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Whern land iaj granted, or lessed, andi the right of sporting over it in re-
servéd by the. instrument ta the grantor, thie Le not praperly a reservation or
exception, but is a re..grant of a new rigiit exercisable over the lande of the.
grante. or le....; andi trierefore the. deeti eiould b. excuteti 1y the. grapte.
or leseee; and where a right was s0 expreeseti ta bc reservedti -o the grantor
ati another, it was helti ta operate as a re-grant to the persono ta whorn the
iio-csled reservation wu made, Wi-kfrn v. Hawker, 7 M. & W. (13.

Where a grant ta shoot or sport over lands te matie, anti no restriction
as -ta user of the land is imposeti upon the land-owner, the grantei takes ierêly
the r4ght ta shoot or sport over the. lande s m ho finds them from time to tirne.
AMt sa, a lessor of the riglit ta shoot over hie lands ie not preventeti fram
outting timber tin due course, although the resuit may be ta interfèe with the

shooting, Goarw v. Baker, 10 Ch p.35 n h we a a sell

but the purchaser would nemesarily take subject ta the shooting riglits if h.
* ~hati notice of them, Pattison v. Gilford, L.R. 8 FZq, 2M9 Anti, on the. other

lianti, where a lease in matie of lande rcaerving ta the leasor ail the. shooting
anti sporting righta, the, tenant may ue the land in the ordinary way under
his lease, Jeffrys v. Evana, 19 C.B.N.S. 246, Where there is a grant of the
raght ta sport for a tern of yeare, andi the grantee covenants wtth the owner
of the. land ta leave it weil stooketi gaine, the benefit of this covenant runs
wtth the reversion, and on breacli i, may b. sueti on by the assigne. of the,
reversion, Hooper v. Clark, L.R& 2 Q.B. 200.

Where a right ta shoot waa enjoyed froin year te year on payinent of an
annual suin, and the landlorti gave leu than haif a year's notice ta deterniine
the. right, sfter a shooting q3eaon had oaeti, it was held ta ha a reasonable
notice, untier the circwnetaizeS, and suffloient tu detèrmine the right, anti

* tha court retuedt ta hold that hrâit a ycar'a notice was necessary, Lame V.
A danis, [19011 2 Ch. 598.

At common law the property in gaine, when alivo anti free, te temporary,
ana carisequent upon poésession of the soil, GJraham v. Emarî, 11 Ex. at p.
346; Lonedale v. Rig,llEx. atp. 672. Thereisena right tagaine achattele,
Bladeav.Hifge, 12 C.B.N.S. atp. 513. But when gaminelekilletior otherwe
reduceti inta possession, the property becomos absalute. So, et commun law,
if a mnan kefi gaine an hie land lie has a poaseoeory praperty in it as long as
romains there, but if it esapes int.> the landi of hie neighbour, the. latter rnay
kil it, for then h. e mthe poeseeoiy property. If atreepeseer starto gane on
the, girounde of another anti hunts anti killE it there. the. prolperty continues in
the. awner of the landi. But if one, having no license ta do su, etarte gaine on
the landi of one anti hunts it ieta, andi kilis it on, the, lands of another, it belongs
ta the, hunter; but h. is liable tin trespase ta bath land-owners, Sutton v.
Moody, 1 Mt. Rayni. 250, explaieed in Blades v. H*gs, il H.L.C. at p. 632;
Churc.huzard v. Studdy, 14 Ecat 249; Lonado2 v. Rig, il Ex. at p. k372.

Wherc the. publie ..... e a niglit of navigation on water covening landi of a
private owner, there is no right ta shoot wilti fowi froin a boat untier guise of
the. exercise of the right of navigation, F'itahardinge v. Purcsll, [1908] 2 Chi. 139;
*Mfckkeikwaite v. Vincent, S T.L.R. 268. Anti that is so, aiea, where the.
waters have been made navigable by artificial nisans, Beatty Y. Davis, 20


