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In 1900 M. applied for and obtained a renewaî of his license emnbracing the

41 ý identical grouvd siaked by him in the prevîous year, and at the trne such
~~I »renewal was applied for WV,'s creek claim had Iapsed. In March, 1901, S.

staked a bench claira embracing the lands in %W's expired location, which
had been overlapsed by M.'s dlaim, as being unoccupied Crown ]and.

Hk/a', aflirniiing the judgment appealed from, I)AvIES, and AR.%ouR,
I 4P~ JJ., dissenting, that although M.'s original staking of the ground in dispute

was invalid, yet as W. s dlaim had lapsed at the time of the apî>lication for
a renewal grant in 1900, M. having been continuotisly in possession of the
whole location as staked by hlm, his stakes stili standing and the limits of

I bis area well known, his application for the renewal gave himi a %a~ entry
r without the formalities of re--staking and applying anew for the original area

r located by him, and, following the rule laid down in Osborn- v. Morgan,
13 App. Cas. 227, S. could not interfere with M%. 's possession.

Appeal dismissed wîth couts.
Lorne MeDouga//, for appellant. J.A. Ri/chie, for respondent.

i [April 29, lune 8.

IN RE REPRESitNTATION 0F THE HousE: ov Co.%i.Nossý..

(Constitutional /aw-B. X' A. Act, .18Ô7, s. 5 i-A ggr-egite totuaimo of
Canada.

In determining the number of representatives to which Ontîario, Nova

tScotia and New Brunswick are respectively entitled after cadi decennial
census the words 1'aggregate population of Canada"* in sub-s. 4 of ;, 51 of

I the B.N.A., 1867, mean the whole population of Canada, including that
11of provinces which have been admitted subsequent to the passîrîg of the
1! Act.
t ,Prince Edward Island on admission to the union berarne sulîject to

the provisions of s. ç i, anîd its represenitation is hiable to be re adjusted
thereunder after each census.

.Emilius Iri'ing, K.C., for Ontario. I'ugsleî', K. C., and .4/h'n, K.-C.,

for New Brunswick. Ltrngley, K.C., and VcDi)nald, for Nova Scotia.
t Cannon,, K.C., for Quebec. Fiïtzatrick, K.C., and Neuicombe, K.C., for

the Dominion. Ayleswarth, K.C., Pr/cers, K.C., andi Jfli/'ams, for
Prince Edward Island.

N.S.] LoviTT v. ATToRNF.V-GZNERAI, OF' NOVA SCOTIA. LNlay s.
Succesrsion dulies- Propert>' e.enpt-Sakxl snderr us/i-Dul: on procids.j' Iebentures of the Province of Nova Scotia are, by statute, - notl hable

to taxation for provincial, local or municipal purposes " in the provinlce.

L., by bis will, after nàaking ccrtain hequests, directed that tlîe residue o1
his property, which included some of these dehentures shild l'e 'onverted


