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1IENT ENGLISîl I)IASIsONs.

Il ere the documents, of whl(Ic productionî
is soughit, are in the joint p)ower and p)ossess-
ion of two Ilersons, one of whomn is not be-
fore the Court, and cannot lie made a I)arty
to the action ; they are the title-deeds of a
man who is not and cannot be broughit lîefore
the (Court, 'lhe appliîcation is that one ruan
should be 'oiIIelle(l to produce another
man's title-(leeds,, I>ecause lie lias joint pos-
session Of theml ; ani al)li<a-tioti %\-)1ch 1
should he very reluctant to grant unless bouind
by authoriîtY to dlo so."

>1; COVENA'NTTj i\V kIN I.

trix as the original reversioner hiad. Anid it
has been held, that the statute transfers to the
assignee the privity of c)ntract, and furthcr,
that the covenant is divisible, so that the
assignee of the reversion in part ma>' 5u-e
upon the c-ovenantt in reslpect of his intcrest
in that p)art :sec T7w'î'aml v. JI/Cka 2 B.3&
Ai1d. i05. If, therefore, the reversionier C1
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assign the reversion of p)art of the prenises
ti> A., and of the residue to B., and A. afld
IB. c-an hoth suie in respect of their respective
iintcrests, therc serus no good reason wly, i
the reversioner assignis the reversion of prt

hielat asehiFi no0tîced Ili thîs nuniber 1 r1eso 1utersde lie should noisT/e lfzyr f .Staleiv. Y, P) 48. 1>e allowed to sue in respct of his interest in~'l'le hecad-note states the facts very clearly. the resîdueLi."
'l'le defendant, heilg tenant of land under
lease fo r years granted l)y the plaintjff's, arndMN
contaîning th,-, usuaisl' es co,(vena.nt o 1 ('212Ci. 1 ). pp. - ,i , th irs cspay rent, assigned ail lier interest Ii thec terni. hIr 1î,lý1//s, SIllt/i v. J! 'l//sç. In this caseSubsequentîy the îdaintiffs granted tlieir re- w. the owner and occupier of a public-version in part of the denîised l)reiiiises. No lîouise, gave to H. and C'o., hrewers, a mîort'rent having beeni paid by the assignees of the gage to secure j î,-oo, aind aismi ail si-1flS1defendant, the plaintiffs sued her for arrears wlîich should at anvy tinie be m\ving to theffiof rent accrued due since the grant of tlieir froni ", \V. , lis excu-ýttrs, adiînistrators orreversion in part of the preinises, the suini 'ssio-ris on ayaccounit iaser.claimed being' a filir a)p()rtionhiieiit of tlîe died] givuîg l)y xvlail lus l)rolerty tohirent in respct of the otIier part, the reversion1 wie for life. I etters of adlministration, withof whiclî reinaine'I in the plaintiffs. IPollock, the Nv'ill annexed, werc gralite(I to the %vjdoWl,B., held tlia- the covenant to pay rent wa w~ho cari ied on the business. H. and CO0.divisible, tliat the rcnt couid bc1F apportioned, hiaving sold under the Ibowur of sale in thealthougli tlîe action was fourided on a iiiortgage, niow claiuîîed to retain (lut of theprivity of contact only ; and tlîeretbre the pur'lîase flioney, flot only the /7,1,300, stîl'plaintiffs were entitled to recover. 'l'ie fol- owving and unpaid, but also a sun of /jî13Slowing extract fronti lus jucîgnent shows the for beer supplied to the widow, after the deatl'reasoning by wlîich lie arrived at tlîis resuit: of w.) clainiig that tlîey wmere entîtled so tOIAt coiiîon law, before the staItte 32 lien. do under tlîe iortgage. Counsel for H. S&VIII. C. 3.4, it is clear that, notwîthstanding Co. adinittedl thuat if '' executors or adîinis5the assigninent of the ldaiîîtiffs of tlîeir rever- trators " lîad. been ineuîtioned, tlîey iîighit bcesion in part of tlîe preuîîîses, and notwitlî- 1takeui as referring only to a debt contractedstanding any nuiber of assignnu-ents by thue by Wv., but whicli, Owiîîg to lus death, liadlessee or lus assignee, the plaintiffs mi ,lit Fiecome due froni lis executors or adminisi-have sued the lessec or his executrix for the trators ; but, tluey urged, the word " assigrus "breach in question. The effeet of that statute could not be so exh)laine(l. 'l'lie (Court ofis to give to the assignee of the reversion the Appeal now, in accordance with tlîis vieW,same right of suing the lessee and his, execu- Fiheîd H. & Co. were entitled to retain the


