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MEREDITH, J.-7The Rules are to be so con strued as to give

effeet, if possible, te ail of them, and te bring ail of their pro-

visions inte harmony.
That can substantially be doue in this case, though there

may be an apparent conflict between the provision givinig a

defendant power te deliver a statement of defence-treatiiig

the indorsement upon the writ as the plaintiff's alaim-and

the provision allowing a plaintiff tbree months after appear-

ance te deliver a statement of c1aim.ý The harmonv is made

if the indorsement upon the writ becomes and is the plaintifls'

statement of dlaim. The Rule allowîng the threu mnonths

cannot give a riglit to deliver a second stateinent of dlaim.

That seems te 'me a faiily satisfactory solution of the main

que3stion involved in this motion, and to work eut 1a conveni-

ent and satisfactory practice. The plaintifi caunot complain

for, when making his indorsemeiut, hie dees it with a know-

ledgoi that the defendant may treat it as the statement of

dlaim, and it cani be framed accordinigly, and, after the de-

livery of the statement of defence, a plaintiff bas sucb. wide

power of anmnidment that hie cani then fraxne bis statemrent

of claim, without any order or leave, in the form it would

have taken if the defendant had not elected to treat the iu-

dorseinent upon the. writ as a statement of <caim.

That the defendant may thus4 reduce the usual tii». al-

lowed to a plaintiff te deliver bis statement of claimi is net ant

evil-anything that fairly brings the parties the quiker te


