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ilniskdprrnil xa not, ini his opinion, waste, becauise nio inJury
lw bing donc I tue reeso ." If wouild bewh e to

[mako SuchAire~t as Io change tu ntue of the thn (ye
iiiised. . . . The Court, nio dmuht. looks jelosl sev
ý%hethgr llw acts lorse are sueli as to dIiitiish the valule of the

rever-sioni.
Applyirg thé hest to cases sucli an Lewi v. Uodson and thre

iiitirnb («asesý uiponl whichi it is foujndeýd, il la elear that Hije re-
inloval of atneisd tu he eiaing of' tixnbhcr frtont larnd leased foi-
aigrieulituiral puqrp)oses caîînot be eare as wýaste. Trhe urp

isicnepae by thle 'case ; and 1lte revcrision is not ijrd
butimrvd

IReereceIo Tukrv. Linger, 21 Ch. D. 18, 8 App, CaW
508.1

That whiei ie seuggýsted( as the test, nainely, la there inijury to
the- rverýsioii or not 7 haLs long heen recogniscd as the toucli-

s-torie. PlTe %ld cases are olecc in l>oe dem,. (lrbb. Bir-ling-
toir, 5 K & Ad. 507, wihadopta t he statenicut: -The law %will
nlot allow that tul le wi[ste which je flot anyw %ays reuiia
theinhrtac, . . . 'Secl caSes colleoteil in IahodV.
Magisel, [1811 C. 3

>rastu, inost complete etteeu f Ille law la founld liu
the( jud(gmen-lt of Buc4kley, L.-,- in Weast flint entral Charity

IBoardl v. Ea.st lxondoni Waterýwor.ke Co., [1900] il. C24, where-
li tate the tesot of iinjurty to the retver-sion ili prakctivally lte
saine worde s i in thv biter juidginent whIich, lits tueo app>roval
of the. Lord.

Ill the casei ait bar. it is eetablishetd, 1 think, beyond pcr-ad-
venture, that wimt la proposed b>' the teniant will, in 01 ileir-
mtalices whivh exist, 1w e a iot subsýtatiail iur'to thever
siorn. Fur-ther. if il be inaterial to the case, I do0 flot thiik that

thl as iii ally way conitcmlplated anr>- xaain It conteni-
Ildatted al userv of the watvr lota als Ille v were at the finite oF tire

deis.If thelste l4ercv uîlsuit;lcl( for the purposesý of tu Clulb,
thiat wss the Cluhb's nîeotnNo r'ight %uns gîveni tol take

awythe siSzid-~aeIi far. mor-e illialogioues to the openling of
a new inei thiali t1o tue pruidenlt -onlldt of uhady and in

nesnse prns il uder sulch a leax, ;Is that iniqesin

The plaintiffis areth- oe,Ventillcd to the( in.juxxo(tion lioIgllt,
and bo a efre as to daînages, if thu partieso vcannot agree
uiponl iii iamounIlt. If itlai. diredi-( Io avoid a r1eene 11a11

revady Io hvar imy evidrince ineessar'y to enble)t Ille daîniagts bu


