
1913] BDIE v. AST<>R.

Motion by ýthe plaintiff for particulars of paragrapli 15
of the stateinent of defence,' and to strike out paragraphe 16,
17 and 18 of statement; of defence as embarrassing and ir-
relevant.

J. M. McEvýoy, for the plaintiff.

H. J. Martin, for the'defendant.

CARTWIOHGT, K.C:, MASTER :-It W88 agreed on the ar-
gujnent that particulars of pare.graph 15 would be given.
Paragraph 16, together with paragraplis 10, 12, 13 and 14,
ar-e set up by way of counterclaini, which would render it
dificuit or perhaps impossible to strike it out. As poixited
oeut in Brgtol v. Kennedy,, 23 0. W. L1 685. « Under our
present system of pleading i l difficuit to, maintain an order
strikin)g out a part of' a plead ing," per Miýfddletoni, T. After
reading the pleadings, 1 cannot eay that theose paragraphas
niay not, as against paragraphas 5. 6, sud 7, of the statemient
of claim, be available as ruatter of defence. On their face
thiey weem to ho allogations of t'aets, which inay ms8ist the
defendant îf proved, and allowed by the trial Judge, or on a
reference if one is hiereafter directe(].

The motion (having heen partly successful) is disiaised
with costs in the cause.
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4 0. W. X.

Costsq-lecurity for-Mao,,o for Further- Scrurify Ample o ta 3to--
D)i.qmi8al of MoUaon.

MATRv~ i CÎtÂmF.t, refni.-ed( to order furtiier serurity for
costs in Rn action where the Pffltp inrcurrid nlp to tii. date of the.motion were aipiy spe'ured by the original bond given for security.

S¶toir V. U,4rric, 13 0. W. R. 997. foliowed.

MotiQLn by the d(efendaneit for an order for fiirther security
for CûOSL,.

Beatty (Kilmer & Co.) for the. motion.
R. McKay, K.C., contra.

1913]


