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the provisions of those sections, and that, therefore, the rule under
which the niortgagee geiu the benefit of any accretion to the
aecurity did neot apply.

Hlon appeal, per HuNTiia, C.J., and IRviNG, J., MÂRTZN,
J., dissenting, reversing the decision of Dupi., J., that there waa
no estate of any kind reserved out of the land itself, but that theà
expression "merehantable timber" in to be understood ini the
sense that a luniberman would understand it, e.g., as flot inclad-
ing the roots or stumps whieh would be left in the ordinary
course of logging, and therefore that the reservation waïs nothingI
mnore than a reservation of a profit a prendre in gross, which the
Crown could have granted over in fee or for any le&ser estate
either ti the owner of the la-id or to any other person as it saw
fit: that the eaneellation of the rpserve opern'ted either as
release or a grant of the right in gross to the owner of the land,
and that froin either poiiht of view when this event happened the

owner beeanie possessed of both the. land and the profit which
tiber fel into the iîiheritatwe. becorniing in law m'bat it had

Sth inortgagees. Jerlakuflde»'s Case, 2 Coke 's Reports 4,43; also
Leak-tw' t*2agv and Profit of Land (1888), p. 359. The reserve
rnentioned inteCrown grant was rnerelv a lieense to enter andf
out, and xiot a reservation such as that ii Stf1??1(y v 11*11tc (1881)

Re'id, for appe)tllantg (plaintitYs). Macd<nt Il. for respondents

Repots.Antae a plubltvation %with, frolli its 111-

to horopored ad îî tvd. in the trentnwint of' thiis îîîattrigi I atid
iifi irenvt li way inwihtho is 'mi

ilt lvStrie4Qs. as to11aea, a a siblc an l&îonpreh-tn-
sdve an oveiient I ibrnry of the~ hiw 'Bhe .lI art, in,


