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EAkSEMWEIT--LiGHT-DEROGATION FROM GRANT.

Pollard v. Gare (i 901> I Ch. 8- 1, should perhaps be noted not-
withstanding RS.O. c. 133, 8. 36. That section, it is truc, prevents
the acquisition thereafter of an casernent of light by prescription,
but does it prevent its acquisition by implied grant ? In this ciise
a land owner contracted te grant a lease of a vacant piecc qf land
when a house of a specified character sheuld be built thereon; and
accordingl\- a house wvas built and the lease granted, and it %'vas
held that if thereafter the lessor sells or lets adjoining lots, in the
absence cf evidence cf any reservation cf rights by the lessor, prý of
any building scheme, subject te which the first lessor acquired his
titie, the lessor cannot deregate froni his grant, se as te confer a
right on any subsequent purchaser or lessee te interfère with the
light cf the first lessee,

GON4TEMPT -INJUNCTION-CIRCtLARS TO PERSON4S IN SAbIE INTERES1T~WH

ING MATTER IN LITIGATION.

In re New Go/di Coast Co. (1901) i Ch. 86o, pending a motion
bya shareholder te remove a liquidator, he issued a circuilar te

other shareholders sctting forth the matters contained in his
affidavit, filed in support of his motion, and calling on then to
support his application. The liquidator thereupon moved to
restrain the L.hareholder fremi issuing the circulars, or in the alter-
native te commit him for centempt in having issued theni.
Cczens-H-ardy, J., refused the application, being of opinion that the
circular would in ne way prejudice the fair trial of the matter,
and was in ne way te be regarded as a conternpt of' Court.

MORTGAGE-CI-IdSE IN ACTION-MORTGAG.E OF IIIS NENEFICIAI. INEXST 1W

ONE OP~ SeVERAL TRUSiTEES-NOTICE--SUH3SEQUENT %IORTCAC:R NITII NOTICE

-PRIORITY.

Lloyd's Bank v. Pearson (î9oî) i Ch. 865, is a case which illus-
trates the importance of an assignee cf a chose ini action giv-ing
due notice cf his assigniment. In this case propcrty xvas vested
in three trustees upon trust te, seli and divide the procceds among
the cestui que trustent, one of whom was ane cf thc.- trustees.
This trustee mertgaged his beneficial interest in the trust estate to
one Greinger, who gave ne notice cf the mortgage to tlie twvo other
trustees. Subsequ.zntly the mortgagor (concealing rnortgage
to Greinger) executed a second mortgage on his beneficial interest


