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LANDIORD AND TENANT.

i. An agreemeit for the sale of a bouse by

S. to E. providcd, that, inasmucli as E. was to
be let int imimediate possession, E. Iladmits

hiniseif to be a tenant froni week to weak to

S." of tlic premises agreed teesoid, at acer-

tain weokiy rosît. ld, that this ecated the

relation of landiord and tenant between S. and

E., with right to distrain.- Yeormen v. Eldison.,
Law Riep. 2 C. P. 681.

2. The defendant demiscd prernises to tlie

plaintiff. and covenanted thet the piaintiff

sbould occupy during tise terni, without any

interruption frorn the defeodent or those law-

fully claimning under hlim. The plaintiff erected

a conservatory on the land. Afterwards, a
person claiming ioder tlie defondant brouglit

an action of trespass against the plaintiff, wlrn

notified the defendant. The dofeodant paid nu

attention to the notice, and tisa plaintifi de-

fended the action. A verdict sves found against

hini, and lie lied to psy damages and costs.

Jn an action against the defendaot for broacli

of the covenant, held, (1) that the plaintiff could

recover compensation for his expeoises in build-

ing the conservatory; (2) (Chanoali and Pigott,
B. B., doubting) that ho could recover the

damages and cuits lie lia paid, and aiso lis

expanses in defcnding tise actioii.-Rolp v.

Crou.1t, Law Rep. 3 Ex. 44.

3. lIusband and wife seized in fac in riglit cf

the wife, in April, 1860, by indoture dcmused

iand to C. for seven years, and C., and the de-

fondant as bis suroty, covenanted to pay root

during the terni. The deed 'sas executed by
ail tihe parties ; but the wvife did not aelknow-
ledge it, as provided by statuts, The lessee
entared and occripied tili August, 1866, wlien

hoe left. The liîsbaud died in Jaruary,186
and tise wife in January, 1867. 'thie wife's ex-

ecotors sucd tica defeodant on the covenant to

recovar rent due in June, 1866. lid, tisat the

contract must hoe talzon to bave been for a terni
for seven years, termunable, et tihe option of

tlic wife, after tise dcath of the husaed; and

that, as the wifé lied allowed the lessce to re-

tain possession, the foars wes subsisting up to
hier dealli, and the plaintiffs could rocovr.-

'bler v. 81Sltr, Law Rap. 3 Q. B. 42.

E ASF.

TIhe plaintif iseld landi under a lease, wbicli

it wes donhîfîsi svotlser lie lied a riglit te bave

rencesvd in 1883. A reilwey ccmpaoy teck

the lansd, peyissg the priesoef bis prasant terni,
and agrooing to pay hlmn a further amounit (te,
be scttied by arbitretion) in case lie sliculd

buhitautiate bis rigist te a ronewal. Thli coni-
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pany afterwerds bougbt the reversion in foc.

The plaintiff fileS e bill against tise cornpany,
praying a deciaration cf bisi riglit to a rooewal

anS payanient accordingiy. Hdcd, tiset the bill
ivas maintainabie. - Bogg v. Midlssnd Rilwdîay

Co., Law Rep. 4 Eq. 310.

See LANPLRDcî AND TENANT; WILa, 8.

LaoAcy.

1. Jo Jonc, 1865, a dividend on certain sharas

bolS by tia tostetrix was doclared, payabhic in

July, 1863, and Jassuary, 1866. Testatrix diad
in iDcember, 1865. Hfeld, that the Jaauary

dis idend formeS part cf tise corpus of lier ostate,
anS did oct pais rider a boquait cf the annuel

bîscoin ocf suds estate.-)e Cencdr-e v. Kent, Law
Rop. 4 Eq. 283.

2. A testatrix, beving a power te, appoint
prcporty asicli was tica îisject cf litigaton,

appointeS it te, A. "on trust, tint, so seoin os

proccedinigi in lew and equity shall ha torci-
natad, and tisa saine shall corne into bis posses-

sien, that tison ho shall pay" certain lagacias,
Ianti as to tise residue on otiser trniss" ld,
that tise legacies did ot carry intareît tili the
litigaticîs endoS, whels was isot tili eiglbteon.
yoars aftar the death cf tia testatrix.-Lord v.

Lord, Law Rap. 2 Ch. 78.
3. A testetcr cbarged the shere cf a reîi-

Suary legatec with money duce te bum fromn the

legetoe o the securbty of a bond, sud ail inte

rost tisoreon. The doht and interaît exceodod

tbe penalty. lleld, tbat oîly the ameunit cf tise
penalty coold bie daducted frcni tise shar.-
2ufatlïeirs v. Keble, 4 Eq. 467.

4. A tostator gave £2,000 lis trust for A. for
life, reander to lber bidran; and, if ibm died
witbout issue, tison "lte the esext personal re-
presontaives" cf A. A. died witbout issue,
iasving o busbaod. a brother, e sister, and tlic
chulS of e Saceasad sistor. JIeld, that Il noxt
parîdual roprosantetivas" did net nican "avec-
utor or administrator," ner did it mna n oxt

of kmn according te the Statute of iDistribu-
tions," but tisat it rmant Isearaît of kmi," and
that tiserefore tbe brother and itor were enti-
bled as joint tenants.-Stockade v. Nicholson,
Law Rip. 4 Eq. 359.

See Ansororcox; AeMls'rRÂTroN, 1, 4;
eRrvY; Devise ; PERPETUITY; 'TRUsST, 3
VE5TED INTELcE5T, 2; WILL, 5.

LicE-esE.

A. was liccnscd to soul bear nct te ho drunhe
on tbe promises; A.'s servent isanded beer in a
mug cf A.'s tbrongh an open window in A.'s
premusca tu a persou wliu, after paying for it,
dreoli it immediateiy, standing on the higbway,
close te tbe windoxv. Heid, that A. cotshd net
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