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ýo me than a case decided in another country,
.t eircumatances, involving a different ques-
possibly be that, if the question in this case,

eu Of cireumstances, were, ivhether the owner
the lot in question eould be taxed for a side-
the aide of his property, the benefit of whichi

onneetiou with that property, the nxeaning of
;" might be stretched to include the sidewalk
'mut say that I would not care to be the first

wlth the words. In that case-Justices of
ilnsin for the Imiprovement of Bedford,

assaid that inEngland the words "in front,"
lent there in question, were anibiguous-here,

Aoad the thoroughly-understood meaning
IV rear," sud "side-lines," of alinost al

tid ever be weil said that there was any
ne oftee words as applied to lots of land -

k8 "al creustanesthe word "front-
beentreae& a if heving the saine rneaning

[chof oure ould .not be here; land abut.s
landwheter i front, at the rear, or at the
l'ably.re fronts upon one highwvay*, and

e8 a a uleare altogother within the limits
110 autu ether lands at ail; though, of

ftenRbu upn oe or two hilhwaya, and in
e 81"(Uldin ladson all aides. And. while

030 i 91111d e metiouied that iu the neit
'Goernrs f the Bedford General Inmmi-

[Il P8ti1S, O"dredby the saine Court in
te.M )arin B.who «t in a,eh "o"rTg ft


