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p~art of plitiff' lands. Thtis buiilding't of plainîjifs', accord-
ing to Blondie', evidleiceü, extends i13 feet and 512 incites
easterly f rom tlue preset eaizt side of James street. The
w ail ereeted 1)'v defendants btas badil te effeeu, not only of
severing the rear portîin of the soniterly part of lot 3 froîn
tue land o lthe Westî of it, but also deprives platntifrs of the
meatis of auu-ess to thu ' ytrl part front the souitberlyý 11
feet 4 jîteltes of lot 3 oni Tlghot reeî over wich tlîcy
claini to htave a rigbt ()f ua and it îs to restrain defen-
dants front so Ituiildi ng, aiid iintiiai ning tîs WvallI anti to
assirt the rights of the pLaîntiffs that the action is broughit.

I)efendants rl v to soel eNtunt upon the covvneof
May 30tîh, 1913, froin Hil1 to t1i. This comc3eatlcc does
not, however, purport to grantf ;ini pairt of lot 3 ont Jame~s
street, but is taken on tlkg assuntption itat the truc boundary
hune betwecn that lot and lot 3 onI)nho street lies to the
West of whiat 1 find to bu its, rLai kettion ,so that the înest
defendants eau clainm under tîtat -oîtvevance is the title of
Hill, whatever it wvas, to the westerly portion of lot 3 on
1Iuglison street and lis righit, tîtle andi itîtertst, if attv, over
thte rear 12 feet of lot 3 on Jtanes street. 1H11l tad , lîowever,
long prior to inaking thî, eonteyaneùe, 1 »îrtel with aIl of lot

3 on Jantes street, except any rigltIt tîtat igh-lt itave re-
mained in ltim to pass., o'er the retîr 1ý2 fet îtretif.. In the
early da~ *s of bi\voncrship of tlitat lot1, 111e ce on the
nortlteriy part (if if a stable, the en-t wall nf \\ichl was on
the lhue of thte ('ast Wall of plaintif sý pres&iît huiiling. Tît
line is several feetw's of witat 1 hase foitnd 1 lie bubb boun-
dary line betw eni Oite lots. Hill savm that lie, biiilt bis stabo
about 12 fcuet i)t f wbat Ite ilteni entdredw tîte divid-
ilng Iune botweel Ille two( lots. Wha i lie l in mmid iii

]e ingtis 1'2 feeýt hYnuiee b ulig was the
proispiect of uzgit for Oie 1upoe f a astgwyor drive-
wayv w1bit-h le hopel iniit blx o iotuted o\vor the easterly
portion of lot 4, owned by Proîtgua.v. Pronguav also appears
to have lînd in mmnd soruie stetselieule wîtli reference to
lot 4.
. TIhis înaY bel1> to accounit for tîte exsecif it did exist,
of aut 01( fence or other pbvsieal Ibounda;ry on 1Pronguay's
property ou the line of tbe production of the castcrly wall
of HilES stable,

A fartîter positiont tak-en by defendants is titat Martin's
fille was not perfeeted 1w tie 'foreelosure, inasmuch as
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