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affirmed the judgment of the Mining CommissiGner. The Judicia
Conimittee of the Privy Council (Lords .Atkinson, Shaw and
Moulton) have reverued the decision of the Divisiona! Court.
The questions before the Coemmittee were: What la the nature of
an interest in an unpatented mining clam, la it land or la it a
ehattel? And secondly, whatever the inteý-est may be la it sale-
able under a fi. fa. gooda 1 -By reference to the Mining Act their
Lordships were lted to corclude that the reference 'o a tenancy at
ill in the Act han reference solely to the relatione of the dlaim-

ant to the Crown be1icre patent iasued, but that tht Act confers
on the owner of such a right a substantial interest, entitling him
to work the dlaim and to asaigu hie interest whieh îs flot Eable
ta f.rieiture except for mistace or fraud; and that such interest
f alls within the caiegory of "lande" within the meening of the
Exécution Act. The judgrnent, however, feuls to deai with one
point which la expressly raised, namely, whether assuming the
interest is saleable in execution could it be sold under a .i. fa.
goodst Doea the judgnient mean, although it does flot say go,
that the interest in an unpatented mining claimn is a chattel in-
teresi Ilh seems unfortunate that this point was not explicitly
deait with. It would almiost seem as if this part of the argument
of the counsci "ir the respondent had been lost eight of. We
should incline to the view that the Judicial Committee held that
although the rig.ht was an interest in land, yet it was merely a
chattel interest.

RAILWAv,-LEVEL CROSSIx-DrrY TO SOUND WHISTLE-SHUNT-
INO ENGoiNýE-BREA,-CH OF STATUTORY DUL'ei-CANADIAN RAIL-
ww'y ACT (R.S.C. c. .37), ss. 274-276.

Gramd Trunk .1.'y. v. McAI.piine (1913) A.C. 838 was an appeal
from the Kiag's Beach of Quebec and turîii upon the construc-
tion of the Caiiadien Railway Act (R.S.C. c. 37), a. 274276.
Sec. 274 provides that where a train ia "approaching alevel cross-
ing the engine whistle imuet be aounded at leaast eighty roda before
rearc.ing the crossing.' And s. 276 provides that wh,,n in any
city, etc.. a train La passing along a highway and la not headed
by an engine, the coir.pany je to station on the part of the train
or teader of the engine whieh ia foremoet a person to warn
persoa standing on a croseing or about to cross the traek. The
;,ieintiff ini the action had been struck down by an engine whieh
was engageâ la shuntiag, and which ueyer croeeed more than
100 yarde--and, therefore, dîd not get 80 rode away from the


