
by the answers given by the appellant, and by her refusa, to
answer upon cross-examinatior' on lier affidavit. Prom wha.t

appears, I think it of advautage to the appellent to put an

end to this contest about a bilf of costs between lier and the

solicitor, and so dismiss the appeal. . . . 1 do se beca.use

I realize that, under the special circumsltances of this case,

if the truth hetween the parties could be arrnved at, it

would be impossible, where so smahl amount of mney 18 in-

volved, to give the applicant adequate redress if she shouId

be entitled to sncceed.
Appeal disrnissed witliout costs.

FERGusoN, J. MAY 4TH, 1-903.

CHAMBERS.

PREET Y. MLNEY.

Piea<sing-gtatemetit of Defence-plic#3tiofl to Strike out Ir TeIevUaIt

MatI er.

App eal by defendant Annie Malauey from order of

Master ini Chambers (anto 388) striking out part of state-

ment of defence.

W. J. Clark, for appellant.

F. A. Anglin, K.C., for plaintiff.

FRG.usoN, J., afflrmed the Master's order, and disinissed

the appeal with costs.

CARTWRIGHIT, MASTER- MAYx 5Tri, 1903.

CHAMBERS.

MORAN v. McMILLAN.

Judgment Debtor-Er«miGtiof of-Default of Attendance on Ad-

jourmed A ppoîi»tment-'08ts~.

Motion by plaintiff for au order requiring -defendant to

attend at his own expense for the conclusion of his examina-
tion as a judgrnent debtor.

W. N. Ferguson, for plaintiff.
F. C. Cooke, for defendant.

THE MASTE.R.-OU the material 1 have corne to the con-

clusion that there was a miisundlerstanding betweeu the coun-

sel. No doubt plaintiff's counsel wvas auxious to have the

examination proceeded with at the soinewhat unusual hour

of 8.30 a.mi., and hield ont hopes of being able to conclude ini

hall an hour. The defeudant was equally pleased at the

prospect of escaping fromn the unpleasnnt ordeal within a


