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DIGEST OS' ExaLirsu LAw REPORTS.

tracter to ecear the wuter tflitc satisfaction of
tbe inspector of nuisances. Afterivards, au
order u as miade on hlmi to abate tbe nsuisance.
The whole of the nsud was cleared out, under
fbe contract, part before and part after tie
date of the oî'der. ld (1), thaf the landiord
was îîot, under lis agree meut to repair, bound
f0 eleanse flue wafer; (2) tlîat nio charge ou the
premises, lu respect to any part of fbe wvork
doue, bcd been created by fihe proceedings
under tise Nuisances Removal Act-Bird v.
Bisses, Law Rcp. 3 Ex. 2e5,

4. lIs a lease, thîe lessee covenanted not to
assigo witbout liceose, and the lessor covenauf-
ed iof te withhold his license unreasonably or
vcxatiously. The lessee coutracted f0 assigu

bis lease f0 fthe plaintiff, Ilsubjeet to the land-
lord's approvai." The lessor refused f0 give
lus license, Dot from auy objection f0 the pro-
posed assignee, but beccuse hie wisbcd to buy
up thle lease for the purpose of rebuilding.
Thei les ce, baviuîg faiied t0 obtain flue lieuse,
surrendered the lease f0 tie lessor for thie saine
price for wbich he lied agrced e ith tise plain-
tiff. Iu a bill by thbe plaintiff cgciust hessor
and iessee for specifie performance of the cou-
tract to assigu ieid, tlîct flic lessee wcs usot
bound f0 taLe legai 1 iroceedings f0 oblige the
loasor to gis e lus liceose, and tîjat, having used
cli reaisonable efforts to induce tise lessor f0

consent, bu ec ua t liberfy f0 consider tise con-
tract cf an end, aîîd to mnake bis owu ternis

with the lessor. Wbiether the les8or's refusai
wcs unrreasonable or vexations, qucr.-Leh-
magoi v. JfcArtuur, Law Rep. 3 Ch. 496.
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LicpESE56 LA"nI)Oan AND TE:NANT. 4.
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MAREsACE SETTI.EMENT.

A marriage settiement cosstciued a covenant

to settie on tbe trusts of tise settiemeuf ahi the
estatewhich the wife was, gf the date of tbe
settiern ent, or sbould duriug tbe coverture be-
come, seised or possessed of, or entitled te cf
iaw or in eruuity. At fise time of fihe deed, and
during fbo whole timie of the coi erture, the
wife was entitled f0 an estatfe tail un remnainder
affer otber estates tal. ld, that if wcs not
witiîin the covencuf.-Deï,ing v. -yssosc, Law

iRep. 6 Eq. 210.
'See POWsa,, 2.

MAauIEîu WOMAi-Soe IUSBA",ND AND Wus's.

MASTrR-&Se FEJOT, 2; Suas', 2, 3
MASTER Av,» SsaVAvN''.

Tise defendant was engaged iu coustructing
a sewcr,, and ci-hploj'ed msen, with horses and
cai'ts. The men were allowed an hour for
dioner, but wcre direcfed not to go brnie or
te leave their horses. One of flic men, how-
ever, went homne, about a quarter of a mils out
of the direct liue of bis worle, to dinner. and
leff lus hsorse uoattended in thie street before
bis door. The hsorse rau away, and iujured the
piaintiff's feuce, id , that fie jury were
justifled in fiuding thaf the mau was actiug
within tie scope of bis emaploymeuf.- Wkatia
v. Pearsons, Law Rep. 3 C. P. 422.

MISR-RPEESENTATION.

It is uot sufficieut, in a bill praying to bc
relieved from a contract for sbares in a com-
pany ou tbe grouud of its beiog iuduccd by
misrepreseiitction in a prospectus, to allege
geueraiiy fliat the prospectus coutained faise
statements, by whieh the plaintiff was deceived
and drawn into tlie contract; but the precise
misrepreseutction nst be distiucfly stated,
and also that it formcd a material inducement
toflich plaintiff to faim shares. -IIsllouies v.
Iirnie, Law Rep. 3 Ch. 467.
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NEXT Or KîN.
A testator gave a Iegacy to A for Lieo, aud,

iu default uf issue, to "b er nexf of Ma in blood,
as if sie bcd died ussmarricd." A, died witb-
out issue. lid, tbat tbe ouly surviviîîg sister
of A was eutitled f0 fthe legacy, in exclusion
of chuldreu of deceased brothers and sisters;
for that the words, "las if she bad dicd unuInar.
ried," did nof point to tbe mode of distribution
iu cases of intestary, and tbst, ths'refore, Il net
of kin." Dieant aearest relations, and not per-

sons eutitled as uexf of kmn ondes' the Statute
of Distributions.-leltos v. Pester, Law IRep.
3 C. 505.
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PAETîES-See JIUSBAND AND WIFR, 3: WAY, 2.

P XERTx,5itiip.

Tbe plaintiff, beig entifled f0 a fond iu
court, gave the firm of solicitors w ho bcd acted


