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damages at the amount paid out. Instead of that, however,
t.hcy exeroised their privilege of making a new contract direct-
ing the company to retain, as part of the purehase money there-
under the $5,000 previously paid. for the option. The plaintiffs,
having thus reeived back the only money from which they were
parted by the alleged rnisrepresentation, canriot further re-
cover by way c'f danmages.

It beinz adnxitted, further, that the plaintiffs suffered no
loss by mens of this purchase, but nmade a substantiul. profit
by the resale of the lands, they could recover no damages for
having, been induced to enter into the contract.

MeComneil v. Wright (1903), 1 Ch., at p. 554; Pe'ck v. Derry,
37 n'i. t p. 541, Sm iiM v. Bolle.e, 132 U.S.R. 125, and Siga.
fus v. Por frr. 179 r.S.R. 116, followed.

J. ('u>pbril, K.C., and W'yilsoni, for plaintifsi. Robsofè and
fon.'n,1r defendants.

KING'S BENCI.

Mathers, .] 1>oNToO V. CIYY' OF INI'G [Oet. 18, 1907.

Miln ii ~~BjlwOr rr-tolu t iv n of--Con tr<wCt of 1i n nicipal-
iy rcquir. b-qu Ktpp- by conduel-Real Properly

Rd .S.,lI. 192 .1c-Wni( harfrr, 1902. c. 77. S.
'W -i e nqn* .pri Ssion ''çtfc'telidt;iec'' iii a Sta-

Ccrt-iin landms of Iiv. plaimif if hving heen sold to the City of
Winnillei foi' iîrreiîr of talXes, the eity utider the provisions
of R-S.M. 1902. P, 117, s. 203, et meq., applied for, and, on April
7, 1902. proeured ertiflretes of title under the Real Property
.Act for Ille >amis. Pursuan81t. t4) an anuendnîenit of the City
charter passed in 1903, the C1ity Conncil on l4th l>eeeiber,
19031, adopted a reý0IutioI) thaqt ail the lots in question be con.
veypd to the plaitiff on payîuent of all costs, interest, and taxes
to date. The cotijîil aftterwards, on April 18, 1904, remeinded
the resoluitifon but, two days priot' tx) mieh rtescisin, the plain-
tiff tendvred to the City Treasurer the ainouiit Specifled in the
resolution jimil delînanded a conveyance.

Tld, thavt tlit corporation could not : hnd itself by resiolu-


