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of the words "subject to further order"l under that rule, it
should not be exerciaed tr enable the plaintiffs te take au pay-
ment on aceunt moneys which the defendants had ofeéred only
"in full satisfaction."

Middlet on, for plaintiffs. J. H. Mess and H. H. Macrae, for
I ~ def andante.

Meredith, O.J.C.P.J f Dec. 22, 1905.
DooN v. TonONTo FERRY Co.

Practice-Third part y natoe--Directiofts for trial-Discretioit
On nmotofordrcin o the trialBle of9 and a2io3.e
On amotinfordrein o the trialRle of9 aud acton13.

Rule 213 it is in the discretion of thie Court te determine whetherV having regard te, the nature of the case it is a proper one for the
J ýj- àapplication of the third party procedure niotwithstanding that

leave bas beau given to serve a third party notice under Rule 209.
MiUer v. Sania Gas Electrie Co. (1900) 2 O.L.R. 546, and

Holden v. Oroand Trunk Ry. Co. (1901> 2 O.L.R. 421 referred te

?Xff&c!j,Çor;!iti.Gee,:frïïJïna. Mack:lcan,

't Production - A4ffidavit on - Letiers - Solicitor and client

In an action on a policy on the life of the plaintiff's husband,
the defendants flled an affidavit on production, but objected te

~* ~,jproduce certain letters between a local and the head offices on the
ground:- "that they are privileged, being of a confidential nature

te and discloeing certain legal pointe in connection with the de-
fence of this action." On a motion te conipel production the

W defendasits manager .swere that: "It is my oustoni in the course
of business, tzaquently to write te the head office on mattars in-
volving pointe cf law; the head office confer with their generai

îk* solicitors, receive legal advice from them, and then communicate
with me. The letters (in question) are of the sanie nature as

thoe between solicitor and client, and are, as 1 aum advised and

IL.Zd, net sufficient; and~ that the affidavit should state that
Zià. îzthe letters "came intr' existence for the purpose of being Com-
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