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on 3 rst Misrzc. ig>n. thý Aý-t. 53 X'ict.. c,.52, vras Paised, supcrieding- the
former division of the Province int municipalities and allotting the ternrity
of tht former m-ýinictpality of Brenda hetweer. îwo others nanied Winchester
and Arthur. (3). Trhat by several subsequent legislation changes of naIne
and boundaries the village of \'apinka had liecome part of the ý.ew rural
municipality of Brer.da creaîed in 189 6, and that these chante had the
effect of nullifving the h)v-la%, if it could be held to have been i-f"rce af!er
the change made by the statute of ig90.

Section si of that statute provided that " b case in any of the territo!y
changed as to its municipal situation hv the provisionis of ILî A,* a by-law
under s. 51 t0f 5 2 Vict. (the Liqýior License Act) is in force a, t',e ime of
the coming into force of this Act. such L'y-law shall continue t0 affect such
teuitory the same as if this Act had noi l>een passed."'

Ié, i. As to the first ob 'iection the bv-laws though consa.w92, an un-
authorized provision was valid as to the gond part.

2. Uilder the statutory provisionîs above quoted the L'y law -i question
was stili in force as regards the village of Napinka. inotwà':-i:inding the
changes referrcd to. I)cv/e v. DiçfrrYiin. S M. R. 2S6, followed(.
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Layidiord and' inz'-Rn pv/ej. kina' /lip/zedi in'zh~ lease-
Liabiliii _for fau i e t i aise cm u'pS on leasedifarrn.

Ii n iSoS the plaintiff lcased l'y deed to defendait«. iishand a
half section of land for fîi-e vears at a renitai of onie-third of the crop growii
on the premises yearly. Thle lease was on a priîired forin of a fartn lease
and contained covenants L'y the lesse . that he wotild diiriiîî- the termn
cultivate sucb part of thc land as %vas then or shoiild thereafier he brought
under cultivation in a goodl litslîandhîIke anîd prcper inanuer. Iind would
plouigh said land in earli year four iin'71es deep and crop the sanle during
the termn in a proper farnicr.ike nianner. Mterwards a new leas.e of the
samc land was inade liv deed, ante -datcd so as to bear the sanie date as
the first one, substitutiiig the defendant a-, lessec irisîcad of lier hiisband.
This was done, as founid by the trial ýudge, at the request of the. defend-
ant's hushand who had rcason to féar the action of a creditor ini case the
lease remaincd in bis naine, and it was inteîîded ibat the iiew 1easc should
he a duplicate of the other iii ail resoects cxcept as to tbc nlaine of the
lessee. Th'e new lease, L'y mi-take -of the solicitîor who 1 repared it, was
written on a form of "4 statutory lease, " noct containiing the spccial clau$eS
applicable to farmi land. Ih provided for the saine rentai as tht other lease,


