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that the conipany would -not execute a policy'Fisher v. Live:rpoolilMarinte Im.urancc Co., L.
R. 8 Q. B. 409.

INTERTEs.-.See LEGACY, 1, 2.

JiMURnCTION.
A ship-ownr at Hamnhburg agrcýed to sell a

Vessel to H.. ;in Englishmnan, resident and
domiciled at l naxuburg, i1 ossesaion to ho given
u-pon the doelivu'vy of tiue cargo after arrivai
from the vopige in wblui the vessol wvas then
engaged, aitl deoinctions to be made for
damnage abovv %vear aud tear. The master of
the vessel, w!i \vas anthorized to conmlote
the sale, arriixý in England and discharged
his cargo, bit rettUSel cto thore deliver the
Vessel to H. unlolss pail t lie fuil prie, and re-
fused to allow a snrvev to enaldle H. to as-
certain what lainage the vessol ight ha-,ve
8listained. Il. filed a bill for sp-ihic î,e-
forniance, ai for restriiinig the vossel froi
leaving port, iid servori a -o"of theO bill
upon said nî'-ý,or. IJ'ld. tilat the service was
suflicient, and tht:t the vouit had jurisdiction,
and wvoulç1ît'j the vessul froîn rernoviiîg
froin said pdït. I iU(ti0fl graiîted.-lien

v.Ier,?iy.ig L. [h. 8 Ch. 860.
See AuBILATî:'roN, 1.

JTJR.-&C (JONTi{ACT, 5.
142'DLOsW AND) TENANT.

The defetcliut, lctore leasiing ani u.tate,
prox-ised 13. that lie would hi dowiî the
gaie upont thoeostate, iiid would iîot lot the
game during thie liase. B. took the leasec, lait
the lessor tIiern lot the gaine, axl did not kili
it down. lB.,s crolps were in coiisequeilee
damnaged by the gaine. B. also lost shieeli,
Which were p)oisoioed by browsiuîg up)on yew-
trees, the branchbes of mhich extonjde.d over
the lessor's fonc so as to be witlini reach,
and other sheep, I)y thoir feeding iipoii yo-
tree clippings, thrown by the sorga-
elier upon 13.'s land ;he also lost cattie by
their gettingr at yew-trees upon the lessor's
land by reaýson of the insufficient fence upon
the lessor's laid. After this the lessor (lied.
-11eld, that B. soas ontitled to recover for the
dlainage to, bis crG aused by the delendant's
failure to keep) Iiis collateral agreement to kili
down the gaiqro- that lie could flot recover
for the loss of biis sheep, as for that injury B.
had onIv a i)u-rsiiial action, if any, which
(lied with the lessor, anii that lie could not
lecover for the los4 of the cattie, as there was
110 obligation umon the lessor to mnaiiîtain a
fetnce betweon his ani lis lessee's land.-2
£r8kine v. A anL. R.. 8 Ch. M5.

DEVISE, 5 ; LEGÂ;cT, 8.

The owner of a ten-year boase agreed in
'vlting to let tfie I)rop-erty to K., and not to
Rive hum noti-e to quit So long as ho paid the
l'eut wlien due1, bivin~ p1gIreviously vorbally
8«r(,ed to let the promises to K. for any tomI

OfYears not exo-diing his own. A railroad
?Onpany contriict-ýd t)> purchase K. 's interest
t the prerniss, which he described a.4 any

errI 1at tenant 1s option, but not beyond said
0OWner'a terin. The comnpany subsequefltY

denied that K. had proved titie as alleged.
lleld, tha1t K. liad an interest in said premises,
and was entitled to the purchase-money.-
-l'l re King's Leasehold Estates. Ex parte
effst of Londnt Railway Co., L. R. 16 Eq.
521.

See CHARGE ; LEx Loci.

[To be cantinued.]

RE VIE WS.

AN EPITOME 0F LEÂDINO Co-MMON LAW
CASES, WITH SOME SHORT NOTES
TIIEREON,, chiefly intended as a guide
t)) " )ith's Leading Cases." Second
e(*ltie1. l}y John Indermaur, Soli-
CiLor, ClfodsInn, and Prizeman
?- liai mas Term, 1872. London:
1 tPv(11s & Haynes, Bell Yard, Tem-
1le Bar.

Thiis is at once an abridgement of anct
index to "Sith's Leading Cases."

T1îo.,3c who have not time to st.udy the
unaide - edition will by the reading of

this brochture, acquire some knowledge of
the laj common law cases. Those
who have 1read the unabridged edition
miay by the reading of this brochure keep-
alive, if flot burnish, their knowledge.

The idlea of such a publication is a
g00ol Olie. The result has been that a
secolid edition has been called for in littie-
more than a year from the fi.rst edition..
Sonie of' the notes in this edition have
been efflarged, but only one principal.
case has been added, and that is Hadley
v. BUà11xei1ae, 9 Ex., 341, on the subjeot
of "I )amnages." iReference is made to
Lurniey -v. &'ye, 2 2 L. J., N. S., Q. B.,
463 ; Uury v. Thames Iron Workw Go.,
L. R., 3 Q. B., 186, and other well-known
cases.

The whole v:olume is only 80 pages.
The book is indeed multum in pvarvo,
and its utilitY is proved by its success.
A book like this is in truth léa labour-
savingc" machine," and in this age, when
time is, nioney, must be readily patron-
jzed by baurristers, solicitors and students-
at-law.
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