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Judgment of the c~ourt below reversed.
Sir R. Finlay, K.&J., Geoffrion, K.C., and Geoffrey Lawrence,

for appellants. leowlatt, for respondents. Brosseau, K.C., for
intervenant.

ATTORNEY-GENERAL FOR ONTARIO V. ATTOItNEY-GFNUL, FOR
CANADA.

Lords Loreburn, Macnaghten, Atkinson,
Shaw, and Robson.]

[May 17.

B.N.A. Act, l8 6 7-Su preme Court Act, R.ÀÇ.C. 1906, c. 139-
Right of referenice to Supre»?w Court.

Held, that au Act of the Dominion Parliament of Canada
anthorising the putting of questions either of law or fact to the
Suprerne Court, and requiring the- judges of that court to an-
swer thein, on the request of the Governor in Council is not ultra
vires.

Judgment of the court below afflrmed.
Sir R. Finlay, K.C., Nesbitt, K.C., Geoffrion, K.C., and

(hoffreyi Lawrence, for appellants. Nettcombe, K.C., and At-
u'atcer, K.C., for respondents.

SUPREME COURT.

FIII Court.]
BOEHiNER v. IRTLE.

[July 29.

Triespass-Cioin çrai'ts-Co nfl3c ting claims-Evide nce-Allot-
ment proceedings- -Admission derogati-ng fr(mb griait-Ii-
&ufflcient area-Possession witit title-Bou-itdaris--.la a-
Overklpping.

In an action of trespass plaintiff relied upon allotmnent pro-
ceedings preliminary to a township grant and the registry of th(-
allotînent in 1765 and pos:-ession thereunder; and also upon a
grant of that year. althoughi Lot taken out- of the governînent
office, and upon a grant of the township in 1784 to a large num-
ber of persons, including plaintiff's earliest predecessor in title,
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