" TreE Master—The language of Rule 439 (a), as
pended by Rule 1250, does not provide for the present
Whether the words allowing examination of a past

er were omitted intentionally or not, it is clear they have

- If this was in any way a mistake, no doubt it will
remedied on attention being called to it in the proper

Ler.

Ferguson submitted that there was power to order
‘examination under Rule 485. He sought to distinguish
on v. Globe Printing Co., 16 P. R. 281, on two grounds:
that the argument of Mr. Justice Osler (at p. 283)
ked the language of Rule 7; and second, that all ‘that
been decided was that Rule 485 did not allow the ex-
nination for discovery of a party before the usual time.
ooking at the whole judgment, I do not think it is to
limited in that way. The whole question is gone into
as to parties and witnesses, and it is laid down that the
gives no power to make such an order as was there in
on (pp. 286 and 285, last paragraph).

motion fails and must be dismissed. The costs will
be in the cause, as the point arises now for the first time.
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