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H-,that pleas which denied that plaintiff was the owner of the
goods and chattels described without adding the words " or any of them,"
anid which corifined the denial of piainiiff's o znersbip of the goods and
chattels and defendatir's conversion of them Ko the dates mentioned ini the
statement cf daim were bad and must be set aside.

C P. Fallkrn, for plaintiff. ff. SVairs, for defendant.

Full Court] THE Kîi«; v. O'Ha-NRo-i. [Dec 28, 1901.

Canada Tmn.peranfce Act- Quesion as Io poreviaus eanridwins under s.
SAtb-S. (a>)- Ma he ddIreSSed ta caunsel Whà"-f defeildani repre.-
sec ted by.

On application Ko quasnh a conviction for a fourth offence again5t theI
provisions of the Canada Treîperance Act on the ground that the question
whether defndant had been prev-îously convicted was flot addressed to the
defendant as i equired by s. i x5, sub-s. (a) of the Act.

l-id. y. I)isinissing the application with costs, that it was not necessar>'
that the question referred to shor'ld le addressed to defendant in a case
where he was represented b>' COUIISz. 2. If defendant could be adequatel>'
represented b>' courisel in picading Ko and trymg the mail. case <which ilH
was clear he inight Ibe unlder- ss. 850. 854, 855, 856 and 8.57 Of the Code)
he cotfld equali>' be reprcýwsited b>' coLinsel in respect Ko this enquirl

S. Jenks, (ýIr appli-zatiiii. T. S. Rov«rs, contra.

Full Court.) AcoR, 7'. HIILL tI)ec. 28, 1901.

flnlord and tenatt-Co.nstrueli(,"z of qýret»eni for /ease-.Ditress for
renh- Ailon î/aiming d<z ma^ges for, dism ifsed- Coses.

l)efendant contracted to '-t Ko plaintifi a house Khen under ccnstruc- i
tiori for the term of oie year fromn the ist june, tqoo, at the rental of $2o

Me nionth, payable %ionthiv in adatice. It was agreed that ini the e.vent

ate reduction in the rein. 'l'he house A.as not completed by the timei

agreed, but plainltiff lffoed nl On junle 24, when ihi, work was stil!
infinished. No rent was charged for the aTionth of June, but plainti«rpaid

rent in advance for the mnonths of jul>', August, Septerninr and October,
and continued in occupation of the premises until the ist May', i901, whcn î
he moved out. Ii an action by plaintiff claiming dainages for goods dis-
trained b>' defendant for reîit ini arrear.

He/d, dismissing the plaintift 's appeai with costs, that the trial judge
was right iii construing the agreement as a letting for a year (rom the Ist
j une, [900, with a condition fort if the occtipailcvwas prvented by reason

?C.L.J.-'Oi.


