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opportunity he eould grasp to turn the defendants Out"bwg;
now able to obtain a much higher rent than they have e
tracted to pay. ' ,
1 am unable to perceive anything, of any weight, in ¥3¥ o
tention made in the defendants’ behalf, that the plaintiE i ,nze
entitled to eviet because the writing in question was » mﬂhe’
with him as a party to it, but only with one through WA o8-
claims. The condition broken, the defendants’ right of ;50
session ended, and the person entitled to the property. ’~sﬂbJ§7
to their rights, may assuredly re-enter; see 1 Geo. ot
secs. 4 and 5. -
The minor points involved in the action were disposed ?f h:ld
ing the argument, judgment on the main point being with?
at the request of counsel for the purpose of enabling : then’
refer to some cases which were not accessible to i pseur”
’.chat has now been done, without, however, throwing a0y G
ity upon that which seems to me to be a very plain case.
Those minor points were dealt with thus:— pdab
The defendants had no right to erect the brick verﬂairﬁd :
wall without the plaintiff’s consent. They might have I 1atiﬂg
the wooden verandah; and could have done 80 without vwermis'
the by-law against erections and alterations without P8¢ & e
sion of the municipality. But no substantial, oF evgi an it
able, damage was caused to the plaintiff by this Wrongi;intiﬂi’s
vxtould at most be a case for merely establishing the
right, and nominal damages. in 861
There was no exceeding the defendant’s rights 1n. efresl.‘f
refreshments on the verandah; it was part of the house’satisfw
ments had always been served there, and could not bihere' Wﬁ
torily served in any other part of the cottage- . ihe pus’
no evidence that the sale of peanuts was not Withi?
ness of the keeper of a restaurant or “lunch-counter' in
There was no breach of any of the terms of .t
question in the defendants yermitting some 0
ployed in the restaurant orIat the lunch-counter b occ;lrlgn‘ thﬂi'
in the cottage, while so employed, nor in aec s o
wages an agreed amount for such occupancy; % W?sd ed DY
: re lodg
to paying so much less wages because they we of
master. wolfs

3 a pa
The oecupation by the Wolfs and e plam:fi,' for

-

n the coB

ing

some of such rooms, before Wolf assigne its ol
arty to 1 157

no right of action to Wolf, who Was LR ht
sequently, the plaintiff ean have no such 118




