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a week. The evidenoe completely faileti to support any eh&
entitling the plaintiff to alimony. The. defendant was.uot gi
of cruelty causing danger or reasonable ground for aprleê
danger to the. plaintiff's person or healtii. It was clearly flot a ci
where alimony coulti legally b. granted. The. action should

dis-issd.The. plaintiff should have only sucii costs as are p
vided by Rule 388. William Proudfoot jun., for the. plaint
D. B. Goodman, for the. defendant.

ROS V. GAvIN-KEu.Y, J.-FEi3. 20.
Landiord and Tenat-TeuziU Conlinin to, Occupy Demiý

Premises after Expirij of Lease-Terma of Occupancij-Neiv Agr
ment for Lease--Claim for Arrears of Rei-Cluim for' Use a
Occupation of other Premise.--Findings of Fact of Trial Jwige
Dismussal of Latuilord's Action.-The plaintiff owned a store
Fort William, of whicii the. defendant was the occupant front I
until the. 14th April, 1919, as the plaintiff's tenant. On the. 14
November, 1912, the. plaintiff made, a written leas. to the
fendant for 5 years, beginning on the l5th April, 1913, at a ren
payable monthly, of 11,980 a year for the. It and 2ud yea
12,100 a year for tihe 3rd andi 4th years, andi 12,220 for the à
year. At the. end of that terrn the defendant continued to cu
theprm.e until the. 14th April, 1919. Tii. plaintiff, in~ j
pleading in thi, action, set up that, on the expiration of the S-ye
lea8e, the. defezidant continuei as a yearly tenant at a yeau
rental of 12,220; andi furtiier allegeti that in Deceniber, 191
lie andi the. defezidant entered into an agreement for a furti,
lease for 2 yearu from the. lSth April, 1919, at a yeurly reni
of $1,620; anti he claimeti: (1) a dectaration that a valiti lea
was e'itered into for the. furtiier terni of two years, or that t]
df@idant hati been, since the. ISth April, 1919, a yearly ten&
st a yearly rental of $2,220; (2) payment of $1,6.30 ai. rent
arrear uiider the. les.. of 'November, 1912; anti (3) $220 for u
andi occupation of another store for a perioti of Il monthB, Il
action was trieti without a juxry at Port Arthiur. KELLY, J.,a written judmet, .aid tlaat theiisues were inainly, if a,
altoetiur, isue.s of fact; and lie had i o difficulty in finding ti

esnilfacts in the. défqndant's favour. After a review o! t]eiech. founti that the. plaintiff hati failed to establlih a
of lii dIaims. Action dismie4 witii coots. R. J. Byrnes, fq
the plaintiff. W. A. I)o*ler, K.C., for the. defendant.


