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Notes on Exobangs and Legal Sorap Bolk.
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t. ~ L\ni i '~ I >Ht~O i .\li~s. Anallusilng case appeared s.oIfle timie ago
iii unie of tt' L. Cou rts. I t was at dispute betweeni two persons a bout a wall.
The plai it if coinpiailned t bat tha e If'eiidauLtis Nvail eh[strtietedl the lig lit to wh mli
he hiat a right. I'feîîdint cleieud the charge. The nost aniusing part of the
case. howcver, wias whleii the' coniplainatit handed the judge soine photo-
grah of the b)Islltritîî \v'all. and tht' juîdge observed that it \vas evident
froin thein th'.;It t1i cewllturtainlv did obstruct the lighit and wvas appar-
enitl.v of* minucessarY heiglît and sizc. Thon tip rose the counsel for the
defeindant, and with a sîîil]e liaîîded the Ieariied judge bis photograph of thop
saie wall. Ilu tlie first set of plîotographs the wali was of immense size. tower-
ing abovt' aIl thc \vinds :iii the second, hoeeit was of liliptitian dimensions,
a Illost insignilit dhing, tunworý'iy of any dispute. Now tbese different effects
eau ill be brouglit about by tisîng leuses of different angles, that is ta say, lenses
wluîclîI colct or throw\\ a more or less amnount of view on a plate of given dinien-
sion. A\ \vide antgle leas is mne that includes a lot of view in a pioture ; and as
the ageis a long wvav dfiffereiît to that of the humit eye, the picture in noa way
giv'es a correc't r4î'resuitatioiî of the sceie. Reaciers sRoLuld beware of lOuse
agents phiotographis of the' hotises and propertx' thev have for digposal. They
are nearix' ail taken \vitlx a \vide angle lens. \Vitbi such an instrument it is possi-
bite ta inaku ti sinaîl I oîcloî hack gardeiî reserrible a large open park. The reason
is that it causeus ail djec-çts ilcar at handl to apptar iarge. and thoso a littie distance.

atot rucet le far a a\ii t ho backgrou nd. -Ln nlil- Liis.

CONsTRClTIVE EVICTION.-An unusual but suécessful defence to an action by
a landiord for rent myas raised in the recent case of Duif v. Hart in the New York
Court of Cortmnon Pleas. Lt appears that the plaintiff had leased ta the defendant
thc uipper portion of a. building with the restriction that he should use it only for
the purposes of a florist's establishmecnt. Subsequently lie leased the portion of
the premises benvathi the defendants for a lautidrv. As soon as the latter corn-
mienoed operations, the defendant, before his lease liad expired, vacated his
preonises, %v1ihcreu1pou the mi tdiord 1brought the present action. The defendant
resisteod olu the grotnd that lie had been uvicted by bis lessor, in that the main-
ienauicv and opeî'ation of the lawudry rendered his promnises untenantable,

ancldef'atd teirhenticialuse Th jurv found for the defendant, and, on an
a -ppeal front thie jt udgmeint. entered on the hindings, the court lield, that the cir-
olmustanccs constituted constructive eviction, for, by' the operation of the laundry.
the' defendant \vas t'fféctîally duprive'd of the use of the prerniSes leased ta him.
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