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AF-IRENS v. TANNERS' ASSOCIATION.

Di8covry-Exminaton f ffkr of Defendant A8eoeMdk"i-ý
D~.overi-Ram~at~n iaving Krêoivledge,

Some years ago f ourteen of the principal tanners
business iii Canada constituted theinselves a body callc
Tanners' Associa.tion. Their objeet wasto offersuch ir
ments to purchasers of{ sole leather as would lead thi
purchase exclusively from the inenibers of the associ
The managemuent of this niatter was (given to Mr.
Burns, as secretary of the association. The plaintifts
all their purchases of sole leather f rom the B3reithaul
Becomniig dissatisfled with the Tanners' Associatioi
plaintiffs, on 26th February last began au action a,
" The Tanniers' Association." The writ was addressed
the present memubers of the association, and was serv
Mr. D. A. Burns « as a person having the control or nmî
mient of the partnership bu8iness carried on by the Ta
Association." To this writ the iBreithaupt Co. aloi
peared, stating that they were " sued as the Tanners'
ciation." 'The statement of claim was served on th(
citors so appearing, and they duly filed. a staternent
fence for the Breithaupt CJo., alleging, inter alia, tha
A. Burns was only authorized to act for them in refere
the matters in dispute; that the plaintiffs were bou
furniali Mr. Burns with satisfactory evidence of any
but that they had not done so."

The cause being at issue, the plaintiffs' solicitori
-- il +n1 P-znminfP Mr. Burns. This the defendants de


