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reason to suspect that any one innocent man bas
been executed on the sentence of any judge in this
Colony."

SELECTIONS.

VENDOR AND PURCEIASER-NOTICE 0F TEnANCY

Jamesi v. Linc4field, M.R., 18 IV. R. 158.
Everything that puts a purchaser on inquiry

ftmounts to notice ; and it has long been sottled
that the occupation of a tenant amounts to
notice to the purchaser of the actual interest
of the tenant in the propcrty( Taylor v. Sti>-
bert, 2 Ves. 437).

A purchaser wbo takes it for granted that
the occupation of a tenant is from year to year
Only, wilI nevertheless be bound, if it turns
Out that the tenant enjoys a larger interest, or
has an option to purchase (Dan iel v. Davi8on,
16 Vos. 249).

As between tenant and purchaser, thon, the
purchaser cannot, after notice of a tenancy, set
up the defence of purchase for valuable con-
sideration without notice, whatever the actual
tenancy or tenant's right may turn out to be.
In the case before us the Master of the Rolls
decided that the same principle was applicable
to cases between vendor and purchaser, as to
Cases between purchaser aond tenant. The
Purchaser in the present instance was tenant
from yea* to year, and assumed that the re-
Inainder of the property contracted to be pur-
Chased, which he knew to be in the occupation
Of A. B., was held upon siînilar ternis. It
turned out that A. B. had in bis pocket when
the vontract was made an agreeme nt for alease
for twenty-one years of therportion of the pro-
P)erty occupied by him; and the purchaser in
ConscqLicfce filcd his bill against the vendor
for specific performance with an abaternenit.
If it had beon a case of mistake althougrh on
the purchaser's part only, and not comnion to

4nand the vendor, yet, as the maLter rested
111 contract, and no deed had been executed,
the Court tnight, it seenis, have rectificd the
'error (Hairris v. Peppereil 16 W. R. 68, L. R.
5 Eq 1, as was done in Oarrard v. Frankel,
Bo Be. v. 445). where a person supposed hoe
hftd eritered into a contr:oct for a lease at one
rent, and it turned out that the rent specified
'as of a larger amount. But in the present

'Instance there was no case of mistake, mnas-
10uch as the purchaser was put upon inquiry
bY his knowledge of the fact of A. B.'s Occu-
Pa'tion, and therefore speî;ific performance with
ail abatement was reftised. -Solicitors' Jour-
7tai.

Cuitum~s TENURES. -Middleton Cheney, or
lohl)(uit-Itis the customn iii summer to strewth e fl')0r of this Church withbhay cnt from Asb

M4eadow, nni in Winter straw is fouiud at the
e'pelise (if tha Rector. A peculiar tenure als'o

Prinii the lordship of this parieh wbeti
e8tates descend in the female Une. tbe eider
418ter iniherits by law.-Oxford Journal.

SIMPLE CONTRÂCTS & A.FFÂIRS
0P EVERY DAY LIFE.

NOTES 0F NEW DECISIONS AND LEADING
CASES.

LANDLORD AND TENANT.-III 1860, A. made a
lease to B., wbo covenanted therein flot to as-
sign or part with the possession of the premisels
without A.'s writteu consent, and there was a
re-efltry clause. In 1865, B. with A 's written.
assent to the transfer on the old termm, sold to
C., and let him intc, possession without a formai
apsignraent. Iu 1867, C., with A.'s written
assefit, assigned the terni to trustees for cre-
ditors. The trustees sold to defendant, who took
Possession. Held, that there lind heen no forfei-
ture. There was neyer an as,ýignqee of the wbole
terni, Bo as to be 8ulbjeut to the Cavelants ini
the lease, and B. 's covenant was inot brokien by
letting C. into possesRion as lie did, nor by the
transfer by the trustoee- to du fondant - IV"est y.
Dol'b, L. R. 4 Q. B. 634.

LuoAcy -1 testator geive to bis wifé 6,nny
money t hit I may die po.'sessed of, or wlîich may
be due nnd swing to rie ait thie time of rny 4le-
cease."11 le had insured bis own life. I,,Id,
that the dcli accruing under the policy at his
death passei by tbe ahove bequest -Peuy Y.

Wilo, .I. 4 Ch. 5;74.

LiBEL.-1 0 charge A. in the newspaper with
ingratitude in politically opposilng B , andj to
allege that it a past time A. was in p ecuniary
straits, aond was aidjed by B , and had since paid
his debts, ai thc only suriport of the charge, is
libellous -c v. Lee, L. R 4 Ex. 281.

MASTER AND SERVANT-Deferidant ment his
carmatn andclerk with a horse and cart to deliver
some wine, and1 hi ing hack sotme ernpty botules.
Instend of 'eturi;îg directly, as was biis dtity,
the carmi, when about a quarter of a mile
from the d.fendatnt's offices, drove off in -inother
direction ol lfuminess of the clerk's; and, while
he was th;s driving, ncgligently ran over the
plaintiff. r1ld, that defendant was not Hafble.
-Sorey Y.Ashton, L. R. 4 Q. B. 476.

NEGLIGEIC....The plainitiff on gettitng into a
railwity cariage, baving a paircel in bis righit
hand, placq bis left han-1 n the back of the open
door to aig him in nxouniting the step. It waS
after dark,and he cou Id Qee no0 land le, if there
wvas one. rhe guard. without waruing, slamuned
the door, throwimîg the plimtiff forworil and
crusbing ýs band botween the docr and door-
post. Hlel, that the defendalits were flot eutitled,
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