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.and chapel, MOI tgagecl the property for 1,40(g.
te Messrs. Nixon & Few, vho in January, 1864,
tranhferred the mortgage to the plaintiff. On
the tranafer Messrs Stuckley & Wriglo, aeted as
lolicitors of both parties; the plaintiff permitted
them to retain the deeds, and gave no iiotico of
the transfer to the mortgagoru. In Auguat 1864
the mortgagors, in ignorance of the transfer,pad the hole aum due on the mortgage to Stuck-loy & Wrigley, agents for Nixon & Few, who
acknovledged the payment by a deed the nature
of which vas falsely represented to theni. Mýean.-
vhile, Stuckley & Wrigley ooncealed these trans-
actions from, the plaintiff, and continued to payhim. intorest at the proper intervals, until the
end of 1867, whon Stuckley disappeared, and the
vhole fraud vas discoyered. The plaintiff nov
fled a bill of foroclosuro againat the mortgagors.SFor the dofendants it vas argued that the
plaintiff, flot having given notice, vas bound byany transactions between the mortgagors and
the original mortgagees, and that payment to
Stuckley & Wrigley operated as a Payment to
thein.

Tho Master of the Rolis held that the pay-mont to ituokley & Wrigley, and the acknow-
Iedgment under seal givon by Nixon & Few,eould flot affect the plaintiff and could only af-fect Nixon & Few by way of estoppel; and bislordship made the common foreclosure decree..Withingion v. Taie, English Rep., Nov. 24, 1868.

COVECNANT SOT TO BE "lCONCERNE» OR INTER-
ESBTE» IN" A TRADE -This vas a motion for aninjunction againat the defendant, Who had soldto the plaintiff the good viii and business of atailor'. trade, vhich ho had carried in HigliBolborn, the defendant covenanting upon set-tling the purchase flo% to Ilcarry on or be con-Oerned or interested in the business of a tailor"y
vWithin a ieèd distance from bis late place ofbusiness. The defendant bad recently taken anengagement as foreman (according to the plain-tiff) to bis nephov, vho carried on the sainetrade under the saine naine as that of the de-fendant, vithin the proscribed limita.

On a motion to restrain the breacli of theeovenant. it vas, on the part of the defendant,
donied that ho vas acting as foreman, and sub-mitted that bis hiring himmeif as a mere jour-Beyman tailor to a relation who haPPened tobear the saine naine vas no breach of tbe cove.nant, vhich only applied to the interest of aprincipal or partner in business.

Held, that every vorkman vas Ilinterestd ey inthe trade of bis master ; the defendant had theopportunity, and p,&Obably took advantage of it, ofvithdraving the plaintiff's customers, and indue-

ing thein to follov him ; ho had therefore brongbt
himself both vithin the spirit and the letter of
the covenant, and the injunction was granted
accordingly.-Newling v. Dobell, English Rep.,
Nov. 19, 1868.

CONTEIIPT 0F COURT - PLUBLISRIING IN NEWS-
PAPERs OF ÏMATTFRS CONNECTED WIvTI A 'PENDING
SUIT.-The solicitor for the defendant in this
suit had[ vritten nnonymously ini the Volunteer
Gazette, impeaching the novelty and usefulneas
of a cartridge, a patent for which the plaintiff
bias, and the validity of whicb is in question in
the suit. This vas a motion to commit tbe soli-
citor as haviug been guilty of contempt of court.
There vas also a motion ftgainst the editor of
the newspaper.

The Master of the Rolls made an order to
commit the solicitor, but directed that it should
not b. enforced for a fortnight, to ennbue him to
insert an apology in the 1Volunioer GseQte ; and
in case be did so, that it should flot be enforcod
at ail, except that lie w:ts to pay the cos's of the
motion. 11e refused to nike an order against
the editor, but did n't give hito costs.-Daw Y.
Eley, L. J. Notes, Dec. 18, 1868.

ACTION ON ADMINISTRATION BoND.-On an
application to stay proceelings on an adminis-
tration bond:

IIeld, 1. That no citation i8 necessary to com-
pel the delivery of an aocount hy an administra-
tor, or to make it npces8ary for an administrator
to collect and pay debts.

2. The want of a decree of distribution is an
answer by way of plea to a breach for flot dis-
tributing.

3. Full damages niay be recovered on breach
for flot adniinistering. Quoere, if the breacli
should show receipt and misappropriahion of
funds; but if declaration defective in that re-
spect, defendants should demur.

Stay of proceedings refused.-Neill.v. Xé-
Laugklin et ai., 5 LU. C. L. J., N. S., 18.

DEPAMATIONX - RUMOUR - JUSTIFICATION...To
an action for siander the defendant pleaded that
in speaking the words he IDeant, and vas under-
stood to mean, that there vas a rumour current
to the effect of tbe vords u4ed, and that such à
rumour was actually cairrent

Held, that the existence of tbe rumour vas no
justification, and that the plea vas bad.-Wat-
kia v. Hall, 6 W. R., 8.57.


