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te pcrfett fairness and geed faith is, moreover, flot confined to
persolis who aetually are partners. It extends to persens nego-
tiating for a partnership but between whom no partnership as
yet existe.

And in Becknian v. Wallace (1913), 29 O.L.R. 96, it is held
that, if there be a frauduient nisrepresentation as te any part
of that which iiiduees a party te enter into a eontraet, the party
may repudiate the contract.

1 allew the defendant to aniend hie statenient of defenre by
adding thereto the paragraphe 3a, 3b, and 3e, inii te notice te
ameiid served on the 23rd May; and 1 id that the defendant
bas preved ail these.

1 aeeept aise bis statement that thev plaintiffs falsely and.
fraudulently represented that they had reiduced their inàebted.
ness to $2W0, that they had in the lest six ionitbs of 1911 and ail
1912 mnade aï profit of $5,600, and that their profit on the goods
thuY iniauf;aeturcd was 50 per cent.

1 consider the defendant's inexperience and want of businese
aait be sufficieîit explanation and excuse for his not hav-

ing sooner repudiated the cointracet.
The action will be imse with cot.Jud(gilienlt for- thec

defeîidant on hie counterclaiim wýIithcs foir $'2233.2 w agessd
for deiivery up of the ether' Iwo notes te thie defuendant, or, if
they have endorscd over or otherwise tr1 fre the saine, that
the plaintiffs bc ordcred te indemniiify- the defondfant term
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Action by a broker for commission on the sale of land, tried
without a jury at London.
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