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Morriver, whatever surrounding light wvas eaut upoin thes&-
erntradidtory storts %vas Mt favour of aceepting the dufendanit's
,videncf, rather than that of the plaintiff. Action dismnissed with)
cost5. T. H. Lennox. FMC and C. W. Pla-xton, for Ille plaintiff.
J. ,J. Maclennian. for hdefedit

AnSSTNEAUTOMATic RoTAR&n CNIE(O. V. SATURDAY NÎGHT

Partculrs-E0mi.Ult01~of OJJlcer of Piaintiff Cm<ni
~9peial ama e-Di inuionof Profits-Gene ,riDmae

Appeal by the defendants fi-ont the order of the Master in cham..

bers, aide 453. rofuising the dlefeindanits' miotion to eoml>Cl lwtter

disvovery by the president of the p)llaitif coiapan* uponI Viva

voce exainiination therefor The Chanoollor deaIt with the qlues-.

tions which the president refused to answer upon his originial

exainfationi, and pointed out, ini a wvritten emrndm whirh

queüstions shouild be, anwered and whieh necd int be answvered.

Mlrain of the quetins retud Wo dlamge (the action bing for-

libel) ; and, as no sprecia damiage -mas alleged, the questins pould

ilot be aasked in the formi in wbieh tdey weére put; but the (han.

rell1or follovud th cure ndce il, Riacliford v. (ireen (189()2).

14 P.R. 424, and said that, if the plaintiffs algddiinuition of
pr-ofits, partiveulars should be given and the examnination con.

tiiiued on thlat Unle; but, if thlere was no0 suph edaiml, there shouild
lie no diseovery as to general damage. Appeal iallow(.g il) part.
iCos of the application and appeal Wo 1w eosts in the cause.(.

M. Clark, for. the defrendanlts. W. J. EllIiott. for the plaintiffs,

CORRE (MON.

In SHWv. NION TRUST Co, LlMrrwD, aide 45e, une 9, for

-378- read "278.-


