W. N.1437, that whers' privilege was claimed ini an affidavit on productionfor certain reports the date and! anthor of sucb reports should in ea'ýhcase ho given even thougli in so doing the nassies of witnésses are ,lis-elosed.
MarnaItt v. Chamberlain, 17 Q. 1B. D. 154, followed.
FALCONnasnoE, J....,reversed above order holding tsa t itwsss flot neeessary here.

Appeal hy the defendlants ie " Jaek (assuk " C'omspany
from the order of tlie Master-in-Clsaînhers, 24 0. WY. Il. 707;
4 0. W. N. 1437, directing the aj>peiiants to file a better
affidavit on production.

R. McKay, K.C., for ilie appellants.
W. E. Ilancy, K.C., for the plaîntifi'.

HOxý. SIR GLENîîIoLIvrx FALJCONIUIID«E, C.,J.KI.B.:-1lie
learned1 Master did not have the opporti ustv <of cosicriîso
Swaïsland v. Grand Trun.k Riv. Co., 3 0. W. N. 9630, in tiheIight Of certain Ellsgii$ls cases, for the simple reasoîs that
tlsey were Isot citeti to hisu: Tidrv. Batte, (1878), 4 Q.
B. D. 8,5 (C.A.) :eil v. Gaanti (1881), 7 Q. B. 1).
400, (C.A.) ; leuddcin v. li;1-lQoný, [1893]j 2 Q. B. 432
(CA.) -,in aceordanc1(e witls wluieli tbe reports in question

were suffleiently jdentjfied .As the Master said, the rule
requiring flic use of flic w ord " sol]y " was flot of îîniversal
application. There woisld be no question if the documents
w'ere titie cleeds, etc. Witli some dîiffidence, 1 arn of the

voL. 24 O.w.n. Nto. 22----,7


