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J think the action should bie dismiissed with costs, and
that the counterclalin should be dismissed with coste.

Bill o f sale te be handed back te, plaintiff and to be can-
celled.

If case gees further, and if it shahI lie held that plaintif!
is entitled to the piirebanse inoney by reason of the property

;1 \i ng vested ini the defendaut, I think defendant should
be allowed $50 for articles remnoved from steamer, and $100
damages by reasen of delay« on part of plaintiff in sending
bill of sale, and in that case the titie to ieý made a perfet
registered titlle of the boat.

If it siold be lield that plaintiff is entitled te damages
for ne-cetneof the, steamner, I arn of opinion that thé
dainages shouild lie $200- in that case the plaintif! to retain
the boat.

Action dismnissed with o5ts.

BRITTON, J.JULY 8TH, 19031.
CHAMBERS.

GAITT v. PENTEOOST.

factor y f)iloxitioIé of (?upry - A rthune Pcsdtinglf iith Regard

Application 1)y plaintiffs iinder Uile 907 te commiit dle-
fnatfor unatsfctr answers upon his examination as

a judgmevnt debtor. heexmination was begun at Toronto
on the l9th February, 1903, and continued on the 4th
-Mareh. On that dayv plaintiffs desired an adjourument, and
a further exainiination with production of books and papers.
The examýiiner granted an adjounument until 25tb March,
but decfendant did net attend, and refused te accpt $3.25 as
condiivt inoneyv fromi Hamilton, where lie Iived.

Jeeph Mlontgeînryrý, for plaintiffs.
Hamnilton Cassels, K-C., for defendant.

BRITTON, J.-Dlefenidant bias answered freely and fullY
except to a f ew questions, and his answers were appareutly.
in the main, truthful, but they certainly disclesed an ex-
traordinary course of deàling. The au.iwers eomplained 0f
as unsatisfactory inay bce grouped under the following heads:
(1) Want of knowledgeP of defendant's own books and as-
sigamnent of themn te bis brother. (2) Inability te explaiti
hi8 miost distroius f ailuire. (3) lus brother unexpectedly
appeariug as a ereditor for a large amouint. (4) Selling goodq
otherwise than in theoriurr ous of 1)usiness- and te per-


