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Dicest or Enonisn Reports.

into his vendor’'s title, is affected with notice of
what appears on it, applies to a tenant from
year to year, and that E. shounld be enjoined
from using the premises as a beer-shop.  Semble,
that, if D, bad told E. that there was no res-
triction on the premises, the covenant could
not have been enforced in equity against E.—
Wilson v. Hart, Law Rep. 1 Ch. 463
See Insuxcrion; Powrr, 1.

Leeacy.—See Powrr, 2; Vestep Isterest, 2, 3 ;
Wit

Leeatee.—See WiLL,

Lesirmuacy.—See Descest, 1; Lecacy, 9.

LiBEL.

Proceedings held in gaol before a registrar,
in bankruptcy, on the examination of a debtor
in custody, are judicial, and in a public court;
and a fair report of them is protected, though
they reflect on a third person.— Ryalls v. Leader,
Law Rep. 1 Ex. 296.

See INTERROGATORIES, 2.

Licesxse.—See JurispIcTION, 2.
Liut.

1. A bill for an injunction to restrain the
crection of a building as obstructing the plaiu-
tifi’s light will be dismissed, unless the plaintiff
shows that he will sustain material damage;
but it will be dismissed without prejudice to
an action at law.—ZRobson v. Wiittinghar, Law
Rep. 1 Ch. 442.

2. An injunction will be granted to restrain
abstructions of light and air, in town or country,
where there is such interference with comforts
and carrying on business, that substantial
damages would be given at law: and it is no
defence that as much light remains as other
persons find sufficient for the same purposes,
or that the plaintiffs might make larger win.
dows, orthat they have put up Venetian blinds,
or that their premises are not good for the
purpose for which they are used, or that the
defendant offers to use glazed tiles ; and, in de
ciding whether sufficient damage is proved to
swstain an injunction, the court is not bound by
the finding of an appeal court on like facts ns
it would be bound by & decision on a point of
law.—Dent v. Auction Mart Co., Law Rep. 2
Eq. 238.

3. If half of the sky area, which has been
previously open to s certain window of a town
house, used by the plaintiff as a shop, is shut
out by the defendant’s new building, and the
pluintiff is obliged, in consequence, to remove
his workmen (o another part of the house, he
is entitled to relief; and, if 2 mandatory injunc-
tion is not prayed, an inquiry will be directed

as to theamount of damage.— Martinv, Headon,
Law Rep. 2 Eq. 425, -
LinTatioNs, STATUTE OF,

A letter by a debtor to kis creditor, written
before the debt was barred by the Statute of
Limitations, and saying, “I will try to pay
you a little at a time, if you will let me. Iam
sure that T am anxious to get out of your debt.
I will endeavour to send you alittle next week,”
held (by Braxwerr and Caavrers, BB, Mar-
T1x, B., dissenting), asufficient acknowledgment
within 9 Geo. IV. c. 14, sec. 1, to take the case
out of the statute.—Zee v. Wilmot, Law Rep. 1
Ex. 364.

See Apministration, 2; CoNTRIBUTURY, 7

Wiwy, 12,

Marr1ace.—See Descexe; Lecacy, 9.

Marriep WomaN.—See Huspaxp axp WirE; Sera
RATE ESTATE,

Mars#aLLING OF ASSETS.

A mortgagee who is made exceutor and
legatee of his mortgagor isnot bound to satisfy
the mortgage out of the first sufficient sum of
personal assets that comes to his hands; for, if
he were, he could come against the real estate
to the extent to which his legacy remained un-

satisfied. — Binns v. Nichols, Law Rep. % Eq.
256.

MasTeR AND SERVANT.

A. hired Indians, the heads of gangs of
laborers, to clear his lands of brush-wood, at a
Jjob price to be paid their gangs. Through the
negligence of the persoas employed, sparks
a fire on A’s land set fire to a neighboring
house of B. A. interfered with the work, and
directed the Indians where to work. ZHeld, that
A. was a “Commeitant,” and the laborers® Pré-
posés,” within the meaning of the Code Civil of
Mauritius ; and that A. wasliable to B. for the
damage caused.—Sérandat v. Siisse, Law Rep.
1P, C.152.

Sece CorroratioN, 3; EuBEzzLEMENT ; NEGLI-

GEXCE, 4.

Mixgs.—=See Compaxy, 4; Insuscrion; Power, 1;
‘Warercourse, 1.

MiSREPRESENTATION. — See CorroraTioN, 4, 5;
Damages, 1; Preapixg, 2; VENDOR AND
PURCHASER, 8.

Mistaxe,—See Wi, 1.

MorTaAGE.—See INsurancE, 1; MarsmarLING oF
Assers ; ProbuctioN or DocuMENTS, 1.

Necessartes.—See HusBanp axp Wrre,

NEGLIGENCE.

1. If one would be liable for injury occasioned
by a cause of mischief, of whose existence he
has knowledge, he will be equally liable, if he
ig nogligently ignorant of its existence.—Merscy
Docks Trustees v. Gibbs, Law Rep. 1 H. L. 93.



