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When havrng first granted such timber and statUte e'cisted in that province similar to the.rights to the plaintift's assignor, the defendant one ini Ontario, R, S. 0., c. 136, sec. 5, respect-ivc years after sold the timnber ta W., who ting such endorsernents on policies,forthwith proceeded ta cut the saine, Held, followýing Le£? v. AMY, 17 Q. B. 13.,.Helii that the defendant was responsible ta 309, that the plaintifsi could not succeed onthe plaintiff in îaniages, and per FERGtISON, J. that contention. Butf sold were ch:tteled prope::y, for the act ifthe nane'at the tif-that h fetdteplce
aot eto1 aversin oa e f the tbr.alo hta C. 20. 1vas 2)floda%,frmt " larried is

A, .4.lïCariîy,, for îl.c plaintiff. credito,'.ý the benefit of the policies effected be-Loit;:!, Q.C., for the defenijant, fore marriage by endorsernent5 or declarations
after marriage in favor of or for the benefit of
bis wvifé and that the plaintiffs should succeedliovn C.Jlarch 25. on the issue.

Ali, Ni Altirsh, for the plait tiffs.
Canadfa Te'mpera;îce d /~,t'--Id Re' Mass, Q. C.. for tlle defendant,

i't'/'U-!fltlaectii-/os Ir/jijn
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1 FERCSON.][April 4,
AAMO.Voo 7t ixiASON, el eliI .~'//,u:e' -Trs/c's ~ /'';eneiciczries (?S ~

/t'nanfls tpili' nif aIs tenalits j,: COmPîlýen-

J. A., b)Va settlenment eonvccçl certain lands
lu triisces, " U pon trust tii huild the said lanch-i.
* * *. situateci * ** b.eing loti NO. 2, ** * , to the
said G , A. AndI also lot Nii. i. situated * *
the saicl A . A.. sons of 'the setthurs) w *'
the tise (if thî'uî, their hecirs, and assîgns as juin'
tenanits and înot as tenants in etmmon ** * andI
hostly iupon trust, that the said trtistees, * * ý-sluaI h mmch aund stu ficien tl vCunivey and alssur*e
absîlutely iii fée to tlie said parties resmî)c
biVelv, etc."

/fm'/d, that this trust ti-as an exeeuted trust 'n
which the limîitations were exprcssly declarcd
and that iicitheri a difficulcy in ascertaining the
truc construction ard legal ineaning of the
%vords used nr the fin-il trust directing the
trustccs toii ake the canveyance af the legal
estate, madIe any différence ; and that the %vords
rnust reecive the saine construccon as if thev
were founcî in a conmoun law conveyunce.

He/d, also, that an estate in fee in lot 2
passed ta G. A.. and tisat the words, "as joint
tenants and flot as tenants in comnion,» were
usecl to prevent G. A. and A. A. from taking as
tenants in Commnon, as it svas supposed they
would have taken under 4 Wm. IV-, c- L, s. 48,
and that they were neechlessly. used.

returning officer, thttt li idianeltosridt

in the to%%nshlip Of Tuscarora, an Indipjn Re-
serve. werc flot cîîmpctent to voie iu the moatter
of the repeal of the Canada l'emperance Act iii
xhat cotuuty.

,fr/,for the flpllic;int.
,lleip/iùz fur the retuirning oTrr

Irrb4 ;Q.C., for- the Aîtorneý- ;eiieral.
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C. B., hisland of the deufc'nclant, hacI bt-fore
b is Via tiag c tretd t i tee pi t.ies oif i nsut-once
o pou h is h fe. A ft er lis mnarîiag lie cn dorsed
decl at ion s on ecdi of ýh cm tha t aIl advan -
,age to ariîe tihcrcfromii shotild be and accroe
for the bencfit of his wife, butt did ilot sign the
samne and L;ancled the policies tb bis wifé.

.After bis cheath tbc phaintitis as administra-
tors of his estate and bis %vife both clainiec thc
proceeds of the policies. Iu an inter-pleader
issue ti whieb the plaintiffs contended that as
the poflices were cuntracts umade iu the Pro-
vince of Qucbec the Iaw of that province
governed theni, and the defendant was not
entitled because site could not show that an>'


