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IPlaintiiff is entitled to an inquisition as asked.

It appearsi-, from the-evidence that plaintif[wl not
any further damage or be inconvenienced by wliat defen
have dune or are doing during the autuinu or cexning ç
or duriveg the freshets of 1905, se 1 think coxnplete j
may bevh done by allowing defendants a reasonable tii
inake( ether arrangements with the village of East:I Tc
for a water supply.

The injunction should not issue umtil lst IMay, 19

Judgmient wîll ho for plaintiff for a declaration of'
tiff's ri',ht te theo flow of the water; for a declaraticin th
fendants have wýrong,,fully divertedl the water 'which
inte nnd Fupplies the pond on plaintiff's land...
an îvjiinetion r(,straining, défendants perpetuallY fronr
ther wrnfldiversion; andf for a reference to thie '-
te inquire a.nd state what dainages, if any, plaintiff ha
ftineid bvy reasenn of sueh -wrongful dîversioin of wal
Stated; daniages to be limited te s'uch as are not barr
the Statulte of jimlitationls. C'osts up to atnd inclusi
trial to he paid by defendants. Further directions anc
sequent costs reserved.


