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ages for injury to property and personal. injuries sustained by the

plaintiff owing to defects and obstructions in a highway, as al-
leged. The Master was of opinion that the statement of dlaimi
should have been more according to precedent No. 67 in Odgers
on IPleading, 6th ed., pp. 412, 413; and that particulars of the
injuiy to the plaintifl's vehicle and harness should be given, as
well as of his expenses for medical attendance, nursing, and Ioss
of time; this would enable the defendants to pay into Court sucli
sumn as they might be willing to give. It should also be made
clear that the defects and obstruction of the highway alleged were
ail that the plaintiff would rely on at the trial, so that he nïigbt
be confined thereto. Order for particulars accordingly. Costs in
the cause. J. H. Spence, for the defendants. J. T. White, for
the plaintiff.
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Security for Costs-Froperty in Jurisdic1ion. J-Motion by the
defendants for an order for sccurity for coïsts under Rl. S. 0. 1897
eh. 89, secs. 1, 2. The oniy question raised was whether tlic
plaintif! was possessed of property sufficient to answer the costs
of the action if hce hould fail therein. Tt appeared that the plain-
tiff was doing a prosperoug business, but lic did not shoew owner-
ship of any reaity and nothing very definite as to chattels. The
Master referred to Bready v. Robertson, 14 P. R. 7, at pp. 9, 10;
Suils v. Alexander, ante 622, and cases there cited; and said that
th4 plaintiff should have a further opportunity of shewing that he
haqd assýet8 sufficient in vaiue and seizable under execution. If
the plaintiff, within two weeks, files an affidavit slîewing how the
$900 at whieli he values bis business is made op, and subrnits to
cross-exarnination if the defendants so desire, tlie motion mav ho
renewed. In defauit of such affidavit, the usual order for security
fer costs wÎll be nmade-, costs in the cause. J. A. Macintosh. for

the defendants. T. R. Mereditb. for the plaintiff.
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