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-There wil be a decree for the plaintiffs, with a reference
to the registrar to take the accounts, and tax to the plain-
tiffs the costs of the action and reference.

CARTWRIGHT, MASTER. JANUARY 11TH, 1909.
CHAEME.

WESTO'N v. PERIIY.

Pleading-Saement of Claim-Motion M Strîke out «a
Embarrae*ing - Enticing Plain tiffs Husbond bo Leave
her--Cause of Action.

Mnltion by defendant to strike out paragraph 2 of the.
statkeine(nt of claim as prejudicial and embarrassing.

T. N. Phelan, for defendant.
J. B. Mac-kenzie, for plaintiff.

THEF MASTER :-A coinparison of the paragraph in ques-
tion with paragraphas Sand 6of the statenient of daim in tii.
previous action between these parties secîns to shew thint
there 18 no substantial difference. In the present action tiie
plaintif! alleges that the defendant enticed andpesad
her hutsband ta leave hier and go and live with defendant.
In the former action (which was against defendant and her
hiusband) the plaintif! alleged thiat both defendantis conspired
to ahevnate hier huesband's affections, and thereby prevailed
On lmi to live apart from lier. In the earlier case thiese
p)araigraphls were struick out as enubarrassing, and no appleal
wais taiken fron this. lut the present rage the alleged ground
of action is not idientical, as it 18 against the wife alorte,
and is asdon enticing. Thlere is no precedent for any such
action. Mr. Maukenzie relied on Bullen & Leake, 6th ed.,
p). 412, n. 1, by analogy, and the jifdxnent of the Court of

Apelii Lellis v-. Lambert. 24 A. IL 653. nt p. 664, per
OsIer, J.A. le also cited Whiitaker v. Kershlaw, 45 Ch. D.
320, and WVeldon v. Winslow, 13 Q. B. 1). î84, as aiithority
that a married womnan can now sute or lic suedl alone for torts
(lonie to. or by ber.

As flhc niatter if; novel, 1 do not think it eau lie properly
disposed of on interlocuitory application. This view is sump-


