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On the jury bringing these flndings into, Court, they were

further lLkedl:

Q. Whee o you find the plaintif! JTulia Letcher was when the

car startedl? The Foreman: "At the edge of the step?" The

jury wicre polled and were unaulmous on that.

Q, What do you mean by the edge of the step?

Vhe Foremnan: "At the edge of the platform."

FALo~URIDi~,C.J. after consideration) : - Witli unusual

doublt and hitaition 1 enter the verdict for the plaintiffs.

NfArrI'FIZ IN 3ÂnR.OOTOBET, 15T11, 1909.

GRIEENE v. BLACK.

Piscuvl-ryg Prudiuciion of Douel-#dvion Production-

(lim, of p'rivileýgeýIniificency-Fraud.

Moinby the plaintif! for a further and bâter affidavit ou

produhction by the defendanit.

Th, plintiif! clinîeid spcfeporfnriailnee of an agreement by

the. defendat tgo purcluise aL inining daimi for $15,000, or $,0

daiages fojr braiof the agemn.The plaintif! alleged thalt,

whlen 111 badiludr Hlv agreemnent, mnade al ncssr arrange-

nwntal1ý with1 the wne and anth r eson interested in the laîi,

the, dfendai(nt - uontspired witb thra to procu,i'( aniol by aleand

friiudlienlt rrewtaindid rouethe 1rae vy (them) of their

s4lid ligrinenll-t, aind ini fralld of thle plaintif! ohtainled a nvy

Anuev 'f the xiing da111if) to iliself on panetor only.000

wreythfe pllinltf! lost blis p)rofit uipon the sale of the salil wning

TheP eon part of thie dfnatsaffidavît on produtii(on set

fout 10 documentavril whichi he oe ted t produce as ",pr-iviliged, as

tbey are 11innniatifs 4weven niy several sohu(itors","* nammlig

C.( Bhnsn fo)r thle plaintif!.

Z ialgwfrlIte defenldant,

THE MAST-1l that thie dlaim to privilege was not suffliuient

within the rule laid down in Clergue v. MeKay, 3 O. La. IL 63, 4178;


