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MERGER.— Se¢ FISHERY.
MiLirary Orricer.—See LIBEL.
Morraack.

1. A. agreed to let B. a house, into which B.
was to put fittings worth £500, and then, upon
payment of £1000, to take a lease for twenty-
one years of the premises so fitted up. A.
was also to lend B. on ¢ the said premises as
fitted up,” &ec., £1000. B. fitted up the pre-
mises, and became bankrupt befcre the lease
was made or money paid. Held, that A. was
equitable mortgngee of the premises for the
£1000, and entitled to the fittings as against
B.’s assignee. (Exch. Ch.)—Tebb v. Hodge,
L.R.5C. P.73.

2. A mortgagee is bound to convey and to
hand over the title deeds to any person having
an interest in the equity of redemption, though
only partial, by whom he is paid off. But the
conveyance should be expressed to be subject
to the rights of redemption of all the persons
who hold other interests. When the party
redeeming has only contracted to purchase an
interest in the premises, the mortgagee need
not convey until the party has accepted the
title.— Pearce v. Morris, L. R. 5 Ch. 227 ; s.0.
L. R. 8 Eq. 217.

See FIXTURES ;

Suir.

Power, 1; REDEMPTION

maintain a bill for specific performance with
compensation ageinst the vendori—Jamesv.
Lickfield, L. R. 9 Eq. 51.
See Brus axp Nores, 3; Compaxy, 5.
NovATION. ’

1. Company X. granted an annuity charged
on its assets to A. Afterwards X. transferred
its assets and labilities to Z.; and A., know-
ing that X. and Z. ¢ were oue,” received some
payments from Z., and gave some receipts to
it. His certificates of identity referred to
him a8 described in a grant from X , and said
grant was never exchanged for one from Z.
Held, that, as a conclusion of fact, A. had not
accepted Z. as his debtor in place of X.—/In
re Family Endowment Society, L.R. 5 Ch. 118;
In.re National Provincial Life Assurance Co.,
L. R. 9 Eq. 806.

2. A., the holder of a policy of life insur-
ance issued by Company X., after he knew
that X. had transferred its assets and liabili-
ties to Z., and had ceased to carry on business,
paid the premiums on his policy to Z. for thir-
teen years, and on the dropping of the life .
sent in a claim to Z. Held, that A. had re-
leased X., and had accepted Z. as his debtor
instead. —In re National Provincial Life As-
surance Co., L. R. 9 Eq. 806.

8. A., the holder of a policy of life insur-

Namg.—See Ingurorion, 1.
Nrorssarigs.—See Huspanp AND WIFE, 2.
NEgLIGENCE.

ance issued by Company X., received notice
that X. had been dissol ved, and had transferred

Defendants, in pursuance of a contract, laid
down a gas-pipe from the main to a meter in
the plaintiff’s shop. Gas escaped from a defect
in tbe pipe, and the servant of & third person,
& gas-fitter, went into the shop to find out the
cause, carrying a lighted candle. The jury
found that this was negligence on his part.
The escaped gus exploded, and damaged the
shop. Ileld, that, irrespective of any question
as to the form of action, a verdict in favor of
the plaintiff for the damages sustained should
not be disturbed because of the negligence of
8 stranger both to him and to the defendant.—
Burrows v. March Gas § Coke Co., L. R. )
Ex. 67.

See Carrier; Puric ExmisitioN; RaIl-

WAY ; SOLICITOR.

\T.
. Naw Agsianment.—See Pruabivg, 1.

Nexr ¥risnp —Sec Hospanp anp Wies, 4.
OTICE.

If the purchaser under a contract for the
8ale of land knows it to be occupied by & ten-
ant, he is affected with notice, as against the
vendor, in case the tenant has a lease, although
he did not kmow it in fact; and he capnot

its liabilities and assets to Z., and that he was
entitled to have his * policy exchanged for &
new one, or an indorsement made thereon, on
the part of Z., guaranteeing its due fulfilment.”
A. thereupon sent hispolicy to Z., and Z. in-
dorsed it, charging the property of Z. with
liability under it, provided future preminms
were paid to Z. A. paid one premium, snd
on the dropping of the life sent in his claim to
Z. Held, that A. had released X., and accepted
Z. a3 his debtor instead.—In re International
Life Assurance Society & Hercules Insurance
Co.L. R. 9 Eq. 816.

PARISH.—See WaY.

PARTIES,

Vendors of land filed & bill for specific per-
formance or rescission of the agreement, and
made a gub-purchaser of a part of the land 8
defendant. The sub-purcharer now brings &
bill for specific performance against his ven-
dor, and makes the original vendors defen-
dants, who demur. Held, that as they had
made the plaintiff & defendant to their bill, he
was right in joining them,—Fenwick v. Bul-
man, L. R. 9 Eq. 165.



