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which the Indian titie was a mere burden."1 The ceded territory was at the.
time of the union land vested in the CrOwri subject ta Ilau. interest other than,
that of the Province in thie sarne, " within the meaxiing of sect. z09 (of the Bi.N.
Act) and must now belong ta Ontario in terms of that clause." With. regaril ta.
the effect of the treaty of cession in 1873, wbich it was clairned amounted, to a
conveyance of the Iridian titie ta the Dominion Goverument, lie says: IlEven
if its language had been more favourable to the argument of the Dominion upow
this point, it is abundantly clear that the commissioners who represented Her
Majesty, whilst they had full authority to accept a surrender to, the Crown, had
nenther authority nor power ta take away from Ontario the interest which had
been assigned to that Province by the Imperial Statute Of 1867," Whilst Ontario
is declared entitled to the territory in question it has also ta assume the liabilities
incurred ta the Indians as a consideration for the surrender of their interest.

NIORToGG-PROVISO FOR RRODEMPT1ON--CON48TRUCTIOZ-ÇON<VgVANCE, TERME OF.

The short point decided by the Judicial Comniittee in Plomley v. Feltotz,
14 App. Cas. 61, was simply this, that when tenants in tail under a will joined in
a mi-ortgage, thereby barring'the entail, but the proviso for redemption was that
the reconveyance was ta be made ta the mortgagors.respectively according ta
their " original respective estates and interests," the parties were entitied ta a
reconveyance of the estates as originally created by the will and flot as altered
for the purposes of the mortgage. The mortgaged estate had been sold and the
contention arase betwéeer the parties claiming ta be entitled ta the surplus after
payment of the moi tgage; and the effect of their L.ordships' decision is, that
the surplus is subject ta the limitations of the will, under which the mortgagors
acquired their title.

LAw oF HONDURAS-MRTMAIN ACT, 9 GE0. 2, C. 36-INTRODUCTION 0F ENGLisH LAw.

It is only necessary to notice Jex v. McKi>ssey, 14 App. Cas. 77, for the fact
that the Privy Council have approved and adopted the decisian of the House of
Lords in W-icke;, v. Hume, 7 H.L.C. 134, holding that on the true construction
of the Act of the Colony of Honduras introducing English law, that while the
Mortmain Act (9 Geo. 2. c. 36), was int.luded in the description of laws there-
by introduced, yet its provisions do not satisfy the prescribed condition of being
applicable ta the colony, and therefore it was nat in force. A long train of
decisions of aur Courts have, however, held the eontrary ta, be the case in
Ontario (see Liüscomb v. Whitby, X Gr. i).
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THE ENGLJsit BsNcH.-Field, , as seit in his resignatian; Maniaty, ,

will shortly du the. sarne. We are sorry ta he-ar Huddleston, B., cannot re-Main'
much longer; Pollock, B., and Denrnans J., -i known ta coziteniplate retire,.
ment ; the end of the Specia-l Comrnmion will probably se the elevation of Slr

imil.im-


