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ALIEN.
An alien may lake, hold, and transmit 

property of any kind (except share# in a Bri­
tish ship I. ns if a milurnl horn British 
subject. See R. S. ('. ISSU. <•. 112, also It. S.
O, 18U7 c. 11K.

The following are cases dealing with the 
title of aliens to land, which it is unneces­
sary to set out in full : — Wallace, v, Adamson, 
lu C. I*. 228; Ihtr d. Macdonald v. I'h 11 liiml, 
6 O. S. 117; l nr in v. MvHridc, 22 V. C. It. 
fuo; Leal hum an v. Time, 15 ('. P. 578; 
Wood v. Campbell, 2 l". ('. It. 2IIII ; Dili art 
v. I h hurt. 2u <'. P. 4SI»; line ,1. O'Con­
nor v. Maloney, il V. <'. It. 251: Murray v. 
Heron, 7 («r. 1 « i : Her v. IJlIiott, .*{2 V. ('. It. 
424; I turn nil v. Henilrniou. 22 ('. P. 1X0; 
line d. Chandler v. Testier, «1 V. <’. It 2lli; 
Hoe d. Itiehnniton v. Iliekton, 2 t>. S. 2112; 
Wallace v. Ilnritt, 20 V. ( '. It. S7 : Mont- 
fiomrry v. Graham, 21 V. ('. It. r»7 ; hoc d. 
Tat ter ton v. ha vit—hoc d. Tattcrson v. 
hciritt, 5 O. S. 41*4 : hoc d. Itohintnn v. 
Clarke, 1 C. C. It. 27: hoc d. Hay v, H un I,
11 I . C. It. 2117.

Creditor, | - In the administra lion of the 
Ontario estate of a deceased domiciled abroad, 
foreign creditors are entitled to dividends pari 
passu with Ontario creditors.

Re Kloelie, 2H Ch, I*. I7.ri. followed.
Con. ltule 271, which came into force 

since the above decision, and which relates to 
service of initiatory process out of the juris­
diction, if applicable at all to such a ease, 
merely relates to procedure, and does not 
affect a proceeding in which all the parties 
have attorned to the jurisdiction of the Court. 
Milne v, Moore, 24 O. It. 451».

Insolvency. | (juiere, is a foreigner liable 
to the insolvent laws, being neither resident 
nor domiciled in Canada ? Mellon v. Xiehollt,
27 V, C, It. 167.

Interpleader.)—Held. in interpleader, 
that the claimant, a resident of the United 
States, having placed the goods here, would 
have been personally liable to the jurisdic­
tion of this court in any question concerning 
them, even if lie had not employed an 
attorney and made an affidavit to support his 
claim. Huffalo and Laki Huron H. IV. Co. 
v, lh mminyiray, 22 V. C. It. 562.

Levying War — Autrefois Acquit.] — 
The prisoner being indicted under C. S. I". 
<’. c. US, and charged as a citizen of the 
United States, was acquitted on nroving him­
self to he a British subject. He was then 
indicted as a subject of Her Majesty, 
and pleaded autrefois acquit :—Held, that 
the plea was not proved, for that by the 
statute the offence in the case of a foreigner 
and a subject is substantially different, the 
evidence, irrespective of national status, 
which would convict a foreigner being in- 
suflicient as against n subject; and the 
prisoner, therefore, was not in legal peril 
on the first indictment. Itcyina v. McGrath, 
26 U. C. It. 2X0.

Levying War—Evidence.]—The prisoner 
was convicted upon an indictment under U. 
S. U. C, c, 118, containing three counts, 
each charging him as a citizen of the United 
States. He was charged with levying war, 
and being in arms against lier Majesty. 
The Crown rested on the prisoner’s statement


