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ministration of justice, or te indue repect ta-
yards those concerned in sucb administration.

Rule abfolute.

COÛNTY COURT CASE.

IN THE MATTERL OF SUTTON. LANDLORD, V. BANJ-
OnOFT, Tz.NANT.

Overhold.iag Teanets .4ct-A s-igneo- aJ' meergsi
Under the Overholcding Tenants Act, 31 Vie. cap. o6, the

w.jrd ' -landiord " includes thse assignes of the reversionl
The laLe Act affords a more extensive as weuî as a mors

e::peditious remedy than any former statuts.
[HuoK.Es, Co. J., St. Thoms.)

The facte of tbe Case were, that one Burtch
demised the premises ta tbis tenant for a terni
which had expired, but before the end of the
terni canveyed the reversion to Sutton, Who
claimied the possession as landiord.

E/lis, as attorney for the tenant, denied the
relation of landlord and tenant within the Mean-
ing of tbe Act, upon wbich alune the Counly
Judge bad jurisàieton. Proof of titie and of
the lease haviug been made from Bnrtch ta p3an-
croft, and no attorisment sbewn tram Bancroft
tc Sutton, Mr. Ellis claimed ta bave thse proceed-
iugs quaihed aud thse application dischgrgfed for
want of priviry between tIse parties, and that
the fact of bis being in possession did itot con-
stituts Bancroft Sutton's tenant : nor did thse
assiguient of thse reversion constitute Satton
Dancroft's landiord. The notice ta quit and
demand of possession were admitted.

!ifDougali1, caunsel for the landiord, cited the
18th section of thse Act as ta thse meanings of thse
words "tenant"' and "llandlord,") wherebytheY
bave assigned ta them interpretations whicb
their ordinary signification do nat imnport. and
referred ta Nash v. SharP, à C. L. J , 14. S.,
73, as good suthority îînder the former statute,
but not under thse Ontario Act, for by th, inter-
pretatian of the l8th section no room vbatever
is left for douht.

HuGHEcs, Co. J.-In the Act, 4 Win. IV. Cap.
1, 1 find an interpretation clause (sec. 59), but
no such meanînge attacbed ta thse words 66 land-
lord " and "6tenant" as are assigned them by thse
13th section of thea Ontario Act, nor do 1 ifli
themn in tIse Con. Stat. of U. C. Cap. 27 . The
Act 27 & 28 Vie. cap 80, affords a more expe,
ditions remedy for cases coming vithin tIse
nseaning of thse previously existing statute, but
I find no extension as ta tIse kind of cases wbich
miglit be reached by that remedy, so that Op to
tIse passing of the Ontario Statuts, ai Vie. Cap.
26, any deoision of thse Superior Cour ts as to tIse
exte"t of thse remedy end tIse class of cases 0oîn
ing witbin tIse purview of tIse tben existing
statutes would apply and be autharitative Not
so, Isowever, shic. thse pamsing of thse statute 130W
In question, because thse word -tenant", is there-
by deelared te mean aud incînde an occupant,
a sub- tenant, under-tensut (if tIsere be any dif-
forence between Ilsub " and 'I uder "1) and bis
and their assigne and legal representatives : and
thse word "ilandiord"p is declared toa ns aod
include the lessor, owner, the pal-ty giving or
pernsitting thse occupation af thse premises in

question, and the person entitled ta the posses-
sion thereof, and bis and their beirs and aqsigus
aud legal representatives. 1 think that Bonsef
Y. Boice, 9 U. C. L. J. 213, does not apply as a
autbority lu this cage, for the statute in questionl
affords net only a mûre expeditious but a more
extensive remedy than was ever devised or cou-
tensplsted Ly any previously existing statute,
and no reom is left for a well founded doubt thet
the word landiord includes the assignee of thO
reveruion.

1 therefore decide, lst. That this is a casc
clearly coming witbin the meaning of the second
section of tbe Act. 2nd. That tbe tenant, Ban'
croft, bolds without color of rigbt, and was tell
ant, &c., for a terni wbicb bas expired, snd
wrongfnlly refuses ta go out of possession tbere*
of, &c.

Wr/t of possession ordered*

ENGLISHI REPORTS.

QUEEN's BENCII.

FAiR Y. Tiii LoNDoN A14D No1ÎTU.WESTERNÇ
IIAILWAY COMPANT.

Dama ges-Fautire proqpe;,d-Ngligcn.ee-Railway compai*
Where a plaintiff haviug been injured throuigh the neagW

gence of the defendant eau show that, aithougli onui
enjoying at preseut a small merome, lie bas a rsasonàlO
prospect of increasing that inconie, such prospect ouglIt
to bue a 'natter of consideration fur the jury.

[Q. B. 15 W. R., 66.],
This was an action tried before the Lord Chi6f

Baron at Hartford, and was brought to recavet
damages for injuries received in an accident 00
tbe defendants' railway; a verdict was found fût
the plaintiff, damnages £5,000, with £250 for e-%*
penses.

The plaintiff was a clergyman of twenty- seveO
years of age, enjoying an income of £250, as 0
secretary ta tbe Irish Mission, and It was she«O
at the trial tbat be was a young man of gre5
promise, and bad rensonable expectatians tbga
he sbould increase bis incarne bereafter.

It was admitted that hie was totae1ly incapaci
tated by the accident for the present, and tisat

any improvement in bis condition was a mattOt
of great doubt.

Vernon Harcourt, Q C., now moved for a DOo
trial, or to reduce damnger, on the ground thBt

tbey vers excessive. £6.000 jean exorbitant SOI$
when calculating on £260. Sucb a suin wolii'.
produce a larger annuity. How cau the prospeO4
of a man be proved ? By caliug friends on 00
sida ta give favorable evidence, and witnesses 06
the other te disparage ? There sbould be sovO
limit as in America, otherwise railwsly companiO
are made insurers at full arnount without 801
ineans of sscertaining the value of wbat is 10"
sured. There sbould ha sme pawer to protté
themeselves by special contract, as there is in te'
case of borses. gooda, &c. ; catnat the princiP».
in lladley v. Baxendale, 2 W. R. 802, 9 Ex. 4
be appiied bere ?

*See Editorial remarks. on page 18.-Ens. L. J.
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