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oJ daiage. In any ceue plaintiff is entitled to, the costa of
trial aind appeal.

1 do not think the argument as to, an outstanding mort-
gage nt thie dlate of the severance, material. as that mortgagte
w-as ftrads harged. Nor do 1 think that; proper

1»1viene wais tendered t4) shew that the xnortgage wau ton-
t inud aiid emibraced lu a subsequent mortgage under which
sp(wer of sale was exercised.

'11,e rusil is ilhat t1ic dinU1l1ould 1w sti aside andi

judgmti entered for plaîntifs , \wîth cot-ubjevt to, ref-

MAEJ. :-1 agree in the judgxnent jusî read, ectept

that 1 thiink defendlants. in addition to painiig dlaniges and

coetS. shloul b re-trinred <roin building the wvall in question
hi rthami if nowv isý, or <rom doing mrn other net upon

their pre-mihs in interference with plaint'iff's easement of

ligliL

Bot>,C.OcToniýr. 7îni, 1907.

TRIAL.

BELLVThL BRIGE CO. v. TOWNSIIIP 0F AME-
IASB17RG.

Cm nyA8sessa<Sle ini T,,wn,ýhp in which im Ilc 11ilf

Action for a declaration that a certin idg owned

1b. plaintiffs was not hable to as8essment hy defondantsiý. ia
for an injuinction, etc.

BOY'>. C.- . . - The proporty. ow-ned bhy plain-

tifsi is a brdewith it, approachevs q1fordin;z a reans o
pasg romi thef jnainland ni the Belleville side, of the Bay

of Qwute on the inainland berlongingz to, the county of Prince


