
'440, 1930. T1he proposed aniendutents set up that after the
publication of flic report by tble plaintif! of the performance
at the theatre of defendant Stair lic acquiired control of the

Jack Canuck newspaper with a vicw to, making therein the
dI<fainatory statenuents of wbich plaintiff coinplains. Thle
way ini which thîs was bronght about Is set out witli con-

siderable fuiness and iii partsi ai, least alleges facts that are

not material andti nglit pïjAiý the defendants.

But so long as nothing of this kind appears flic plaintif[
should not he preventeil front alleging any fact which in
lus opinion î-s material to hiis case andI wîlîih inay bhe hcld to
be so at the trial.

Sucli a statemient as the following would seem to be un-
objectionable; and is submuitted for the consideration of the
parties.

6a. " At the time cf flic publication cf the piaintiff's said

report of theu -:id performance the defendani Rogers was flic
owner and publlîlier cf tlic saîd newspaper then being, as

noie, ptblished-, ai the eity of Toronto. Thierecafter and hav-
ilig iii xiew tlie objects of tîte. sid eonspiracy tlic defendants
Stair and Eogers, procuroi 11w ý;i14 cf t lie sac1 Iiewspftptr
and its whole aussets te a comipauy iiicorporated on or about

the 26th daY of OctoIber, 1912, aq the Jack Cantick Publish-

îng Co.. I 4iîitcde(, bing the dfendaît aforuSaýiid anud inder

the arran)gements4 ilae terupon ilhe saidl defuendant Stîtir

acquîrcd a controlling îintcrest in flic said newspapcr.

6c. " The( said defendant Sta ir f ncdtlic iconey te

pay flie eiiC Jf .sad incorporat ion it 1i cf the puiblication

of the issuesz cf said ncwspapcr cetiigthe( dcfamatory

statenrenfu(iis conrng flie sai(l plaint uT cf whiieh complaint

is rmade l'eftr le a1-e 1,id ie o\11-ise of the' employ-

ment of private detectives to carr-y eut flhe other objects of

the said eons>piriîcy as herù inaf tcr muore particularly set

forth."

Sffjectù te) anvtîn fint inav le giiggested on the settie-

mient cf thei order time plaint iff cati anîcnd vz above. The de-

fendants affectcd thcrcby te have eight days to amenil if

Costs of and incîlidetai te titis motion te tlie defendants

in the cue
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