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SUPREM1E COURT OF CANADA.

B.C.] [Nov. 2, !915.

VANCOU VER ]BREWERIE., IJimITED v. flNA A-ND FULLERTON.
Landiord and T"iaiezt-Lease-Licensed Ilotel- 4Accommodation

Improvenients-Loss of I iqzwor Lice ise--Determînation of
Lease-Inplied Condit ion.

In za lease of property; upon which was situated a hotel
liccnscd to seli liquors, the lessor covenai.red to repair and im-
prove the prcni*ses iii compliance- with municipal regulations
which miight bc niade f roni time to time i.1 respect to hotels
foi- whiehi liquor licenses should be granted. During the terni
of the lease a regulation wvas made. requiring licensed hotel pre-
ises ta) ho enlarged and iniprovcdl in eertain respeets, withl

w hieh thec lessoi, did flot conipir and, in eonsequcnee. the re-
non ai of the liquor lieensc 'vas rlefused at the end of the lieense

-cl theil current.
H<'ld, that neither the circumstànces in which the ]case wvascnerd iinto nioi the lcssor's covenant to make repairs and im-lllIovelllelts, gave risc to ani îmlplied condition to the effect that$ti obligatiin of the tenant to pay the ireut î'eserved should

leci iiate upon the hotel. through no fault attributable ta the
]ossee, casilig to bhý liceiised prerniises. Grirnsdirk v. su'eetin

~ 1909) 2 IÇ.B 740, followed.
Iii(igniciit, appealcd froin (21 B,('. Rep. 19) afflimcd.
Laflcur, KA('., and lHarvcq I(', for the appellants. Wlallace
I ((1,N.<..for the rýcspoiideits.
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