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CHAMBERS.

WATT v. MACKAY.

Evienc-FreijnCommission Ex.,aminatUon of Plaint

Appctal by plaintiffs f rom order of Master in (GhambI)e
mite 93, iniposing ternis upon plaintiffs as a ronditiou
allowing- the issile of a commission to take the evidence
<mne of flie plaintiffs aibroad.

F. JT. Rorlhe, for plaiinifs,.
N. F. Da1vidson, fer defendant.

FAÂLCONBRIIDO E, O.J., disxnissed the appeal witlios~

ANGLINg, J. JAŽJNUAIIY 31sT, 1SgJ

TRIAL.

<'AEDOTMLLTNO Co. vý STTRpi£ MILLINGxc C

Watrand WaecnssDm-fnrhpby two PIewo

ga(rd Io VaIrr-Surphi, aerIjncinDaao

Action to retrain deondants from mîaking 'a wrongi
lise, o! water drawu from a damn known as No, 5, erected
Caledonia on the Grand river, =nd for damages.

G. 1,y nch-Stauinton, K.O., and A. O'Tleir, Ilamilton, f
plaintifse.

E". E. A. DuVernet and IL. Arreil, Calelonia, ford
fendants.

Aioî,J.-Dain No. 5 was ereeted -under statuto
powers by the Grand River Navigation Co., who owned ai
operated miiq situiated on opposite banks of the Grand rivi
101 wichl the grist milis of both plaintiffs and defend&r
a1.( reerted, and also the land uipon which the saw-mill me
[ Io)ned below stands. A subsequent owner of these two gri
iiil properties desiring to dispose of them te different pu
j hasers, it becarne necessary to provide for the interest wlhÎ
each purchaser should have in the dam and water privilee
upoîl which both depended for power. Thie parties have D


