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property ini question, that there Nva4 nothing in a ruiner (said
tue he urrent) of a big concern having bought, or being about to
huy a large parcel of land on the opposite side of the street, of
part of wehich the plaintiff wau one of the owners, with the intenî-
tion of erecting extensive irnprovemeuts thereon, that he, the
plaintiff, had neyer heen approachcd by any one witli a view to
purchasing his interest in such property and that part of that
property could then he bougit. at a price per foot frontage very
inuch lower than the defendants Nvere asking for the prop)erty ini
question, even if false to the knowledge of the plaintiff, were
held not to be material. te the contract or such as to entitie thiv
defendants to refuse tu carry out their sale.

3. A iirepresentation as to who the real purchaser wau,
inight, under some circumstances, lue se material te the contract
as to vitiate it, but in this case the defendants, although the>-
had been told by the plaintiff that he was huying for another
named person, ceuli only say th-at, if they had known that the~
plaintiff was buying for hhinself, they would b~ave 1been suspicious
that he wras concealing facts whieh would have mnade the pro-
perty more valuable and wouild not have sold te hint at the price
aetually fixed, and they aetiually made out and signed the eon-
tract of sale in the plaintîft's own naine. It was therefore held
that tAie alleged misrepresentation as te the identity of the
proposed purchaser wus not, m~ der the cireinstances, material
to the contract.

Wilsoni, K.(,', And)',.ts, ..C., and H. A. Burbidgr, for plain-
tiff. Siitton, Fullerton and O'Connor, for respective defendants.
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IN RE M.BEL 1PENERY FRENCIU.

F4ttut-Costrctin-LgatProfessions Act, s. 37, sub-ss. 3
(b), 4(b) -literpreatiou Act, R.S.B.C. 1897, c. 1, s. 10,
sub-ss. 13 and 14-Riqht of ivomei? to admnission to le gal
pro fessioff.

On an ar ,lication for a writ of mandamus te eoiapel the
J3enehers of t.e Law Society to aecept the application of Mabt'


