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aybe referred to a special committee of Messrs- On june 6, 1883, Lefro>' moved to strike out

'eýlcan, Crickmore, Bethune, J. F. Smith, the above interrogatories on the ground, among
aclnnan,) andHCaeo. ari.
it as Wvd by CMer. C arirsoed. b others, that they were evidently addressed to a

Mue eredith, and ordered, that a book be pro- professional witness, and it was not proper that

.aIn which shahl be entered ail rules of Con- the evidence of professional men, or experts of

alo d'tho as the same shaîl be passed or ahtered, any kind, should be taken on commission. Such
tons hOse which have already been passed sinc itess should be produced at the trial. He

. dation, and that it be referred to the rfre oRselv ra etr Y o
Printif'ttee on Journals of Convocation and rfre oRseiv ra etr y o

tng1, to carry into effect this resohution. 3 U.- C. L. J. I 6.

Conivocation adjourned. H-. J. Scoti, contra.

Mr. DALTON, Q.C.-The questions objected
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PBINGHAM v. HENRY.

>rcce-.Evidence on cominission-Pro/essional

exbert.
[June 7 -Mr. DALTON, Q.C.

Ilthis action, which was brought by certain

hpIrsons, Who were grain dealers and commis-
bil Iechants, to recover a balance ahleged tobecie themn by the defendant on certain trans-
8*ct'ons connected with the purchase of corn by

'ePlaintiffs for the defendant in New York,
tePlaintif5s obtained an order for a coni-

ttlIssion on interrogatories to New York, to
exrire , amongst others, one Erastus Cooke,

'%"'l delivered the interrogatories to be admin-
'Stered to the defendant in accordance with the
Practice.

Trhe iriterrogatories were as follows

'* 13Y what law are the rights of principal and
ýketgoverned in transactions such as those set
0'tin said copy of proceeding, where such

tranIsactions are entered into in the City or State

of New York?
2. According to said law what are the rights

aIt'e liahilities and duties of the principal in such
trnatoswhere the circunistances are simihar

t0 thOse set out in what is called the stateffient

' lir herein ?
3. According to said law what are the rights,

hibilities and duties of the agent in such trans-

ýkct'I1sl where the circunistances are similar to

those Set out in said statement of dlaim ?

to the contract between the parties. The objec-

tions are rather to the issue of a commission for

the purpose of such evidence. The question

would seen-i to require almost a treatise on the

law of the State on the subject. It is urged that

cross-examinatiofl will be necessary. It would

be better that the evidence should be taken in

open court. It is impracticable to frarne cross-

interrogatories to such general questions. To

save expense and time 1 refer this motion to the

learned judge in Chambers. See L. R. i P. D.

107 ; 20 Ch. D. 760.
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COTTON CO. V. CANADA SHIPPING CO.

Sa/e b>' agent- Unidisclosed Princiea/- Tender
andplea of paymnent.

Action by respondents to recover the price of

a cargo of 810 tons of coal sold by I. M. & Co.,

their agents, through W., a broker. They bought

and sold notes, stated that the coal, 81o tons,

was sold to arrive at $3.75 per ton Of 2240 lbs.,

"4buyers to have privilege of taking bill of lading

or re-weighing at sellers' expense." I. M. & Co.

were known to be general agents of the respon-

dents. The appellants elected to have the coal

as per bill of lading without having it weighpd,

but three weeks later, on weighing it in their own

yard, without notice to the s'endors, they found

the cargo to contain only 755 tons 580 lbs. The

appellants pleaded that their contract was with I.

M.& Co.,afld that the respondents had no action;

and by a second plea they alleged that they had

offered part of the amount clairned to I. M. & Co.


