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ADDENDA.

Tex following motices have been in Judges' Chambers
ﬁmﬁw.l,mﬂﬁﬁmmﬂnﬂmnthaﬁm. ' ;

PENDING BUSINESS,
Higr Covrr oF Jverige—Notice.

In crder to eave the expense mnd inconveniemce of

53:.:: for directions sa to the form and manner
in actions commenced before the 1st Nov. inst., th;aJndga.
sitting ot chambers b direata—1. Thatwhaemdmlmtwn.
huhaendaﬁvmﬂ the shall be continued according to the
ordinary course of the H_'lgh Court of Jnstics, as if it had been
commenced in that court. 2. That in all other cases the action
shall be condinued up to t-'lmdm of the pleadings according to
the practive of t-hammt- in which it was brought, and afterwards
secording to the provisions of the Jndmmlmwbjm, how-

ever, to an order, at the instance of either , bo progesd ab
any stage pocording to the conrse prescribed by & Acts,
Judge's Chambers, Nov. 2, 1875, {By order.)
COSTS OF IHSPEUTIDH
‘Where an order for the i tion of documents is made nnder

*Order XX XTI, ruloa 17 and 18, the coste of the application and of
thﬂimpomihﬂbemhintham{mﬂm ﬂnu&mﬁhﬂd},
the cost of 4d. per folio for copies of documpents being paid by the

party inspecting.
(By order of the Sitting Judge.)
December 20, 1875.




JUDGES’ CHAMBERS.

Now. 2 and 5.

{Before Lusw, J.}
RaMapes v. BERARLET.

Interrogatorics—IHscovery—detion libel—Tudicature Aot 1873,
£ 245 5 22, pulea. 7—6 & F'I'"H,{-,s 4'5,3.19.
dwﬁmwm ore the passing of the Judicaiure Acts,

hava been obtainea in Bquity by filing a BI.I.I af fb‘amm;f‘
mw be obfudned by interrogoatorics in aRy cause
High Cowrt of Justice, although the mmmayﬁambeﬂﬁ endered
far&hlb#ﬂnﬂhuJu&sMWeMmmkmm

Tms was an action bytha p'lmtuﬂ' a@mﬁ the pubha!mrut the

Slandord newspaper, for an all paper; and the

pmsent. application to his waa for 1me to administer
tories to the defendant. & interrogatory which waa
to, and which, as will ba seen, was allowed by the learned

.Il:ulga. is as follows:—Wera , om the 22nd Nov. 1874, the

pnnm or A?nblmher. arbnth,u the ﬁ'tm’adcprd igows P i

W. P. Maedonald appeared for the plaintiff; Warblurton
for the defendant.

lgz‘uﬁﬁ‘ﬁ:ulmﬂ?gdl_m &;I:lhm in this case is whether the
B is entitled to an o for adminmmg interrogatories
to the defendant for the of discovering whether he was
or wes not, &t & given date, the printer and poblisher of the
Standard mewepsper. The aoction, which is for an alleged Tibel in
that -, was bromght moenths ago, and was eotered for
trial at aalthngs after laat ity Term, but not having been
reached, it stands in the list of remensta for trial at the present
sittings. The defendant’s is “ Not Guilty.” Whether the
plaintiff conld have cb ission to put this mmnlm'y
from the Court of QJuesn’s ﬁ:hn under the law as it up to
the 1st Nov, inat,, is at least doubtful. She was advised that she
conld nof, and ahe did not therefore make the ication. Bub
she dlearly bad the ri t to & discovery in equily by virtme of

6 & 7 Will 4, o 78, 5. 19, which is still in foree (see 52 & 33 Viet.
nﬂ&},mﬁwhmhanm "Thndnnlsamnuhallﬁlam:bﬂlm
an_]r:;m't o dlmwarynfthamma nn}’pm*sonoonmf;ﬁdu

s isher, or new , OF
Ftter: tEitlng £ the priaiing or Tybidbing, of Ay ScovpAPeD,



in order the more effectually or eIy OO ANy whit
or setion for damages trulu mmﬂbymm
ofmralmdaromm contained in any ench

auch par&on,:l. ahﬂlmtbohwhlf the

Eim‘hnbie nﬁdeili}':rwnuhbﬂl,hntsmhdnhﬁg;ﬂ
. o make discov aired always
that anc diwuvuyahl]nmbemndnnrﬂﬂumﬂmm

wise in rooeedin theﬁa&n&mhuvannl:inm
wfog whinhtlfe was made.” The plaintif did
not svail of the remady provided, by roason, as she

in fact that the &arfandnnt was the prin
po ,and that the t will enable her * mare
y " to carry on harmﬁon‘ questions are, first, the
eral one—Can o plaintiff in an sotion brought in the High

