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,e of trial already given to stand for Simcoe, and the case
entered there without further payment, if it had already
entered at Brantford. Featherston Aylesworth, for the

adants. T. X. Phelan, for the plaintiff.

xnv. SE;'Eci SuPERioR SiLvER MI-Es LIMITED--MA1'STE IN

CHiAmBERs-APRIL 3.

'enuile--JOtiolL to Cluzngqe-Con veniencc-W it n csses-Termsl
ioidance of Delay.]-'Motion by the defendants to change the
te f rom North Bay te Toronto, in an action to recover $6,660
>mmission of 5 per cent. on the sale of 844,429 shares of the
paxiy's stock at 171/2 cents a share--being $7,388.75, les
r128.75 paid on account. The defendants by the statemient
efence alleged that the plaintiff was to reeive commission
for sales actually made and stock being allotted thereon;

that the whole 8hares of the company are only 500,000, and
these 'were se disposed of that in any case the plaintiff could
have bad for sale more than 84,429 shares. The Master said
,as no juiry notice had been served, it might well be that

case would flot be heard at the sittings at North Bay on the
iApril, 1913. The motion was supported by an affidavit of
defendants' soicîtor, stating that the president and secre-
of the company, as well as the great majority of the share-

Iers resided either ini the United States or at Toronto, and
this wua the fact as to ail these persons in respect of whose
"e the plaintiff made his dlaint in the action; and that saine
most of these persons must be called'as witnesses et the trial.
ras further stated that -the head-offlee of the cempany was at
luto, and that the books and records would be required for
at the trial. This affidavit 'was not iml)eached in any way.
oixly answer to the motion was an affidavit of the plaintiff

ing that hie needed two witnesses, both resident at Cobalt,
le lie himself resided et ýCochrane. Fie did not say that these
mues lied been subpoenaed. The Master said that, on th 'e
erial and the issues as deflned by the pleadings, the motion
,la be granted. The defendants must undertake to produce
h. trial either or both of the plaintiff 's witnesses, if in their
rice, They must also consent to the ease being put on the
maptory list in a week aîter its being set down on the non.
r Esat at Toronto, if the plaintiff so desired. In this way


