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eoul(1, in their Lordships' opinion , more conclusively nega-
tive the limitation to a tenancy-at-will.

Their Lordships have thought it rigbit to enumerate
these sections so as to shew that, iii their view, the reference
in sec. 68 to, a tenancv-at-wiil fromn the Crown mnust 1wý
taken in conjunction with the whole of the other provisions
of the Statute, and that on a full view of these no sub-
stantial doubt can remain that the interest of a, ining
elainiant in an unpatented dlaim falls, in the language of
the Execution Act of Ontario, within the category of

] ands," suh.ject, as in the Glen wood Case and the Ternis-
kairtg Case, to rcetrictions, to possible forfeitures, but
also capable of transfer and of becoming vestcd in sue-
cessors after death.

As to the point that no transfer in writing executed
by the elaimant hiînself lia-, been mnade, and that therefore
no record could take place, their Lordships would bie slow to
hlod-if the truc nature of the execution debtor's righits
lie what bias been above described-that the lack or refusai
o)f bis signature should render ineffective against bis pro-
perty the course of law in execution for debt. Ileference,
La the opinion of the Board, mnay be usefuiiy mande to the
powers mooferred uîpon the Conllniîssioiier by sec. 123,
pioviding for ciainus, rights and disputes being settled
by hinu. The section goes on to say tbat " in the exercise
of tbe power" lho "mîay miake suehi order and give such
direction as hie înay deenu necessary for making effectuai and
enforeing complianee with bis decisîon." The section par-
tieularly refers to questions and disputes in respect to un-
patented mining dlaims, inciuding this, namely, wbether
sueli an unpatented 'daim "bas before patent been
transferred to or become vestcd in any other person."

lEven spart fromi the statute, the Ontario officiais and
Courts mighit well bave been considered vested with a power
to 'restore against sucb a defeat of the iaw as would have
been occasioned by the want, or, say, by the refusai, of tbe
sigriattore of au execution debtor. But uiider sec. 123
of the M.ýinitig Act sncb a power appears to hie conferred
in sufficientiy uvide ternis. The writ of execution, in short,
q1iould have been treated as the equivalent of a transfer
and rccorded as such.

Their Lordships wii bumbly advise lus Majesty that
the judgmcnts of thec Courts bclow shouid bie reversed and
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