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GOoDisoN v. TowNsHWp op 3MoNAB.

Liave to appeat to Court of Appeal from order of Divisionol
Court-Question of «'general interest "-Tration engines on
highwayoe.

Motion by defendants for leave to appeal to the Court of
Appeal £rom an order of a Divisional Court affrxning the judg-
ment of A>~rNoi, J., at the trial. The action was for damnages te
a traction engine which broke through a bridge belonging to
the municipality. Judgrnent was given against, the township
for $750. The jndgment, it was eontended, involved the proper
construction of s. 10 of R.S.O. 1897, c. 242, respecting traction
engines on highways as amended by 3 Edw. VII. c. 7, s. 43, and
4 Edw. VII. o. 10, s. 60.

Held, the question is one of "general intercat" and affect%
ail municipalities in the province. It fairly cornes within clause
(g) of B. 76 of the Judicature Act, and the application should be
granted.

Bobinette, K.C ., for plaintiff. Douglas, K.C., for defendanta.

Pull Court.] FITZGERALD V. 13ARBEiR. [Oct. 19.

Landlord and tenani-Coveiiant by lessee not to sul'-let witho'ut
leav6-Breach-Ass,i)?te)it o! interest 'in lease-Right fo
renewal-Forfeitu.rf.

Appeal by defendant Loveless froin the judgxnent of brIi-
orrir, C.J., in favour of plaintiffs in an action for possession of
lùnd in City of London and for a declaration that defendants
are not entitled to a renewal lease. The Icase eontained the usual
covenant that the lessee would not assign or sub-lot without leave
'to any other person or pereons whornsoever," with the accom-

panying provision for re-entry for breacli or non-performance of


