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It is eontended by the defendant that the plaintiff eau
should seek ail the remedies he is asking for in the action, or.
passing of the defendant 's aceounts in the Surrogate C
It inay bc so.

While perhaps formerly there mniglt have been, a questiu
the power of the Surrogate Court Judge, on passing the aceo
of an administrator, to inquire conecrning the whole prop
which the deeeased was possessed of or entitled to at his di
there is apparently now no sueli question under the Surro
C'Ourte Act, R...1914 ch. 62, sec. 71, sub-sec. 3: Re Ru
(1904), 8 Q.LR. 481; In re Maelntyre (1906), il O.b.R.
at'p. 139,

It xnay also ho that, if the plaintiff is of opinion that
seeurity given by the administratrix is not sufficient ln C(
quieuce of hi8e daimi that the estate is larger thani ehe repreme
upon lier application to lead grant, he can cite or summriOu
bêfore the Surrogate Court Judige and have that quiestion
with to) hie satisfaction.

This le a motion to -4trike mit thu plaiiff's statei)
rc(uim. Dmrrshave beenl abolishedl. (7onsolidated Rulle
provides that -a, Jud1ge mlay 01rder any pleading to be struCl4
on the ground that it diseloses no reaSonable cauise of acti
etc. It lei foulnded on an Englslh Rule, thie effeet of whieh
been aonhldered in a numnher of cases....

[tê-fer-ence to Republie of FPeru v. Prva un '.(
361 Ch. 1). 489, 495; Hlubbue* & Sons Limitedl v. Wilkinson
wood & Clark Linmited, [1899]1 .QB. 86; Worthingtoni and
Llmitited v. B3elton (1902), 18 Timnes LR. 438; Robinson V.

Our proeut Rule 124 la similar to old ('oneolidated] RUJEç
(bmed on the English i le), the effeet of which mas eonsid
iu 8mnith v. Tradeors Ban~k ( 1906), 1 1..R 24, and it was I

hed(p. 29) that "the juriedietion eonferred by Rutle '261
no~t be Iiv*ed for, the excision of portions of a pieading.

only her4h., entire pleading 'disi-logs no reasonable cauw
aciono atiaw(er- that thie Ruile applies. Upon that gr-f

alon th defndknt' appeal shottld 4. allowed. But it eh
b. al.. sated that teportions of the statement cf deofen(
qqtion do not ao plaluly diseloNe no reasonable answer tc

plantif' elim s leaedthat they ishould, had the pieu
cnan the matrst up ln paragraphs numubered 01ue

three hav bee sum ail trilmu out: Bank of Iamilli


