
and are irrelevant te, the issues, or in the alternative
ticiilars.

-fi. Casels, K.C., for defeudants.
C. A. Moss, for plaintiff.

TEE MASTE.-The action is for alleged Il wroi
missal " as indorsed on thie writ. This dlaim iu en
the statemeut of claim by setting up iu the 7th p
that owing to plaintiff's alleged wroug the value c
shares of the defendant company owned by hlm,
which he pald $5,200, lias b-eein largely imipaired.
ther enlargèd by setting up lu the 8th paragraph t]
the plaintiff's disisýsal, the defeudants have asse
his resignation was demanded ou the grouud ofi
ence, wherehy the defendants have largely iujured
tiff lu his businss reputation.

The 2nd. paragraph, as 1 un-derstand it, is not n
objectionable. It is perhaps merely introductory, o
have been joined to the 3rd. The 2ud paragraph
make any distinct complaint against t'he defendant
It indicaýtes probably the opeuing of the plaiutiff's,
at thle trial. 1 do ?ot see how it can bie prejudici
barra-ssiug in that view.

0f the îth paragrapli I take a less f avourable
tween the alleged wrongful disiissal of the plainti
depreciation of his shares timers lu no apparent c(
and noue is suggested. There îs no allegation,
since the plaintiff's disumissal the shares, if off ere(
have depreciated iu the nmarket, and that this de
was iu auv way caued by such dismnissal. If thi


