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mile agairist perpetuities, such rule was, nevertheless, inapplicable in 1823j to
Crown grants of. land in New South Wales, or to reservations or defeasances in
stich grants to take effect on some contingency more or Iess remote, and ornly
wben necessarv for the public good.

mm'~A At.T, IsI7 . !0t>-RIrT4 OF PROVWINCE TO PURC1OUI, -OF~~ ov~v~i r .
BV R"NR TO DOMINION.

The constitutional question involved in The .A 1frney Grte'al /'<îr IR'iIih
Columbia v. Thre A ttornq' G enerai for Ca.uada, 14 App.Câs. 295, Wils htr
after the conv,ýyance of iublic lands within the r;ailwav beit in liritibl Columii
to the Dominion of Canada for the purposes of the construction of the Canmir
Paitc av the Province or the 1)orninion wvas entitled to the precioliS'

r nils under such lands. The Suprenie Court decided the question in favour
of the Dominion, but the Judicial Comrnittee evreItejudgment, and helil
the Province rerinied entitled to the precious nietails notw1ithsýandit1g the coni
vevanice to the D)ominion, on the ground that rmines of gold and silver belong to
the Crown by virtue of its prerogative, and that this prorogative right remnaincd
iu the Province, riot hiavinig been expresslv granted bv the c îîv varrce of dtn
lands to the Dominion.

4 ~ ~ OF ADMINflIRAYIuN V1HSTS 'riTLI' AS 1FRON.1 \\Ai---~IiIISA! .A1!!) >'lS!N~

\WIFES ADIVN 1SISATCfl

___ llarding v. J-oitell, 14 App.Cas. 307, is a case wlricil, tholîgh deCided Underi
the law~ of Victoriai. is of sorne practical interest in this Province, as to the eflèct
of our I)evoltition of Estates Act. The facts of the case wvere simple. A wife

Her husband aftcr dcath purported to corîvey these kinds to a purchaser foc
value. Subsequentlv the huslband took out adruinistation to bis \%ife's estate.
It w~as held bv. the Judicial Commirittee that the effect of the letters of admmnis-

~'tration 'vas to s'est the wîfe*s estate in the lands iii question in the administrator
as frorn thu daîte of bier death as trustee to realize and distribute thern according

to la~xas assts of er estte. and that if the conveyance by the husbdws
bona fide for valuie, the busband was guilty of ct breach of trust :atid if, fot bona
fide it was inoperative; and in either view the husband was chargeable wvith the
value of the lanîds.

I>RAc-ricE-AýmLNflMENT OF)1 IULII NIAI-DISCtTCN lON COUR~T.

The short point of practice disposed of by the Judicial Committee i Austra-
Iùm- Navigation Co. v. Smith, 14 App.Cas. 318, wvas simnply this: Baoth parties at
the trial treated an issue as one which shodld be decided by the judge and not

4 the jury, and tbe appellants afterwards moved for a new trial on the ground that
the judge had decided wrongly. On this application he applied for leave to


