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in a way that did not seem objectionable. . It was suggested that
the desired reformation should be more distinctly set out; but
that would, no doubt, be done in the judgment, if the plaintiff’s
contention should prevail. At present, the plaintiff’s view was
indieated sufficiently to let the defendants know what case they
had to meet, which is the main requisite in pleading. In Ontario
and Minnesota Power Co. v. Rat Portage Lumber Co., 3 O.W.N.
1182, it was held permissible to introduce an allegation in the
statement of defence by the statement ‘“‘the plaintiffs claim.”
The same rule must apply to the present case. Motion he dis-
missed, with costs to the plaintiff in the cause. The defendants
to have 8 days to amend, if desired. Grayson Smith, for the
defendants. M. L. Gordon, for the plaintiff.—The Master’s order
was affirmed by MIDDLETON, J., on the 11th April, 1913.
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