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Practice — Civil Procedure — Application to Strike Statement of Claim

Whether the Statement of Claim disclosed areasonabl e cause of action against
each of the several defendants, pursuant to C.P. Rule 14.25(1).

The plaintiffsissued a Statement of Claim containing 368 paragraphs against
15 named defendants. It set out claims for general, special, aggravated and
punitive damagesfor actionsalleged to constitute unspecified actionabl etorts.
Earlier, certain paragraphs and parts of paragraphs were ordered struck out as
against two defendants on the ground that the pl eading di scl osed no reasonable
cause of action against them, and the pleadings were ordered struck out as
against two other defendants on the ground of judicial immunity. That |eft the
claims against 11 defendants to be considered in the present application.

Applied the test in Vladi Private Islands Ltd. v. Haase et al. (1990), 96
N.S.R. (2d) 323 (S.C.A.D.) at p. 325 and in Hunt v. Carey Canada Inc.,
[1990] 2 S.C.R. 959 at p. 980. The application of each of the severa
defendants was granted.
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