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by the other defendants. Whv then should their tnants be,
parties to the action? There wvas no ;suggestion that Ilhe aippli-

ats were parties ta any infringements upon the plaintifs'* riglits.
The plaintîffs' tenants miglit be co-plaîintiffs with them if an ' ikeý
infringements of their rights were complained of; but it m:vas
said that such riglits were deait with and conchided in the act ion
of Hughes v. United Empire (Ctub, trîed by Gwynne, J., in 1877,
and szo could not be raised here agarn. But, however that xnight
be, no question between the appli(ants and their co-dIefendalýnts
was raised or deait with in this action; cansequentty tsede-
fendants, were unneccssary parties, and, if thev liad dlisclaimed,
might have had costs ta thatextent from the plaintiffs; but thevy
did not and do not now, and( Sa ought not ta have costs, froiiithem
plaintiffs; and it would be out o>f the question ta sayt' that their
co-defendants should be saddked with any additional costs by
reasoni of the applicants bcing made partie-, to the action.

The action should be (iîsmfissed as ta the applicants, and tiiere
shoutd be no0 costs ta or against thern.

Counsel for the plaintiffs asked leave ta anien the staternent
of dlaimi so as ta altege injury ta the reversion; no0 ane objeceN,
and 110 reasonable objection could be raised. The teave should
be grntet.

Counsel for the plaintiffs also asked that the judgmnent of the
Court should inctude an injunction against any invasion of thieir
rights by the defendants against -whom the plaintiffs had sucueed-
ed. This the plaintiffs shoutd have-iît xnight more eae.rl\ efn
the rights, of the parties.

No costs of these motions.
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