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let, set, assign over,, or otlierwîse depart with the lease
or the f ami or premîses.

The tenant becamne bankrupt and his assignees, witli lii
approbation and consent, sold the ]ease, and one Wright,
by the appointment of the defendant Brown, rnanaged the
farint as his bailiff or agent, and the tenant no longer had th-,
actual occupation of it.

Ejectment baving been brouglit, it was held that the
lessor miglit marntain ejeetuient without a previous recntry,
the continuance of the term being mnade to depend upon
the lessee's actual occupation, and Lord Ellenborough, C.J.,
in delivering judgment, pointed out that it was not a case of
forfeiture, but actual occupation by the lese was a condition
annexed to the lease.

Lawrence, J., said that it was not a case of forfeiture, but
of the term itacîf being miade to continue and dcpend upon
the perqonal occupion o0,f the lessees, aiddng: '<It is like
the case, of a lease for 21 years if the leasce shail so long live;
then if lie die before the 21 years run out thIere is an end
of tlhe tern. Hlers the lease lu effeet is for 21 years if
Thomuas Clarke shall so long live i the bouse. Then If lie
lias ceaffed to live there froni whatever cause the condition
on which tlie terni wus made te determine lias happened and
there is an end of Mis interest in thxe prexnise&"

The appeal fails and should be dismissed witli costs.

lIeN. MRt. JUSTICE RODGIN, ared
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Pleading - Motion to $te-ike Out Parzgap of Statement of' tNim-
Incompleteer - Defendaint8 Suffloiently N.,Mfled of Plaîntif'.*
Claim-ObIect of' Pleading,?.

MASTEII.IN-CIIAMBEII8 reftiqed to strike out on the ground of in-
completeneaýs a parngraph of a stateinent of daim, claiming the re-formation of a ertain ngreeietnt holding that it let defendantR know
what case they had to meet which wu~ the main requisition in plead-
ings.

Motion by defendants to strîke out an amended paragrapli
of the statement of claim, as not being a compliance with the
order perxnitting the amendment, and also as net being prop-
e.rly pleaded.


