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Hl.*s land to lot 9, and it has been in uninterrupted tise ever
since, a period exceeding 20 years. In 1904 lot 9 with the lease
was assigned to the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs' predecessois in
tiHle always rested th-?ir right to the easement on the lease and
nût upon adverse user.

JIeld, that prescriptive titie to the easernent could flot be set
lir,

A deed of a Referee in Equity. thougli purporting to have
been nmade under a decree of the Court, is flot admissible in evi.
denee Nwithout proof of the decree.

Pugsle ',/ K.C., A.-G., Tw<'edie, K.C., for plaintiffs. Allen,
K.C., Teed, K.C., and Laiclor, for defendant.

Barker, J.] [Dec. 19, 1905,
DUNCAN v. TOWN or' CAMPBELLTON.

Ar. injunction %vill r9t. be granted to restrain a paefy frorn
proeeeding w'îth an arbitration where the resuit of the arbitra-
tion will be merely futile and of no injury to the party seeking
the injunetion.

An arbitration to determine the v'nltw of land of the plaintiff
taken by the defendants will îiot be restrained because a condi-
ti.on preeedeiit to the takîng of the land may flot have been coin-
plied with.

3lott, for plaintiff. Whkitc, K.C., and lIcLatelty, for tleftn-
dants.

Barker, J.] [March 9.
IN RE CUSHING SULPHITE FIBRE CO.

Practicb-Order--Var-ia tioat-Mistake,

A company against which a winding-up order had been made
obtained nt the instance of the large rnajority of its sharehold-
ers and holders of its bonds an order in an action by it against C.
granting leave to appeal to the Supreme Court of CanadR fromi
a judgnient of the Supreme Court oî this Province conflrrning
a judgment of the Supreîne Court in Equity, and entrusting the
conduiet of the appeai to the company's solicitors. Subsequently
the liquidators of the conapony nîoved to vary the order by add-


