
what i., te bce decided by the Court under sec. 6 of thi
holding Tenants Act, R. S. (). Ch, 171. Thiere is i
in that evidence to show that the tenant had viola
provision of the lease for breachý of whielh the 1;
claimed the riglit te re-enter. The ehattel mnortga
making of which tb.e landiord relied on as hs.ving
breach of that provision, was net made by Davis, but
mother', who was a stranger te the lesand the go(
braced ini it were lier geeds, and not his. There was.
fore, but one gale of rent due, that which was payi
cording te the terns ef the lesse on the lst Neoveih
ýand that having been satisfied by the distress whi
mnade, the landlord had ne riglit te, put an end te tl
and to, re-enter. Order set aside with cests here an(
te lie paid by the landierd, and, if nieeessary, shieril
ordered to reiýtore the tenants to their possession.

J. E. Varley, St. Catharines;, selicitor for tenan

M. J. MeCarron, St. Catharines, golicitor fer land
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MeBAE v. S. J. WILSON CO.

CotatBec-aae-ic--sec of-Waii

Action for an aeeount and for damages for br
contract for purchase hy defendants of luinher, tric
eut a jury at Pembroke.

R. C. MeNab, Renfrew, and W. Barclay Craig, E
for plaintiff.

W. R. Riddell, K.C., and W. H. Irving, for defeni


