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TRIAL.

BITRRMELL v. LOTT.
,xrent-Ugiht of ua-ear-Dwil~ nd NerrientTe-

Action (1) for ai dýclaration that the deofendantii %vas not
entitled to a righit of way over thie plaintiff's premiises, or ta

,usintix on the plaintiff's premises a certain pier, aind for
&n injunction restraining the defenldant from tepsig

(2) for a declaratioln that the plaintiff was, en1titledl, in con-
atlen with lis fouiffnr uies to tke a 1 dshag

into the tail rac~e under thie dlefend(anit*s imiii one-ihirdi f

th vateýr of thie river MNoira;, (3) for an injunction ruestrain-
ing thie defendant froin obstructing thie taîl race-( or mmpijed-
i.g the fret, disehaiirge, of wa.-te N3aiter fromn the( plaintiff's
wator whieei; (4) for a miandaJtor 'v ordler upIon the dclfendkilt

to rmnove ail Obstructions froml the tail race.


