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plyto the 1learn-d Judge, but must do so promptly. I eeec
is direetud,(, i<t wiII bu at the penil of costs. A. Bicknell and B3. H.
L. Symmes,, for the plaintiffs. J. E. Jones and V. H. Hatliu, for
the defenidants.

JESSOP V. (1ADWELL SAND AND GRAVEL CO.-KLLY, J.--JuNE 21.

Lcznd-Jnjury Io by Operations on Neighbouring Land-Watelir
Lots-Assessnmni of Dama ges.]-Action by a fishermian, thie owneur

of a lot on the Detroit river in the town of Sandwich, for an iii-

junctionzind dainages in respect of injury to the plaitiff by thu
defen'dantsi' opurations upon nuighbouring lots. The action was
tried without a jury at Sandwich. The learned Judge readl a

judgmnent iiiwhich lie set out the facts with great care. lesi
that the plaint if was entitled to succeed on thew principle o f 1 y La ids

v. Fleteher (1868>, LR. 3ý W1L. :330. Ilis daaesncludling
arnongst othlir things thu loss of benefit for two y ears from a smnall

e harvest, ati othutr inatters consequent uipoii the di1sturbanicu,
of his buisiness 1) th' le acts complainied of, shlouldl bu esd at

$725. Trhis indudues $320, the estimated epneof remnoving

f rom th suae of his land, which was und1(er thIe water, Ilhe d(eposiît
of earth and othlir matrrial which had improperl *y been allowedl to

escape fromi the eo dn' land. This last itemn is SubIjec(t to

the righit of the deu oat W have a reference as to thie amount;

on such rvurunicu hoth rie to bo entitied to offereidc.
Judgmeunt for thu plaintiff for $725 (Lamages anid for thie inijunui-

tion skd withi 4osts, excupt costs of tlle rufouncu reýfurrt-d lo,
il sui rufuri-ncu bt.uuie by thle duofundant. F hrdrcin

%ýand cos;ts of thuueruc uuvd T. Muercur Mortonl, for t bu

plaintiff. J. Hl. lHodd(, for tedfudts

DAvSONv.FoRpr~s-LIrýrnox, J., zix&an*-JN 22.

Appeail Leave Io Appeal from Order of Jud(ge iiiChm&&
Importance of Questionx~Iede-ab as to Correcinesi of

Order-Ruýile 5307 (3) (b.-oinby the defendauat Forbes, uni-
der Rûule 507, for leave Io appeal to a Divisional Court from the
order of SUTHERLAIND, J., ante 358, diimissing the saiddfnans
application to sttay proceediuigs upoxn the reference dlirec(tedl by thie
judgment of KELLY, J., 9 O).W.N. 22, affirmed by a Divisional
Court, 9 O).W.N. 319, peniding an app-,eal b)y the said defendant
to the Supremie Court of Canada. LENNox, J., set out thie facts


