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defendants had flot pleaded, and said that they were unable to
do so, except by way of general denial, unle8s particulars Of the
negligence alleged should be given. The Master finds that thecharges of negligence against the defendants in the statement oflaim, are flot suffiintly explicit to enable the defendants to»plead. The allegations contained in the statement of dai;,m onwhich the charges of negligence arc based arc too geiiera!, Al
the information demanded by the defendants to enable themn toplead is in possession of the liquidator of the plaintiffs, and
Bhould be furnished. Order made for particulars of the atlliga-
tions on which the charges of negligence contained iii paragr-aph8s
3, 4, and 5 of the statement of claini are Caed ('ots of the ap-
plication to be costs in the cause. R. McKay, K.C., for the de-
fendants. M. L. Gordon, for the plaintiffs.
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Titie to oadItsa~8echiIç f In s t Vn
dors and Purchasers A ct--Question)i b(twern Owner awd M1ort-
gagee.j-Motion by the owner of land, under the- Vendlors and
Purchasers Act, for an order declaring that ail objection rmade
to the tîtie by the. respondent, a person proposing Io advance
money upon mortgage, was invalid. The objectioni was iný re-
spect of the descent of the land upon an iltestacy' . The learned
Chief Justice said that the case did flot seeni to admit of a dc>ulbt.
The descent was Vo be traced f rom. the widow% of Pillip Ari-
strong. The chîldren of lier husband's first wife were flot of
her blood and dîd flot inherit any part of lier ëstate. Thle ob-
jection had been fully answered. No cets. D. C. Ross, for
the owner. H. H. S•haver, for the mortgagee.


