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sation for possible loss accruing to him, because cf the legislation
by which his tenant is enabied to turn the premises over to a
stranger, in the guise of a trustee for the creditors of the insolvent
tenant. Such possession of prernises by an assignee is certiniy
detrimentai to the goodwili attaching to premises in which business
lias been carried on successfuiiy. The construction adlopted b>'
Chancetlor lloyd xvas, at ail events, reasoiiable and simple. In fact,
the Court of Appeal rather find fauit %vith the Chanceiior's tre.1t-
ment cf the point as being too simple, and Burton, C. J. and
Macleninan, J., indicate that Cl/arke v. Reid, wvas decided xithotit due
regard to the inexact language empioyed to convey the tmceining
of the Legisiature. Perhaps the conclusions arrived at in 0(hrke
v. Reiai, arc attrîbutable to the atmosphere which pervadts. thec
muchi catnvassed weekly Courts out of Toronto, wvhere expeditiun is
perhaps of more moment than elucidation. Howvevcr that înay
bc, until the legislators tackle the case of Langtey, v. Jfivr, land-
lords lose ail compensation for the invasion of their preinises, 1»
unattorning tenants in the guise of assignees clothed with statut ory
poxvers under R.S.O. c. 147.

Chancellor Boyd, Osler, J.A. and Falconbridge.. J., ari, on
record in favour of the vicv that the three înonths' rent clause is a
beneficiai provision in the landlord's favour, w~hile Burton, C. ' . and
Macleninan, J. A., give effcct to the ingenious argument of the
assignee's counsel in the case referred to, namecly that the prcft'r-
ential lien for the thret nonths followving the date of the assigninîent
can b.- recognized oniv in those cases where, by the terrns of the
lease, such three mnonths' rent is payable iii advance, or as Mr,
J ustice Maciennan puts it "the prcrentiai lien depends on the
riglit to distrain upon the assigned goods," and the riglit tn dis-
train wvould of course depend upon the ternis of the Icase. 0,ler,
jl A., seerns to indicate that, in his viev, the statute cletfîcs the
exact limits of the preferentiai lien to bc the anunt oxved for rett
in respect of the year previous to the assigtim-ent, and, in addition
thereto, three inoths more ; the latter, howcver, coupied wvith the
condition thiat the assignece înay cnjoy the use of the preuuuises
during that three vmonths. It %vili he noticed that the clause hî
susceptible of wvîdely dlifférent meanings accordîng as you rcad it,
iarrears of " rent for thiree inonths foliowving, or " rent " for ulîîec

monthis foliowing, the latter certainly being free from the taiîît of
1-libernianism that characterizes the other reading. Then againi do


