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as to the shareb, retained, they considered the difference betwveen

the market price on the day of allotmont and the price paid, was
j' the proper measure of damages as to them. An application %vas

m.ade.to sýtay the- reference as to darnages pendîng an appeal to
the 1'ic.use of Lords, but the Court of Appeal rerused to 1a% n

j*order, being of opno that as a general rule proceedings on a
judgment shou1d ncrt be stayeci pending an appeal, except on
Bpecial grounds.

In Ainsworthj v. Vi/ding (1900~) 2 Ch- 315, two Points Ofjpractice are decided (i that mer: records of what takes place in

pate nbtlsds r o privileged from production, and such

f client are flot privileged from production by the client ; and (2) that
correspondence which is protected on the ground of mrivilege is
flot rendered liable tui discovery nierely because it contains state-
ments of fact as to wvhat has taken place in chambers in the course
of hostile litigation in the presence of both parties, and therefore
letters or statements made by a solicitor to his client containing such
statemnents of fact were not Hiable to production. It wnuld almost
seern that these two propositions are mutually destructiv-t it tray
be observed, however, that with regard to the bis of costs no
objection was made to their production, but privilege was claimned
only for certain entries therein, which was really the point deter-
mined 1»' Sterling J., and not the larger question wvhetlher the bills
were liable at ail to production.

flMULTIN0 TftUST.-Ft!D RA18ED BY SUSCRIPTION FOR~ MAINTENANCIC OF

funed d, aend theustopesned fovlnRrsrtin, or to deite

was wvhether the representatîves of the deceased beneficiaries or


