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%ert :;Posite their resl)ectivelnsa idul

3rdl, -Thatt the rights of fishing in a river, such
as is that Part of the Miranichj froin Price's Bend

to its sorce, arc an incident to the grant of the
1'ald through which such river flow, and where

suhgrants havc been made, there is no author-
)ty' given by the B. N. Act, 1867, to grant a
right t. fish, and the D)ominon l>arliament has

no right to) give such authority.
4th. Per Ri,'rcîIIE, C.J., and ST1RONG, FoU'R-

N1i~and FIICNRY, J.J.- (revcrsing the judgment
f the Exchequer Court on the 8th question sub-

inIle to that Court), that the ungrantcd lands
ith" Province of Ne,ý%' Brunswick being in the

rov1for the bene-fit of the people of N ewv
lirunswick, the exclusive right to fish folluOvs as
alnincident, and is in the Crown as trustec for

the benefit o)f thc people of the province, and
therefore a license by the Minister of Marines
and l'islîeries to fis], in streamns runining through
Pro1vincial propert y wvould be i Ilegal.

'-as'/, Q.C., for appellant.

Q cd1 ,(.C., for respondent.

r ronl Ontario.]

LAWLOR V. LAWI.OR.

lllr/gi<oLy-./of Iî.S. O., C/h, III.

0fe(i (Cl nim the judgmnent of the Court
XtfChncery), that a inort-age in fee, executed

bya tenan~t in tail, bars the estate tail, and vests

th e fee simiple in the mnortgagee, and a discharge

uchmOtgg executed by a mortgagee
1 fdr the prov'isions of the R.S.O., ch. i ii, does

'lot rexve 5 t the estate tail in the mortgagor, but

cloes that estate which the mortgagee had.

FINVJ., dissenting.

~Sea/Tuj5per, for appellant.
Yrfor respondent.

QUEEN'S 13ENCH D)IVISION.

lN BANCO, EASTER TERM.

I3 EARIN<GER v. THRASHER.
IOVe'ncy A (1 Personal wr-ong - Discliarge-

The Ca. sa.
ked Colurt, affirming judgment of CamneronlJ.,

hethalt a 'judgiment against a bankrupt in
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,LXcOSON V. WADE.

3/orgage Cass 0/aleB// qf,iiSbsequedli/

fncumvinranlcer.

In October, 1 88o, a sale wvas made of certain

property under a power of sale contained in a

niortgage. The solicitors of the m-ortgagee paid

over to bis agent in this counti»Y bis principal

money and intercst, anti detaincd, wvith the

agent's sanction, a uup mOT for thcir costs, but

rendered no bill in detail. On the request of a

subsequent encumibrancer the solicitors furnishied

hin- Nvith a statemnent showing the seutlement

%vith their client's agent, but cleclined to furnish

a bill of their costs in detail. The Mastcr in

Chambers clirccted the solicitors to deliver a

copy of their bill of costs upon paymeflt of the

costs of such copy.

gOn appeal, BovI), C., consîdered the circuml-

stances of the case special, within the mneaning

Of sect. 44 R. S. 0., Cap. i40. Hie thought that

the subscquCflt encumfbritocer -was entitled to

see the itemns of the bill and judge wbether to,

seek redress for any over-payi-nent the înortgagee

migbt have made to his solicitors.

Having regard to the state of the authorities.

no costs ot appeal were given.

Sie/'/ey, for the appeal.

.Sina/Z contra.

[May 18.
Proudfoot, J.]

TOWN V. BORDEN.

Wi-Vesig-" [WOr/d/y es/la/e."

A testator, by his vill, "as touching his world-

ly estate" gave to bis wvife tbe use of ail bis per-

sonal property, for ber support and the bringing

up of his childrefl likewmise be gave ber the full

use of bis farmn and buildings during ber natural

hife, for ber support and the bringing up of the

;A1)AN CSES.[Chan. Div.

action of seduction is a "debt due as daîflages

for a personal %vrong") within the Insolvent Act

of 1864, and a discharge under the Act does not

affect it. Also that a ca. sa. need flot be returned

and filcd within a year fromn the judgment.

Be/hune, O.C., and Glu/e for appeal.

fiaa, contra.

CHANCERY D)IVISION.

[May 12,
Rc, d C 1


