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of eacli owner generally--only; and> although
is remnedial in regard to ail that cornes within
to be applied only to cases which p1ain1y are

!onsiderations seemi to me to be but wasted
thtis case is concerned;- beeause, as I under-
slation and another by-law prevent the erec-
1 question, of sucli a building as that ini ques-
se is one to compel the granting of permission
lding at that place onlIy, no0 order, such&- as 1
if there be the right to refuse ithe permission
lier, and subsequent 1 understand, legisiation

:ore, allow the appeal, but give the plaintiff
i such as the opinions expressed may be; with
Lt.
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