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TRADE UNION--WRONGFUL EXPULSION 0P MEMBER-ACTION TO
ICESTRAIN UNLAWFUL EXPULSION-TRADE UINION ACT, 1871

34-35 VICT. C. 91), S. 4-(R.S.C. c. 125, S. 4).

LuLy v. Warwickshire M1incrs' Association (1912), 2 Cli.
371. This was an action to restrain the defe'ndants, a tradje
union, froin expelling the plaintiff, a xneiber thereof. The
action was defended on the ground that the union was an un-
lawful association within the meaning of certain English stat-
utes flot in force in Canada and therefore not necessary to bu~
mentioned here, except tu say that Neville, J., held that thie
defendants did flot corne within those aets, and as the rules of
the defendant association did flot authorize the (lefendants to
exçpel the plaintiff as they proposed, he held the plaintiff en-
titled to the injunction praycd. This kind of action, it mkty bo
observed, is flot excluded from the jurisdiction of the court

*under R.S.C. c. 125, s. 4.

LEASEUIOLD-VENDOR AND PURSIIASER-OPEN CONTIRACT TO SELId
-PURCHASER TO ASSUME COVENANTrý3 0F LEASE-SUBSISTING

BRE.XCIIES 0FL ý%E' COVENANTs-LIA3ILITY 0F PURCHASE

0F LEASEIIOLD.

In re Taiinton Building Society and. Roberts (1912), 2 Cli.
381. This wvas an application under tlie Vendors and Pur-
ehasers Act. Roberts entered into a contract to buy froi the
Trauntonl Building Society certain leasehold property which 'vas
sold subjeet to the covenants and conditions contained in the
lease and to the rent thereby reserved, and the purchaser -%as
to indetnnify the vendors against the, rent and covenants. At
the tirne the contract wvas entered into there were eontinuing
breaches of the lessees' covenants to repair and paint (which
ivere not usual covenanits) in respect of whiech the lessors were
threatening proceedings, but neither the vendors nor purchaser
knew ir had notice of the breaches, and the purchaser did flot
know the nature of the covenants. Parker, J., who tf'ied thie
action held that the contract of sale only nicant that the pur-
chaser should take an assignrnent of the lease subjeet to the rent
and covenants, and indernnify the vendors against payrnent of


