
«' mati^re ^tant de-li en descendant tcm le fleuve de plus nolide en plui lolidc, de sorte
*' qti'A I'cxtr^mit^ de la partie qui avoit le dit dtsius dc la dalle comine fiii-dit, il y a>
" voit pres de quinie piedi de longueur dans la dilc dalle pleine d'uiie matiere austi
" dure uue de I'argile, composce d'un m6langf dc 8torcorationR liumaines dis^chuei, de
" Kable ae rividre et d'une grandc quantity de bouclionii de lirgn a boucher des bou-
" teilles ordinaires, le tout formant nii mastic impdn^trablo h I'eau du fleuve, laquelle
*' eau du fleuve ne pouvoit plus entrcrdans la dite dalle du dit canal dc8 latrines en
•' contestation pour enlever les immondices coniim; avant cd'o obstiuction, et lc» iinmun-
" dices tombant journcllement dans les dites lati incs, rencontrant le dit obstacle dc ma-
" tiere durcie en forme de mastic, no pouvoicnt plufi Hortir par la dite dalle et sc delayer
" avec I'eau du fleuve, el ont empli la dalle perpenticulaire des dites latrines, et cc m&'
"me juiqu'^ reborder par dessus le si^ge d'icclles: ctpour conitater si le flux ou re-
" flux du fleuve se faisoit sentir et cntroit dans le dit canal ct jusqu'oii, nous sommes
" demeur^s dans les maisons des parties prcs des lieux en contestation ct les avons vinit^s
" de temps en temps et ce ft pluiicuM reprises ct jus()u'a.pres dcsix heurei du soir ;
" oil sur les dits lieux ^tant nous avons vu I'eati du fleuve nio^fer jusqu'^ quelques
" pouces du mur bfiti par le D(<t'endeur ; et nous croyons qu die seroit entree dans le
" dalot dans le dit mur bfiti par le D^fendeur, si elle n'en eilt iste empfich^e par I'fxhau-
" cement des mati^res durcies comme ci-dessus dit, et que mOme dans les fortes oiarees,
" elle devroit monter de plusieurs pouces dans la dalle verticalc des dites latrines, et n'jr

" avons tronv^ nul autre empSchement, k tout cc que nous avons pu voir et examiner
" comme ci dessus ; et sommes d'avis en outre que le mur en pierre bfiti par le D^fen-
" deur en cette cause, ne peut ni par sa construction, ni par sa pcsanteur, ni pour le pre-
" sent,ni pour la suite, nuire en aucune manidre quelcunqiie u I'dcoulement des matieres
" f^cales, des urines, ni des autres liquides qui doivent passer par icelui ; mais que la
*' plus d'dpaisseur que le dit mur ainsi b&ti donne au c()te est de la dalle verticale dea
" dites latrines sera un obstacle a la pouwoir par la suite recuvcr ou rdparer aishnent
" quand besoin sera."

William Phillips not concurring with the other two Experts in opinion, flled a se-

perate Report as follows :
—" We Fran9oi8 Baillarg6, John Phillipps and Jean Marie

" Verrault, Experts nominated and appointed in this cause to execute the Judgment of
•' this Honorable Court, bearing date of the 20th October last.—After having duly
" notified the parties to attend on the premises in question, did on the 25lh day of No-
" vember, repair to the premises and there, in the prosence of both parties, ordered the
" said canal, or drain to be opened in the presence of both parties and in the presence
*' of Francois Baillarge and Jean Marie Verrault, did proceed to survey the canal, firstly

" at the end near the river, which was without any cover for some feet.—Secondly, at
" the part of the canal where the covering did commence, there was an opening of the
" whole size of the canal for the length of four or five feet.—Tliirdly, and in the pre-
" sence of both parties, and Fran9oi8 Baillarge, John Phillipps and Jean Marie Verrault,
" did order the covering of the canal to be taken off", which was done as far as it could
" be, far the new wall that was built by William Wilson the Defendant.—We the said
" Experts saw the end of the canal in the front of the said wall, and was the same size
" as at other parts, and that the canal was not full under the front of the wall, for the
•• space of four inches in height, and the whole breadth of the canal, and the under part
"was of a soft matter, which was harder and harder for the space often or twelve tent,

" after which the canal was full of corks, and sand, and other filth, which appears to
" have washed in from the river, after the perpendicular drain was stopped, for there
" could be nothing to wash back the filth after the ebbing of the river.—Fourthly, io
" the opinion ofJohn Phillipps, the stoppage is under the inside of the new wall, or else
" between the new waU and the perpendicular drain, oriherwise the canal would have
" been full under the front part of the wall, as it is in the other parts of the canal ; but
" we could not see the inner part of the wall, for the wall is three feet eight inches thick,
" and the canal doth not run in a direct line, but form an elbow, so that it appears im-
" possible to repair or clean the canal in that part—this is from the front of the wall to
" the perpendicular drain.—Fifthly, the river on the 28th November, did flow within
'* the fore part of the perpendicular drain, on the top of the canal ; and if the said canal
" was cleared out, the water would flow some feet into the perpendicular drain, at the
" time of Spring tides.—This is ray true and lawful report, according to the best of my
" knowledge. (Signed) Johk Phillipps.

The parties were heard upon these several reports and it appearing to the Court,
that the examination made by the Experts of the premises had not been sufliciently mi-
nute, a further examination and supplementary report were ordered.—The rule of the
Court bears date the I4th of June 1818, and is as follows :

" La Cour ayant entendu
" les parties par leurs Avocats, sur les rapports c^e Mtre. Baillarge, Jean Marie Verreau
** and John Phillipps, Expeifts nomm^s par la Cour et les parties en cette cause, et ayant
"«u98i enteodu lesdita Experts eo personne, ordonae, avant de faire droit sur les dits

*' Rapports
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