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ment of the rani. The rent wss refused by
plainti, sud it wss paid into court. RHeft,
that there was a forfeiture ndar the proviso
not to shlow an suetion sale, notwitbstandiug
C.'s assigument of bis property; sud thai the
dlaim. ot brLach for nnn-payment off rent accru-
ing subsequently, difi not amount to a waiver
of sncb forfaiture.-lTolcmos v. PortMery et al.,
t. Rl. 7 Q. B3. (Ex. Ch.) 344.

2. Statute off 4 Aune, ch. 15, § 10, protacts
tenants ini respect off paymeuts of rent made
before notice off ssigumeut off the revarsion.
L. demised premnises to dafendaut for byve yesrs
ffrom July, 1864, at a rani of £55 par snnum,
payable quarterly; but paid down £170 as ad-
vance rent. L. subsequently morigagad the
remises to plaintif. Afiervards B., claiming
under a prier niorigage, cooîrenccd an action
off ecatînenl ngainst defendant, but sbandoned
it. lVberenpon plaintifls attornay wrote to
dafendant, saying that B. bsd sbanidoned bis
suit, sud denmnding the rent than dlue, Reid,
chat lu spit' of the udvance ou acouni of peut,
the defendant was liaible to plaintiff frein the
Urne of denand, which, onder the circuin-
stances, wss suffleet notice under tbe statule.
-ook v. Guerre, 14. E. 7 C. P. 132.

3. Defeudani in a conveyunce to bbinselff in
fe covenan1 ed for bimef sud bis assigus, tbat
the premilsas ebonld not ha usi'd for a beer-
sbnp. IIa snbsaqnenily leased tbe premises,
sud lessea covenianted not in carry on certain
callings, not inclnding chai off 'eliing beer, sud
defeudani made s covenant for quiet eujoy-
ment. Plaintiff, as assiguor off ibis lease,
opened a bear-;hop on the praînisas, sud deflen-
dant's verndor got un injunciion from the chan-
cary court in restrain him fromn cnrrying on
tbe trade off selliug b.c1,r. In an action ou tbe
express or iuiplicd covenants lu defendaui's
lase, lîeld, chat the covenaut for quiet enjoy-
ment did not guarantee to tbe tenant thai; be
might use the prernises for sny purpose nit
mentioned lu the restriction lu ibe leasse.-
Beiet v. At/sertes, L. R. 7 Q. B. (Ex. Ch.)
816.

4. Plaintiff being an ontgoing tenant, sgreed
wiih tbe incoming tenant for tbe value off cer
tain tbings to be lefi on tbe place. ht was tbe
enstina lu sncb cases for tbe outgoing tenant
sud tbe landiord to make sncb su urranoaementý
the latter taking sud psying for tba, things.
Thse laudiord informed the incoming tenant
tbat rani was due ffrom tbe ontgoing tenant,
sud requestefi the former to psy tbe amont off
valuation te hlm, the landiord, as wss doue.
lu su sction by the outgoing tenant to recover

tbat amount from, tbe incoming tenant, leeld,
that ibare must be rionsuit. -Straoffrd v. GardZ
ner, L. R. 7 C. j>. 242.
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LEA5E.-S'ee BAKKRýUPTcT, 8; LANnT.oaD AND TEN-
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LEeAcv.
1. Testator lafi two codicils. lu tbe birst ha

gave certain legacies, to eali off bis servants a
yesr's wsges, sud to D). W. £2,0)00. Iu thse
second ba gave a less soin to tbree off thse legs..
tees namnefin the firsi codiail, s yaar's avages
" litarally iutarpratad ' to eacb off bis servants,
£2,000 to s new lagatea, MI' E., sud D. W. ws
sot meutioned. lu othar respects tbe two
codiels were silike. A latter from testator's
solicitor wss offered at tbe probate, advising
tbe testator tt, copy tbe firsi codicil. l,
that tbe legacies were cumulative, sud tbe lat-
ter inadmissible.- Wilsen v. O'Leery, L4. R. 7
Ch. 448.

2, Tastator iter io direeied bis trustees to
pay £100 to bis wife yaarly durîng bar life, s0
long as she snd bis son E. sbould live togaiber,
" bot if tbay sboold cease to raside together,"
paymont to cesse. Thse widow sud son lived
togetbar until bis dab. -lelZ, ibat tbe psy-
ment did noi case ai bis daath -'utlffe v.
Richaordson, L. R. 18 Eq. 606.

8. A testator gava power to bis trustees to
sali real sud persoual asiate, if tbey sbould
thinli fit, sud oui off ibe residue off bis ra
sud personal1 asiate to psy certain legacias.

l, ibai froin tba four corners off tise will, it
iras s case for tbe payment off lagacies oui of
botb real sud personal pro rate.-Allen. v.
Clt, L4. R. 7 Cb. 452.
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IETTVMS- PATENT.,

1. An Amariesu patented bis invention in
Amerlos, France, sud Eugland lu tbe saine
yesr. The patent bafi mun outin France, sud
ras naarly outin Amenia. Ne/J, ihat ht ias

nit pnlicy to ranewit inl Eugland.-In re
W/ueu's Patent, L4. R. 4 P. C. 98.

2. Ou an applicatin for an extension thse
judiciary committea raquirad an intelligible
statanseni off previons profits and losses on thse
patent to be biled, sud witbont suais statement
refused co prolong the patent. Cosîs ware
awarded tbe bons fie opponants off tbe petition
in tbe lnmp.-In as lVisld's Patent, 4 P. C. 89.


