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DIVSIONAL COURT. FEBRUARY 2lST, 1911.

*McCUAIG v. LALONDE.

5andlord and Tenant-Lease of Dwelling-kouse-Impliez Ob-
ligation not to Use for Different Purpose-Use as Hospital
.- Infectious Disease-Damages-Injury to Reversion -
Estimation of-Evidence.

Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of the Judge of
he County Court of Stormont, Dundas, and Glengarry, dis-
aissng the action.

The defendant was a hotel-keeper; his children taking diph-
heria, he was informed by the Medical Health Officer that, un-
ýss tliey were removed £rom the hotel, it must be placarded.
Ls tlie defendant was making from $25 to $40 a day, he did
ot like tlie idea of his hotel being in effeet closed; 80 lie went
) the plaintiff, who liad a small dwelling-house to let, and
>ok the house at $8 per month rent. He gave the plaintiff
) understand that tlie reason for lis wanting the bouse was that
is wife was near lier confinement, and lie wanted the house to
2able lier to bie confined outside the hotel. Tlie childrenwere
iken into tlie liouse; and ini fîfteen minutes tliereafter the
)use was placarded. After the chidren liad recovered, the
4fendant fumigated the liouse, but not efficiently. The plain-
ff thouglit that, before renting the house again, alie sliould
ýpaper it, etc., and did so. Tliere was natural delay in renting
Le house after that also.

The aotion was to recover damages for tlie injury to the
)use and the plaintiff's loss tliereby.

The appeal was heard by BoYD, Cj., RIDDELL and MIDDLETON,

C. H. Clîne, for tlie plaintif.
G# I. Gogo, for the defendant.

RIDDELL, J.:-4- . . , 'Tlie law is correctly laid down in
Cyc. 1061: " Wlere tlie contract of lease is silent on the

bject, the lessee lias by implication the riglit to put the prem-
ýs to sucli use and employment as lie picases, not materially
fferent from tliat in wlicl tliey are usually employed, to

*T* b. reported in the. Ontario Law Reports.


