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fore the age, class, and localityO of the promises may be taken
into account in order to masure the extent of the repairs.101

IV. "Good tenantable repair" and similar expressionsi"
mean sue state of repair, having regard to th~e age, character,
and locality of the promises, as would niake them reasonably fit
for the occupation of a reasonably minded tenant of the clam
who would be likely to take them.

V. The words "reasonable wear and tear excepted"l and
clause& of similar imnport qualifying repairing covenatsamean

that if the covenantor has performed those covenants at the tinies
specified, or as usage"2 prescribes, ho will net be liable for dilapi-
dations arising from (a) the ordinary'8 ' action of the elements
or (b) wear and tear caused by reasonable user of the premises
by persona using themr."'

llltsraton.- a)Lesse to A of a publie-house for ton yoars,
covenan ta by him to rèpair every flfth year, qualified by a " wear
and tear"' clause. At the end of fifth year A does the necessary
repairR, and during the eighth year determines the lease; (b)
B enters into repairing covenants qualifiod as above. It is proved
tû be usual te repair the inside of sirnilar houses every seventh

9. Proud/oot v. Hart, 25 Q.B. Div. p. 52. It is subimltted that the rule
as stated in the cme cited has a general application uless repugnant te
the lease. Cp. Payne V. Rai"e, 73 R.R. p. 631.

10. As te also implying thé test 'of what a .reasonable incorning tenant
would require f Rule IV.), except where répugnant, sec p. 433 ante.

Il. Query, eg. "habitable repar," Proudfoot v. Hart (supra, p. 51),
Be Joker v. Mfolnte8k <56 R.R. 887); «thorougli repair," "1good. condition,"
Litrvott Y. Wakely, [1911] 1 K.B. p. 918.

12. If thie haî not been dons the survep'r wouid have te estîmate
when each ltera of dilapidati'rn requiring repair was previously dons. The
eovenantor catnuot contend th-at if he had donc the repairs at the. proper
times the benefit would have been subsequently ]et and that the exception
clause excuses hlmn, h. muert fulifil his covenants te repair and at the proper
times irrespective of other eveiita (Joyner v. 'Weekg, [19911 2 Q.13. -31,
C.A.). Posibil' h. is aiso liable for dana.ges vauised by not repairing
earier, se Foi s Lund. and Tmn 19.) p. 225.

13. Le.. "'dilapidations caused by the friction of the air, dilapidations
caused by exposer.e," TerreUl v. Mdurray (45 S.!. 579). Dilapidation aris.
ing frein oxtraordinary, Causes, e.g., tempeat, or ariow-storzn, would not &p«
pear te c.Jme within the exception.

14. Davf s v. Davdoe, 38 Ch.D. 505 : Terrefl v. Murray <supra) ; o&,
p. 224, Ency. Laws of Eng., vol vil, p. 669.
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