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discussiqon anad inquiry at the trial hefore a jury, irithout going
hehind the tinte of the plaintiff 'a visit to the theatre, and aflq.-
ing matters of an earlier date with which this action hiad no con
neetion, and whieli ighflt prejudice the jury against tiie defend-.
ants îf allowed ta reniaixi in the pleadings and lie read to themiat
the opening of the case by the plaintiff's counsel. Sce FiyumL
v. Induistrial Exhibition Association of Toronto, 6 O.IJ.R 635;
Loughead v. Collingwood Shipbuilding Co., 16 O.L.R. 64, atp.
65; Gloster v. Toronto Electric Light Co., 4 O.W.R. 532. Cota
of the motion to the defendant in any event. E. E. Wallace
for thec defendant Stair. E. P. Raney, for the plaintiff.

NoRTIU A3triic.N EXPL1OATvION CO. V.Ga -MsR <
BEaS--APRIL 19.

Disco ve rt-Exmi inat lion of Officers of PZ<zntîff Comipoe.y
Produiction of Books-Aflhd#ujg on Productioi-P'acice.
Motion by the idefendant for a better affidavit on production and
for exainiination of another omeier of the plaintiff conpany fora
dIL-covery. The action was brouglit to have it declared that cer-
tain lmnd biigt by the. defendfant was aqie by hini oniy
UN a truistee for the. plain tify Ceompan4y, of which hie wasi an oSeker,
aîîd( for an account, etc. TPhe .NMaster said that the. motion for à
better aflildavit was premnature, No grouind hiad yet been laid for
thiat. See Rlamsay v. Toronto R.W. Go., ante 420. As to the
othur branchi o! the. motion, the eýxamination of one oftlce of
the. laintiff compl)ll sny ws aVili pendinig, it hiaving bee ad.
journed to ilow of tuis mnotion to b. made to get produ<,tion oi
the books, etc., o! the. plaintiff eompany, whieh mvere rele.-vat
to flie action. Tl'ie examination slh.wed that the ptirchas of
the land %viii gave rise to tis action was dliacuasc.d nt meetinRe
of lt directors. The. exatiination iras vague andf indefilit. and
<lifficltnt ta iindprstandI It sppeare.d tiat Mr. Ivens, tiie prnù-
dent of tii. plaintiff company, was in communtnication wIti the
dl-e.ndaint aboout the. matter in question in the action; it wu
li. who gave instructions for the. bringing of thiq action. TPh.
offlcer under examnination, on being asked to prodluce the. doeu
ment. oa ellod for by the notice, aaid tliat they were inot in his
pos.session, bit that tiiey COUIl b. got from Ivens. Thle t
,ouirme s.emned te b. to clos;e the. pending examination, and allow
ti defendant taexoamiine Ivens and require Iiiii» ta produ<ie the
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