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)Uparian ouners-Water right s-Pollutionê of water-Proof of
dama ge-Àct of Logislatisre.

The pollution of a river by a riparian owner will be enjoiicu
at the instance of a riparian owner lower down without proof
of actual damnage.

Generally speaking, one flot a riparian ewner is flot entitled
to complain of the pollution of a river, and a grant or license
f roma a riparian owner to ulse the water dees not entitie the
grantee or xicensee to complain. of its pollution hy another ripar-
ian owner.

Where plaintiff. though flot a riparian owner, was authorized
by Act te talm a specifled quantity of water per day froni a lake
for, ameng other puirposes, the domestic uise of its citizens, it weis
held that it wag entitled to enjoin the pollution of the lake by
a riparian owner, and withotit proof of actual damnage.

*C. N. Skimier, K.C,. for plaintiffs. H. A. McKeown, K.C.,
for defendant;.

l3arker, J. j[Oct. 12.

BÂENHILL v. HAMPTON & STr. MARTIN's Rv. Ce.

Rail way-Mortgage-Lie n-Priori ies,

By the Railway Act, 1888 (D.) a lien for working expendi-
ttre i8 given upon the rents and revenues of a railway company
in priority to a mortgage previously made charging the coi-
pany's property, includin&g its rents and revenues. By the Rail-
way Act, 1903 (D.), the lien is enlarged te apply te the pro-
perty and msets of the conipany in addition te its rents and
revenues.

Held, that the Act of 1903 flot being retroactive 'a lien for


