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BýY the'ir staîcînenf-lt of dt1feniCe and1 counterclaim the defen-
dants pleadi that thfe plainitiff, hatving a special knowledge of the
bu1sineýss or nnlrza andi stove,-mantiufact-urer, cntered into
Iltgo)tiatiornII \%iîh the deîfendants, who had 11o personal know-
ltgegI of the usnsand lie, knowing that the defendants would
lhave lo rolY eni Il n bis repIresentations,-undertook andl re-

presenîe b the defendants that the business he was offçsrinüg
-11~ul haid fur i a nmrelr of yevars before been actu:îlîyi.

1a11- roi t of -_) 1per1 cvit. groçs, tnd 33 , ý per cent. net on the
otpuit annully sud e defeýints, deqiring to establish a

pa inindnustrv oo (sic) thev village of B3righton, as well
ais for t iir ()%wi profit, and lyg on the plaintiff's representa-
tionis, pid lt $1.000 linenItiolned; ,that they afterwards learned
thaet the saLid represenitations were, not truc, but were grossly
exaggezratvdj, and thvy wrote a lettetr to the plaintiff requesting
huaii to vorif\ lus sidi rersettonb which they received no
reply1' (this is the letter or thie 29th November, 1913, hereinafter

refrre l; but the plinitifl, on the contrary, commenced this
actioni; aind ilhe defendants elaimed by way of relief that the
aLgreeuuenlt l'Y realson of thev false repTresenitationis made by the
plaintiff as afores-aid wl a fraud uipon thep defendants, and

shoud bedeclrcd be nulii andl void, t.;and, by way of
viounrtvrelajîn thv v asked-t rrpayunment of the said $1,000 and dam-
agzes. ec. fli rel b this p)ttledig wau delivered on the 21st
Fehrmary' , 1914.

On thev 9th April, 1914, the defcndants' solicitor served a
notice on the pla2inititiY's solicitor that application would be miade
al thev heatringk for leave to amend the statemnent of de.fence "by
adding efter the word] 'annumally' in the 231rd line of the 3rd
paragraph thevreof the folloýwing, words, 'and that the annual
oulptit wvax 1,500 or more stoves of varÎouis patterns, selling at
%,arions4 pries ranging fromn $*5 tu $38, and that the tot«l sales
and:i gross proreedes for the yvar 191,2 were upwards of $32,000;
iliai tht. niet pofit thevrion was 33 Il. per cent.; and that the
pelintitf hadl bvven drawing f rom suich profits the Sula of about

$4,(K a year for living expenses, leavingl the balance of profits
as shewn il) the salid buisiness; that the buieswas one well-

estahjshed lmd hedt larLze and growinig trade, and at a point
sncb- as, fiw villagec of lýrighitozn woild mnake a good return for

înnyinve'stedl, aPs the plaintiff alleged lie could shew by his
Pfflt of producrtion;: and that the plaintiff had in the said busi-
nessm been giving employment bo about 25 hands ull the year
round;: and 11y mdding lifter the word 'profits' ini the 301h liue


