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New Brunswick passed an order in council stating tliat the
owner of the adjoining land faken elaimed titie to said fore-
shore; that it had been used by thc owners for bocming pur-
poses and otherwise for more than Hixty 3-ars; that the Attor-
ney-General w'as of opinion that whatever rights the province
may have, had been extinguished, and that no dlaim could be
made by it to said foreshore.

Held, per Duif, J. :-This is an admission touching the titie
to the foreshore by the only authority competent to make it
and is evidence against the Dominion Government in the ex-
propriation proceedings: that it is prirpi facie evidence of titie
by possession in T.; and that there is nothing in the record to
impair the str2ngth of this primâ fadie cae.

Appeal allowed with costs.
Teed, K.C., and Lait lor, K.C., for appellant. Baxter, K.C.,

Attorney-General for New Braiiswick, for respondent.

Que.] LACHANCE V. CAUCMON. [Nov 26, 1915.
Appeai- rutrisdictioni-lnju ncetioni-Maftr iii co,,trove'rsJ-Re-

fiisai of costs-Stipreieù'ourt Riile 4-''Sujremr Court
Acf," s. 46.

In an action for an injunction restraining the lefendaiif
f romn carrying on dangerous operations in a quarry and foi,
$100 dama ges.

1h id. tLat the Supreme Court of Canada lhaà no *jiisdietion
Io entertaim an appeal.

Price -.,. Tan gnou.t 42 S C.R. 133, and City of Riamnlon v.
Iloiton Distil!ecrl Co., 38 S C.R. 239, referrcd to; Shawinigan
Hydro-Electric Cuý. v. S'haiiiyait IVat<r <i<1 Torr Co., 4?ý
S.C.R.. 650, distinguisbcd.

The appeal was quashed but without cost.s as the respondent
had ueglected f0 iinove for an order to quash the app)lell within
the tiime limifcd by Suprcrnc Court, Rule No. 4.

Appeal quashed wîthout costs.
Marchand, for the appellant. Gelly, for the rcspoiident.

Alfa.] RITCHIE V. JEFREY. [Nov. 20, 1915.

BiiiU.r7-s ý,nd contractors-Mat criais suppicd-Assigytment of
io ney payable ivder contraet-Evide nce-Flstoppel-Lien

-Enf orcing equitable assignment-Prac4 tee.
A building contractor gave a written order uipon the owner

dirccting hlm to pay the sum of $800 to the plaintiff on account


