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sequence of the ýplaintiff's daim, which obs*tnicted their passage,
that the defendarits, by reasS ofý the -plainitif'3 refusai aforesaid,
were justified, in removing a portion of thje saidý dam, te effeet a
passage for their logs, and that, in1 so doing, they acted under the
direction of the plaintiff himself,, aà to whcee their mnen engaged in
that operation should begfin, and what portion-;of'the said dam
they might take down, with the Ieàst Possible i*~ry to the. plain-,
tiff, io ç$aQting a passage: for t~he said -loes which ooud . ot, he
driven through the said dam,.without seripusly daraagi2g -the same,
and, thereby, occakoiling a very heavy pouwii#y lsn ta the d"fez-
dants,i doth manintaiuthesaid exceptia <p thqm the ýsaid.1dQeir'i
dants, and doth dismis the plaiintiiff';aetiop ù eaf
cont.,

Ce jugemen~t fut;port4' on révkio,, 4 Montir&s, devant -trow,
juges de la: Çour Stiporieure.

,4e demaudeur, s'appuya sur. le çpçii 4s hpitre. 51, des
Statuts IRefndus pour le Bas-Can, da>

Les défendeurs prétendirent quqqe~t 9it~ttiç, ~plq
pas aux dépimdances de la (Jour>nnq, UsI1 citaient 4 »lcsti'
comm. par Chitýy, ~.167. L .~. C. i'eporsp 147 hapma .
Cake&ýlal -ni 9 è' e e 6 t vo.

de jugement fut ce #rmé en révision.,
P.&R CuaiAM.-TheC ourt holds that tha?,wne f a~rpry

on the bianks. of afloajâirg river hap no xislit te }ate me, bj
stret3hng, a. boom, acros it , tha ta r!ver floataloiya

acertain seaan o~teyaconmunder the genera1 rul.
Joubert. avoca on ýP#ýr

GreS.Ca il avocat des 'D *. *1

JUGÉ Io que le député-protonotaire n'a aucun péuvoir 'de fixer, en

.ý4o2


