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Apart £rom any question Of the contract or breach Of it, orof a new contract as plaintiffs allege that theY should, attlic cost of the defendants care for the property, the plain-tiffs contend that the defendants have property within On-tario tO the amount of over $200. The property is theproperty in reference to which this action has been brought.To determine now that it belongs to defendants is preinature,and 1 amn not called upon to so determine on the materialbefore me.

The appeal will be ailowed to the extent of permittingthe defeiidants to enter a conditional appearance. Costs ofappeal and of defendants' motion before Mr. Ilolmested willhe cosîts in the cause.

1ION. MR. JUSTICE BIIITToN. OCTOBEit 22~ND 1913.

SCTIL v. NELSON.

5 O. W. N. 164.

Pledin-ýqateentof Claim--Order Strikîng out Portîona and forParticular1 of Other Portione-pei~BPIrO?; J., In -Chamxbers, sustained an order of the Master îIChamobers dIrectlng fliat certain words and passages ini a statementOf cdaim should bie struck out, and ordering certain particulars tobegiven by plaintiff to defendant.

Motion by way of appeal from the order of the Masterin Ordinary, acting for Master in Chambers, whereby it wasordered that certain words and passages in the statementof claim should be struck out, and ordering certain par-ticulars to be given by the plaintiË to the defendant.Objection was taken bh'y plaintiff on the ground that theorder as to which cotaplaint is miade was made ex parle.fly Consent flic appeal was argiîcd upon its monits.
J. P. MoOrogor, for plaintiff.
M. IL Ludwig. for defendant.

ITON Mit. JUSTICE 13RiTToN :-I have looked at ail thecases cited and they do not, in my opîin 'n bear out thecontention of plaintiff against the amendment allowed, oragainst the stniking ont of certain parts of the statementof claim, or against the order requiring particulars to be


