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ORDER POUI PAYMENT OP COTS 0P MOTION-ACTION TO RECOVER
COSTS PAYABLE I'NDER ORDER.

Seldon v. WVilde (1910) 2 K.B. 9. This was an action broughit
to recover a suii payable for costs under an order of court. The
defendant coxîtended that the stateient of claini shewed no
cause of action, and was an abuse of 'the process of the court.
The order ivas made in the Chancery Division on a motion to
commit the defendant for flot delivering his bill of costs as ti
solicitor, and it was contended that the order was equivalent te.
a deeree in Chaneery on which no action would lie, because no
promise can be implied at comnnon law to pay an equitable delt.
But Darling, J., hie',. that the saine order would be miade at lav
in the likte circumstances, and there was therefore no ground
for calling it a mere "equitable debt"; and the contention tha,
the order wvas of a criminal nature wus held to be equally unten-
able, and lie lield that the action was maintainahie, and gave

(d:nt for the plaintiff.

LANDLORD AND TENANT-COVENANT NOT TO SUBLET-RE-ENTRY FOR
BRUACII 0P COVENANT-BREACH- OP COVENANT-SURPPNDER-
ACCEPTANCE 0P SL'RRENDEP IN IGNORANCE 0P BREACH1 OP C0V-
ENANT-RELTTIN<, BY LEssoR--ENTRY BY NEW TENANT-
RIGHIT 0P SUB-LESSEE.

Parker v. Joitcs (1910) 2 K.B. 32 is a curious case on the
law of landiord and tenant. Qne Smith let to, 1arner a l)areel
of land the lease containing a covenant hy Hlarner not to, stil-let
without leave ivith a. proviso for re.entry by Smnith in case lie
committed a breach of the covenant. 17nknown to Smith, Mir-
ner in breach of his covenant, suh-let to 'le plaintiff Parker, and
thereafter Ramner surrendered bis lease te Smith whio acceptedl
the surrender stili in ignorance of tlie breach of covenant. After
the surrender Smnith re-let thc preiniseq to the defendant Jolies,

4 who flnding Parlcer's cattle (in the prenîises turned thein ott
and took possension under his lease, and Parker thereupon

~ N. brought the present action to recover possession and also dam-
ages for trespass. lte Pase wvas tried in a County Court and


