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MORRIS v. eIIUTICIWARD.

4 0. W. N. 1008.

pli-cinfur )Jrffich 1,1 Promleisc-A Uegalotion of S&duction--
Cla5im for 0Support of Chili!Ilaal nAgrvto !Dmg

R. S.Q . 169).

1A-R N CHMRSheu, tlmt a i-ait for seduction could b.
pAeadedl in a hreaebi "f pr1Vomeato to aggravate the damxages, but
that if pleiadej ils a Subsitanltivo daiim, ail thle fadat relied lipon tO
subl)tanltiiate al ofs at Gcton quider thie statutc Rt. S. 0.C 169,
iusit he Set on lt.

Motiou 1)y dlefuidant iin ani action for bircaclh of promise
before plead ing for pairticulars of the alleged promise and
of the allegedl marriage t) another wornan-and to striko
out paragraph ,i of t11e Ftatemen,.It of claim, as net disclosing
any righit of action in plaintiff.

W. Il. Kirkpatrick, for thie Motion.

'M. Wilkins, contra.

C',iTvw1uouT, K.C, ASTER :-JnI this actioni foy brea eh
of promise the statemient. of claiîn dees not state whethier tiie
proisie was verbal or in writing. It aise (in paarpi3)
alleges sedluction of the plaintiff b)'y defendanit andl birth of
a child as al resuit on 13th MaY, 1912, with expensp to plain-
tif? for nlursing an(] ied(ical attendance and maintenance Of
the cliild.

'l'le statemnent of dlaimi shouldl be ainendedl so a, te shew
if the alieged promise was verbal or in writing. If the former
is the case then it would be righlt to give particulars of the
time and place asalso of the d1ate of the inarriage which is
relied on as, the breach 0f defendan t'a promise.
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