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e benefit of each owner generally—only ; and, although
fﬁrea.ted as remedial in regard to all that comes within
it ought to be applied only to cases which plainly are

L these considerations seem to me to be but wasted
r as this case is concerned; because, as I under-
legislation and another by-law prevent the erec-
e in question, of such a building as that in ques-
 the case is one to compel the granting of permission
L & building at that place only, no order, such as is
g0, if there be the right to refuse the permission
other, and subsequent I understand, legislation

erefore, allow the appeal, but give the plaintiff
han such as the opinions expressed may be; with
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&: unable to see that there is any real
¢ answers of the jury. I agree with
t the tentative but the final answers of
ok memd; and, consequently, that we
(Sl My > answers given after the jury re-
But T would add this, that those final
the Ontario Law Reports.




