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Armour, R.C., and MacMurchy, K.C., for appellants, C.P. Ry.
Co. Blackstock, K.C., for appellants, G.T. Ry. Co. Detcart,
K.C., and Chisltolrn, K.O., for respondents.

Ex. C.1 CiYNÂRD v. THiE KINGo. [Feb. 22.
Exrpropriatioi of lawîd-Water lots-Contigent value-Croivi

gi-at-&Statittory authority.
The Dominion Governinent expropriated, for purposes of

the Intercolonial Railway, lands in Halifax, N.S., including a
;t extending into the harbour. This, lot eould be mnade very

valuable by the erection of wharves and piers for which,~ how-
ever, it would be necessary to obtain a license from the govern-
mient of Canada as they would obstruet navigation. The titie 3

to the water lot was originaliy by grant f romn the Governmnent
of Nova Scotia, but no statutory authority for making such.
grant was produeed. $10,000 was otvered by the goverilment for
ail the lands and allowed hy the Exehequer Court. The owners
ape&t]d, claimning a muehi larger amount.

Iflld, DI'FF, J., dissenting, that under the eircumstanees the
owners were flot entitled to compensation on the l)asis cf the
wvater lot heing itilized for wharves and piers, and if they were
tl- n iount tendered ivas sufficient.

1Held, also, that a Crown grant of land cannot he made with-
out statutory authority.

Judgment of the Exehequer Court (12 Ex. C.R. 414), af-
firmed.

A ppeal dismissed with costs.
iavisi, K.C., for appellant. Neivcombe, K.C., Deputy Min-

ister of Justice, for respondent.

province of 1Ropa %cotia.

SUPREME COURT.

The Pull Court.] (April 2. '

HiRTLE v. TuHE Towv orP LuNENBuRG.

Mu~nicipal corporation-Dpfect in sida walk-Contractor-Muni-
cipality not liable for mis feasance of.

A contractor who ivas employed by the Dominion Government
to construet a eoncrete sidewalk around the post office in the


