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court.esy and hospitality, Favorable arrangements have
been made with the railways by which return rates are
reduced to one and..a-third fare, or possibly less.

ENGLISH CASES.

EDf TORIA L RE VIE W 0F CURREN T EANGLISH
DE CISIONS.

(RegisterAd in accordan e with the Copy.!ght Act.)

EASEMENT-RIGHT OF wAy-GRANT 0F RIGNT OF NVAY TO TENANT FROM YEAR

TO YEAR, WHO SUBSEQOENTLY ACQUIRES FEE -COVENANT WITH YEARLY

TENANT, '- 1115 M61R AND ASSIGNS "-GRANT IN GROSS.

Ryincr v. Mlci/roy, (1897) 1 Ch. 528, turns on a short point
of real property law. A grant and covenant was made to
and with a tenant from year ta year, and Ilhis heirs and
assigns," giving him, his heirs and assigns a right of way over
certain lands of the grantars. Subsequently the grantee ac-
quired the fee simple, and the defendant claimed under him
as assignee, and the question Nvas whether he was entitled to
the benefit of the ea'4ement. On the part of the plaintiff it
was contended that the easement was granted only in respect
of the estate then held by the grantee as tenant from vear
ta year, and that it wauld be vaid as ta any future acquired
estate as being a grant in grass, and that the use of the words
Ilhei-s and assigns " could nat extend the effect of the grant

r beyond the existence of the estate to which the grantee. was
entitled at the time of the grant, and that as that estate
bocamne merged on his acquiring the fee, the right to the ease-
ment then came ta an end. Byrne, J., wha tried the action,
however, was of opinion that the grant was gaod and enured
ta the benefit of the grantee and hi '3 heirs and assigns, so long
as they had any estate in the dominant tenement.

iNNKHEPER, RIGHT OÎTo) NOTIFV OUEST TO LEAVE -GtIEST AT INN, RIGHT Or,, TO

REMAIN--TRAVELLER, GUEST AT INN WHEN NE CRASES TO iiE.

Lainond v. Richard (1867), 1 Q. B. 541, would alinost appear
ta be unique. The plaintiff had originally been a guest at
the defendants' hotel. She wvas a lady in goad position, and


