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By virtue Of the mortgage, the mortgagee acquired t]
the lands, subject to the mortgagor's equity of redemp
interest in the land rernaining either Îu the mortgagor, 1
in tail, or the remaindermen, in case of failure of issue in t

At this stage the only parties having auy interest in t.
were the mortgagor and the mortgagee. Under the stat
xnortgagor, upon payment, became entitled to have con-%
lier the estate in fee which had been couveyed te the rue

Therefere, the xnortgage effectually barred the entail,
Margaret Lucia B3rown the owner lu fée subjeet te the m,~

MeTAvisii v. LANsfflALND AITCHrISON--CAMERON, MM,
CHiAmBER-FEB. 13.

Costs-Security for-Public Authoritieq Protection Act,
1914 eh. 89, sec. 16-Actim against Police Offteers-L
Dwelling-hou.se icithout Serhwarr-Trepass.-M ot
the defeudants for an order for security for costs under t
visions of sec. 16 of the Publie Authorities Protection Act,1914 eh. 89. The defendlants were police officers of the
Stratford; and the action was breuglit for trespass by û
the plaintiff's lieuse and assaulting and arresting lier.
peared that no information was laid charging the plainti
any offence, but that a person complained te the defend
the theft of a suxu of meney and said that she (the cernj2l
suspected the plaintiff, whereupon the defendants, wit.
search-warrant, entered the piaintiff's house.' The learned
said that the defendauts were mer'e trespassers, and w(
entitled te security for. costs. H1e referred te Polley v. F(
(1904),20> Times L.R. 639; Moriarity v. Hlarris (1905), 10
610, 614. Applicati isms with co8ts to the plaintifi
coause. R. S. Roetsn for the defendants. R. T. Hardi


