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Province of Mova Scotia.
SUPREME COURT.

Granay
E.J.
In Chami)ersj. }

[Jan. 9.
L FERGIE 7. DRUMMOND.
bel—Motion 1o strike out paragraphs of defence—Justification of words
Complained of— Facts insufficiently set out—A mendment—Costs.
or “ﬁ:tlon f“ga_iHSt defendant as publisher of the Journal a.nd' Pi‘ctm.x News,
ity 2 Publication of alleged libels of, and concerning the plaintiff in his capa-
Coal ]\s/[‘M-anager at Westville, in the County of Pictou, of the Intercolonial
ischa ining Co. (Ltd.). The statements complained of had r.eference to the
ad 1 ge of men from the mine, and were to the effect that'lf the manager
and hzt been so « blindly and bitterly partizan, and had he dlscparged fairly
what itn::tsly’” the proportion of discharges would have been different from
Iy ofC (:1‘: nsel for plaintiffs moved at Chambers to strike out paragraph.g, 10and
the wq, ; defence, on the ground, as to paragraph 9, that it was admltt'ed that
graph ; ® complained of were used in a defamatory sense, and that said para-
that wh'lld not justify the words as so used And, as to paragrapl}s 1o and 11,
With Sul‘;.ProfesSing to justify the words complained of, they .dld not s~et out
Catigp C'E“F precision, or definiteness, or at all, facts amou.ntmg toa |ust.|ﬁ-
et;,,,e; and did not justify all the words complained of, and did not dlstmgms.h
and p, N the words intended to be justified, and the words alleged to be fair
Ona fide comment.
re erf: ;ld, that P}aintiﬁ was entitled to an order striking out the paragraphs
Necessy - but, if it appeared when the order was taken out that any fact
under ﬂ‘;y to raise any legitimate point for the defgrfce could not be proved
€ a]] € statement of defence as amended, any additional amendment would
OWed necessary to enable it to be proved.
fOSts to be plaintiff’s costs in the cause.
é ‘2 Chisholm and J. McG. Stewart, for plaintiff
- Russell, .C., and /. H. Sinclair, for defendant.
|

Fuj) Court.] - [Jan. 12.

ary ?UNARD ET AL . NOova SCOTIA MARINE INSURANCE CO.

"€ insurance—Person for whom effected—Finding of trial judge affirmed
:‘Zf?lication—— Waiver of answer to question z’n—-Dz’sbflrserlner:;s ‘may
tion Z}"ed—subje:t matler of insurance— Reasonable certainty in designa-

defe:I:;nttiﬁs effected a policy of insurance on the SS. « Oakde.ne,.” with t'he
for 1t company. On the trial the question arose whether plaintiffs appll.ed
€ surance for themselves or for the managing OWNErs, of the ship.

€ tyial .
0:;21 Judge having found that the application was effective on behalf of
ers, - : :



