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Sit is reversed, the plaintifsý will obtain ail that is souglit
nently whieh. they had only temporarily under the judg-,
C>f Mr. Justice Sutherland. In either view, the preseut
seems to be flot well-advised; and I see no other course
dismis.s it with eosts.
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rcoer-Eamiatonof De! eidaint-A clion ot P of
-Conteclam-1 n erorQuality ofGod-rtcls

es and Retiurn of Goods by/<hsomr.-h plaintifYs
d $1,130 for goods (chiîefiy oi]) soUd and delivered to the
lant. In the statement of defence it was alleged that the
,plled was not in aceordance with the plaintiffs' contract,
iat the defendant had sustained damages on this aceount
amount of over $3,000, of which $165 was loss of profit

es and $2,000 for înjury Wo Mis business. In paragraph 7
statement of defene it was said that, after the defendant

Ald large quantifies of the oil so supplied, Wo numerotis
iens, lie was oblig-ed to take back a large portion of the oil
iake a large reduction on the price of whiat wvas kept b)y
stomners. On examination for diseovery the defendant was
to give particulars of these sales, but declined W (Io so,

adviee of courisel. The plaintiffs mnoved for ani ordefr
ing the defendant Wo answer these questions. The Master
Ixat, no doubt, the general rule was thait parties were flot
ed to give the naines of their witnesses; but here it seemied
lie defendant was elaimiug about $1,000 as damages airis-
t of the rejeetion of the oul supplied by the plaintiffs after
I been sold by the defendant Wo his customers, on the
ption that it was of the quality Wo be stupplied by thie
iffs. The point seemied Wo be covered by the decision in
io and -Western G'o-operative, F'ruit Go. v. Ilauilton
by and Beamlsville R.W". Co., 3 O.W.N. 589, at p. 591;j
v~. Membery, 3 O.L.R. 252. lIere the defeudaut couniter-
ng waa really a plaintiff asking damnages froni his vendors,
rere entitled Wo information suel as wus ordered iii the
lirst eited. Order made as asked; costs to the plaintiffs

cause. W. N. Tilley, for the plaintiffs. -R. B. Ilender-
)r the defendant.
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