enfire jurisdiction of the whole conrt. The 24th section of the
Act of 1873 waa desi to meet such cases as this. It enacts in
snb-gact. 7: “That the High Court of Justice, in any canse or
mabber ing before it, shall have power to grant snd ehall
grant all suoh remedies whatsoever as any of the parties thereto
}"appwh:]tbemtn;ﬁllﬁdl;nm m;laga.lur] mf;nul:g
claim, properly brom orward by them res ely in &
mwmﬂar.mthatu&ruwaumhaumtmv 4
versy between the eaid pariibe respectively my be munplet-ely
and finally determined, and all mn]uphm; Ingn.l
concerning any of such matters avoided.
bill of discovery po&nbedauthythebcﬁofW;lL&,haa almiaen
abolished ; but the Judicature Acts were not intended to abolish,
norhm the thaaﬂoctufabo&mhl the right of dizsovery which
bEh t etill exista. nglhpmednm substituted by
tha.lntaﬁm-th& Mdmmmmanmhmmth&ﬂ' h Court;
but that, by the h H.hubeana]raaﬂyhmghi. Bytha
expresa langhage of the g mhmjmt quoted, the remedy is to ba
g:nted nsttﬂunmdm‘g hat action, and in order to ont
it must hatgmtadh]rthnt- Divigion of the
Lig Gmﬂwhichhasmn" s ﬁ:ﬁa’tﬁ:ﬁ“&? rt:rpldlglglh-
P of legnl proceedings, o 51 mu
elsew forﬂwwldhabaﬂ.efeﬂﬂmpnmaryabjmuftﬁ



Addenda,

Acts. I am, therefore, of opinion that in the case supposed &
plaintiff wonld be entitled to tb&dimmn soaght, and that

the iate form of‘mw inigtering in
tories. i to the defendant by the Act of
Wil 4 wrill h to the anwwer which he makes to this interro-
tory, e it wonld have attached to the answer to the bill of
E;mvahﬂmnd int is provided for by the 22nd pection
of the of 1873, that section the High Court is to have
“the same jurisdiction in relation to pending sctions sa if the
same had been origipally commenced therain,'” and it goes on to
say that, “so far as regards the form snd manper of procedure,
suoh canses may ba continued sand concloded either in the same
or the like manner as they wonld have been continued snd com-
cluded in the conrt from which they shall have been transferred,
crmrdh%)?tbeo:dinmmnmof&e High Court of Justice
{eo far as same may be ble thersto), as the Court ma;
ﬁnkﬂsgéi:mltg’h#iﬁdmr ti[;ii:d.]'udt:rfunh;ﬁﬁda
not otiff might now have & bi discavery
andr:reqmn l?ubem suggeated why she should be deprived of
the snb!h;\gudbumoq.y hare. del‘:e endant :;l]_mr, be in o
Wworse poaitoon being mil to answer the interroge
thnhawcuidh%bo&nifﬁchnbﬂ]haﬂbmﬂed. Ilherﬁ
direct that this sction be continued according to the coorae of the
High Oourt of Justics, and allow the interrogstory. As the trial
may come on at the lstter end of the next week, and as the
petion is one which will require no time, and will pat the
Telﬁndmt to no inconvenionce to answer, I must reguire him to
fils his answer on or before Monday next.
ﬂnﬂdhriortheggnﬁﬁ, A. Howard.
Boliciter for the defendant, Riches.
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ERRATA.

No. XL ; insert alter, (Sos Mo, XTX.) !
No. XVI. ; ingert, after the words ** deliver milk' in line 3, comma.

No. mﬁ inlh;,.lihk the words * defendant's afidavit* in line 3, “(Sos
No. XXL; “ 3
[ mm'lmn:lg?ﬁ “Wm Ll'.lllt-i.ll'H.E road * defendant,

in hoad-note 18" read "1‘2" and ** inmpegtion **
ruad‘ Mw,“'r::d in ling 1 for © hﬂp&uﬁmff&" read ‘' dis-

mmm lnlnth.uamﬂ Hmvm&."?ydfh,"“ﬂ. after lnst
word ‘add © with the noties (Appendix B, Form 4).""

No. XXX. ; in head-nota for ** 18" read * 16,”
Wo. XXXIL. ; in hosd-note for * inspeotion** read ** discovery.'*
No. XXXVITL. ; in head-nota for * 84" vaad * 36.""

No. XLV.; mlumlu! aﬂa:“n.ﬂ..'!i" wnperd (] L.C
; & L. lg 01:.}, in line 5 of j ﬁmd"nu "
bchnn“m" and ”mhﬂnd" mad and lmat

jndgment for * elaimant” read anotation credicer
No. XLV ; in line 8, for “ lien"' read * him,"
Mo, LTI, ; in line 2 of judgment for * abolish" read ** sncourage. "
Mo, umiamwm “ Cpurt™ nnd 30, dnsord * Order VI

Ho.ﬂlfﬂl";“rlm" interrogatorien ™ read “ discovery,” and

Fo. LXXIX. ; in bead.note and line 8 for “ XXVL." read " XXXI.," sd
for 12" yead U4,

No. CXXVIL ; in head-nota for ' 1875 read “ 1873."

H&.CIEI.rmHml.h::ﬁd ldml;rﬁr iy read.

No. CXXXVIL ; in line 1 for “ 1870" read * 1875."

No. CELVIL ; in line 2 for * pp. 87, 106, read ‘‘p, 48"

No. CLEXEIV. ; ineert in hoad note after * XXX " " rale 12."




