
limited andl definite period. 1 do nuo think 1. tmn Eind that
p)IlîitilT's4 counlsel gave any undertalig sucli as the defend-
ant and hi counsl not unnaturally- thonght plainiffs coun-
sel was eflteri into-

on the whleý facda of the praet ase, I do not think it
is disinuuChable f rom Meinnv. lRichaïrdson. to be found
nt P. 275 -1 the culrret-l volume of that miost uiseful publica-
tion, the Onitarjo WVeekly iepor Followine the decison
of Mr. Juisticep Stree in that rase, 1 direct that defendant,
on beiing p)aid, his piroperi conduet money, do attend for fur-
ther examnaton, and that theore ho un (-oat of this order.

C',\WRxuI1T, MASTER, MAy 5mY 1903.

BlA.CKWEI 1 v. B3LACKWELLTi

I'fW îdinqScqt U-< nif <'fim \ n tJ~nif h uivi of Ruim-

the itteen f dýaim and of thoe praver for rolief, t'i the
ground' "tIhnt tebyis se(t up a new, distinct, and differert
( aimi f rom thiat expressed( in the, wýrit."l and -that, if the
paragraphs comiplained of are allowed to remain on the
rreord, it will be a sýource of inconvenience at the trial.>"

Mf. Wilkins, Arthuir, for defendants.
J. H. Spence, for plaintiff.

TxnIl MýASTER1.-The marterial iScomnal simple.
Defendants' solictor fiEs hi own af ii veiyigth rit
and stiiteient oif dIaim. The plaintiff's solicitor aksan
affidavit t(o the' (4ect thlat, hce m1ay lw thcl tec(hioîcal
irregularity of his pleading, the whole miatters set Ont in the

sttnetof -ai are aIl p)arts of a regrettabile famnilyv di-
pute and in Spence amis la have bave to Inwo Ene pro
tune to amend his wCi so as Io onforr to the satment Of
dlaim, anid to bc albowed A add the eaumes of action set ont
in the paragrapha objected to by, ir. Wilîns.

T think there is no dbt that NI'. Wilkin"s's "lotionws
tcAnically righit. Th(rsnte I oes not corn ner

the protection of Smyth v, Martn, 15 P. R. 227, nor of
Rodger v, oxn 19 Il. R. :12-1. What the plaintiff should
hiave donc iufiînl indicated in IoaomV. MCl
loch1, 17ý 1. R. 37lIn" that case I albowed the plaintiffs to
ainend in a way simiar to what has been doue here. This
unes atilrmd on appeal by Fercuson, JA and the case lias'
been followed ever dince. inHlmse and Langton, at


