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probably would flot have scorned that eleinent), but to sectire
ani indiîstrY for t1e town of Brighton-in the langinage of the
statemnt of defence, to "~boom"' it; and their personal interest
was, therefore, eoinparatively indirect aîid remote. Thev ' -vere
acting for and with the board of trade of the town, anid the 'y
wanted mrried men in the employment of the conceru so as
inerease the number of householders in, Br-igliton.

The plaintiff will have judgment for $14,()Ot, with interest
from the ist day of December, and allotinent and delivery: of
$10,000 fully paid-up shares of theý -omipan * , and costs.

The eounterclaim will be dismissedl withi costs, Leave to
amend the statement of defene is rfsd
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AUGUST 6.

Pleadîlng-Action for Possession of Mo for <'or-Nlq l<nýn0 iof
Defence-Assoert(ion of Lien for I>ebt-Iisiuflîii c/-.trI
lars-Leave to Anienid.1-MotÎin by the plaintiff for jnd(ginenýlt
on1 the pleading4 ini an action bo recover possinof a inotgr var
and daniiiages for deention. The defendlants assertedf a livin upont
the cýar. The learned Chief Justice said that it was qite clearý
finit the statement of defence did not dieoea defrenoe 10 tht.
cause of action alleged in1 the statement of clain. Theli lion shiould
be speciaily pleaded, and particulars of the. debt ]ni reSpect of
which the lien was elaiiined should be given: liullon & Lak on
Plleadfing, 6th ed. 1905), p. 866 et seq.; Ilalshutry 's Laws of Eg
land, vol. 27, p. 911; llalliday v. White (1864), *23 JJJI. 93
Somners v. British Empire Shipplinlg (Co. (1860>, 8 L..38
Moniarcli Life Assurance Co. v. Mackénzie (191:3), 2 .. 1
743 (P.C.) The plaintiff wtt,,, therefore, entitled to jud(giienit.
with cs, and with a reference as b aiags The dlefendant
shouild be allowed to amend on payment of costs. W. Laidlaw,
K.C., for the plaintiff. L. P. Ileyd, K.C., for the deftendanits.


