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that it did flot shew on its face that the debtor was a resident
o f the county for whiel, the Commissioner who grailted the
warrant acted. Sec. 27 (2) Of the Act contained the followirg

Je. provision: "The warrant of com-mitmnent nxay be in the forni 1.
in the sehedule, etc." The warrant in question exactly followed
the form which did not require that the fact referred to should
be shewn on its face.

Held, that the warrant %vas sufficient and that the application
for the diseharge of the debtor must be disinissed. Re Baltimore,
25 N.S.R. 106, distinguishied.

IIeld, also, that it wvas to he prestimed that the Comm;ssioner
acted rightly. MleKay v. ('arnpbell, 36 N.S.R. 522; Vie Queen v.
A'ilksto nie, 2 Q.B. 52; and Taylor v. ChSrntone. 11 C. & F. 641, rie-
ferred to.

Poluer, K.C., in suipport of application. RaIion, K.C., contra.

Oraliain, E.J.-Trial.] [August S.
MILLER V. WEBBER.

Fisheries-Net set ivit/toit lice nse-Pisheries officer justifled in
seiziig-Poit:'rs of Dominion Pari arneit. nt fcra

descriptions for the purpose of taking deep sea flsh, except
under special license, 1:avinig iu view the prevention of over
fishing or the undut, destruction of flsh on the coasts of Canada,
is reasonable and iu the interests of the general publie and is
within the jurisdiction of thc Domninion parlianient Lo enact.

2. It is within the jurisdiction of the Dominion parliamenit
to impose a license fec or tax as a condition of the issue of such
licenses where granted.

3. It is a sufficient justification to a fisheries officer seizing a
net set for the purpose of taking deep sea fish on the coast ole
one of the provinces of Canada to shle% tliat it was set withoiit
license or the payinent of the foe required.

V.. A,3Iciûan7), K.(-!, for plaintiff. Alacilreitlt, K.C., for
defendant.
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