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DIGEST OP 1ENOrY1sI REPORTS.

into bis vendor's title, is affected with noticp of
wIat appears on it, applies to a tenant froin
yeat to yeai', and that, E. Shoul1d be eîîjoilied
fromu using the prernises as a beer-gliop. Semable,
tluit, if D. lbcd told E. that there was nio res-
triction on the prernises, thie covenant could
not biave been, enforced ini equity tigcainst E.-
Vison v. Ilart, Lawv Rep. 1 Ch. 463.
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LIIIEL.

rutedinga Iield in gaol before a registrar,
iii bankruptcy, on the examination etf a debtor
in costody, are judicial, and in a public court;
and a fair report of theni i8 protected, thiotigh
thiey reflect on a tbird persozi.-?yalls v. Leader,
Law R"ep. i Ex. 296.

See INTERRoOTORIEs, 2

IACENS.-SCe JURISDICTIOS, 2.

LIGHT.
1. A bill for an injunctioni to restrain the

crection of a building as obstructing the plain-
tifi"s Iigbt wviil be disinissed, unless the plaintiff
shiows tbat hie will sustain inaterial damnage;
buit it wvill bc disrnisscd withotit prejudice to
an action nt Iaw.-lobson v. Wldt!bîghian, Law
Rejp. 1 Ch. 442.

2. An injonction will be graîîted to restrain
obtructiins of liglit and air, in town or country,
wbiere tlc're is such interférence ý%vith cornfort'
and carrying on business, that substantia'
damnages would be given at law: and it is no
defence that as iritch lighit rernains as other
persons find sufficient for the sanie purposes,
or thiat the plaintiffs migrht make largrer win-
dows, or that they have put Up Venetian blinds,
or tiiet their premises are flot good for thc
pîîrpose for wlîich they are used, or that the
defandant offers; to use glazed tules ; and, ifl (le
ciding whether sufficient; darnage is proved to
sstiý-n an injunction, the court is not bound by
the finding nf an appeni court on like facta as
it would be bouud by a decision on a point of
.law.-Dcnt v. Auction Mlart C'o., Law Rep. 2

Eq. 238.
3. If hait' of thc sky area, whieh lias licen

previouisly open to a certain window of a town
hiolse, used by the plaintiff as a shop, is shut
out by the defcndant's new building, and the
phaintiff is obliged, in consequence, to remove
lais workmen to another part of the house, lie
is entitled to relicf ; and, if a rnandatory injunc.
tion is not praycd, an inquiry will bie directed

as to the amloulit ofduag. Martiji V. Milcdon,
Lawv Rep. 2 l-q. .

LITA'rîONS, S,-TATI:Tý (IF
A letter by a debtor to. his credtitor, wvritten

bef<re the delit iras bnrred by thoe Statute of'
Limitations, and savinz, " 1 will try to pay.

.)oîî a hittie nt a tirne, if youi will ]et mie. I arn
sure tbat; 1 arn anxious to get out of your delit'.
I wil endeavour to sead yon a little next weel,,"
held (by BuAMWELL and CHANr-ELL, B.B., MAL~-
TiN, B., dis&entisýq), asofficient acknowiedgrnt
'within 9 Geo. IV. c. 14, sec. 1, to take the case
out of the statute.-Lee v. Wilmot, Law Rep. I
Ex. 364.
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RATE ESTATE.
MARSIZALLI.NO oF ASSETS.

A înortgagee who is made executor and
legatee of bis niortgiagor is not bonnd to satisfy
the rnortgage out of the first auficient sumn of
personal assets that cornes to bis bands; for, if
bc wvere, lie could corne against the real estate

to the extent to which bis legacy rernained un-
satisfied. - Binns v. 3îicliols, Law Rep. 9, Eq.
256.

MASTEILP AND SERLVANT.
A. hired Indians, the beads of gangs of

laborers, to clear his lands of brush-wood, at a
job price to be paid their gangs. Through the
negligence of the persoas ernployed, sparL
a fire on A.'s land set lire to a neighborin-
bouse of B. A. intcrfcred with thc work, and
directed the Indians whiere to work. Hcld, that
A. -%vas a 1'Co7nnttant," and Lhe laborers«" Pré-
posés," withia thc nieanin- of the Code CVvil of
Mauritius ; and that A. was liable to B. for the
damnage caused.-Sérandat v. &isse, Law Rap.
1 P. C. 152.

S'ce CORPOATION, 3; EMBEZZL EENT; NEGx.s-
GEcEriý, 4.

Mi.,Es.-&c CoiurAsv, 4; INJUNcTION; POWER, 1;
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MISPLEPRESENTATIOn. - See CORx'oRATxo-, 4, 5;
DAMAGES, 1 ; PLEADING, '2; VENDOR ANLD
PUR.cIlA5E:R, 8.

MISTAXE.-See WILL, 1.
MOaROAciE.-,See INSILANCE, 1 ; MARSIIALLINGOPo

Assarrs; PRoDucriox oie PoCUiENTS, 1.

NEcEssAtE.-Bee HvsBA-.z à- Wwx.

NEoxinoENcE.

1. if one wonld beliable for injury occasioned
by a cause of Inischief, of whose existence lie
has knowledge, lie -will lie equally liable, if lie

is n-agigently ignorant of its exi8tence.-Merscy

Docks Trustées v. Gibbs, Law Rep. 1 B. L 9a.

June, 1867.1


