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Goddard’s Law of Easements, 7th ed., p. 5; Rex v. Jolliffe
(1787), 2 T.R. 90; Clifford v. Hoare (1874), L.R. 9 C.P. 362
Hutton v. Hamboro (1860), 2 F. & F. 218; Harding v. Wilson
(1823), 2 B. & C. 96; Sketchley v. Berger (1893), 69 L.T.R.
754.)

The judgment of the Court was delivered by MEREDITH,
('.J.0.:—We think the law is plain. The only right of the ap-
pellant is a right of way; and the law is clear that, unless the
cornice interferes with the reasonable use of the way, there is
nothing of which the appellant can complain.

It would be quite open to the lady who owns the fee simple
of the land, subject to this easement, to take objection to the cor-
nice, and to get rid of the difficulty which Mr. Malone suggests
would arise if the cornice were to remain 20 years.

The appeal must be dismissed with costs.
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Appeal by the plaintiff from the judgment of Krrny, J.,
ante 389.

The appeal was heard by MEREDITH, C.J.0., MACLAREN,
Macek, and HopciNs, JJ.A.
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