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tent te intervene where a violation cf the rights of the publie
of Ontario, and nlot a onTuplaint of injury to property vested in
the Croivn, as representing the Goverriment of the Dominion,
has, been charged. Hie ivent further, and granted relief (a larger
measv're being prayed in that case> so far as the use of the bridge
hy persons crossing on foot was concerned.

The Nvriter reproducer, the judgment of the learned Vice-Ohan-
ctél1or in extenso, or nearly so, as nich by reason of the way in
whieh it was incidentally referred to by the Court of Appeai, on
appeal f rom the cther decision, as on account of the pre-eminent
standing of its enunciator. The review of Attorney-General of
Ontario, ex rd. Barrett v. International Bridge Comnpany, ivili
be found in 6 App. 5:37. There, Mr. Justice Burton. expresing
the opinion of the Bencli, distinctly upholds the Vice-Chancel-
lor 's position by the followiing dela ration : "'The information in
tii case is based on the assunption that the bridge nlot having
been constructed ini conformity with the requirements of the Act
of Parliarnent authorizing its construction is nlot the structure
authorized by the legisiature, and a nuisance; and the principal
prayer of the infornmation is directed to obtaining the deeree of
the court tea bate the nuisance, aud remove the structure f rom
thé navigable water-s of the Niagara River; aud 1 do not doubt,
foir a moment, the right of the Attorney-C4eneral for Ontario ta
rL'prest*ntt the publie in auy such case, either in equity or by pro.
se-cution at law. If the conipany lied proceeded to buîld one of
the piers, andl then abandourd the work there could be fia ques-
tien of the riglit of the Attorney4Jeneral to prefer an indict-
ment for a nuiuance." Pointing ont, afterwards, wherei the
court dieîîîed that the C hancellor erred, lie maya:

"The fallacy conisiats ln eailinct the abandonmnt of a portion
of the work a public nuisane instead of what it prohahly la,
an abuse of the Act of' Parliainint.' " mtiay be interesting ta
know that Mr'. Edward Blake', of cusel for the Bridge Coin-
pany, admiitted the correctuess of the Vice-Chaneellor's law by
observing tlîat "4a 1à&rk4ýd differtàneé existed between this ease
und thilt of a eonipleted struc~ture. aîîd an iuformation being
tlled nierely te proteet the righis of the citizens of Ontario, sueh
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