
STKEKT. 1. BI<ITN, J) d.vrdh

deemsor En titie, If de(fvndant11, îi od toprI ct lo aii
vater diahage i ro th, ii1. 1 eioud,, o It of finig
ulpen ht pe oi pt1amitf'b land ili usin lit, is lot FI)

beundlq: \heo v. Buirrg>\s, 12 Ch. I). M1, licr Thew.îger,
k'. j . At tht'. itie(if thit. grain froint rr toL tht plain-

hiffa prdece ino l ille on 27,th February, 188iht. two(
hos~ nqu6 ii hd bi--l enI liuîlt ailtht va-t1ent1 Of

p1heddiisg siioý andii wattu. a-~ hais been1 dbonitve k-Nne, w

1iecevaary Io1 tht. rt.asonablii venjoyr) n o1111(f 1h1w~r~t
graute-d. Any douibt upon thiis pint isz >ot at res>i by th-

1 xpress tenusý of Ihlw gýralit. whîh epres giNies tht righit
b.i uise tht. roof lis it presunit eonlstrutid"-i ove\r itt por-

tien of land whiCh nu, mretisci by tht. grantor. fi i- quiilte
plain that tht. grantor colild nl ifer slchI al granti. insit

uipon the grantet. aituring tht. coiidrutcIoil of tht. rouf 60 a
te prevent the cnow a:nd wlitvr fronti q'xnn dIonii n:and t'li
pliitiff t n i iii o hihrpoitioni than the. original
g-rantor. 'unr.T1wseea grmnt if ilht. righ o main-
tain tht. projecioni of, ilht. rou'f ovt.r Ih. llie if land
cayried m-ith it tht. ne.savoionsqunet.c that waîýt,'r and

hnOw falling uponli tht., roof mus1it. tI aE lairge extt.nt, eed
U?1oft the. land blw Appeill allowe-d nwith uosts antinotion

4sn me itli costs.

Wl. W. Vivkers & Co.,Tot, solicitors for plaintliff.

WasSinole, & atnTrto litrsfrde-
fendant.

MFARCH 1 ITI!, 1902.

TH1OMPSON V. COV UIEl.

N1k of J'ami -l'arrAO MwePne*EfWte' 0 ronal

-11t45i or Proof.

.Appeal Ihy plainitiffs fri tht. jiiignment of tht Canel
1er, dhivered nt tht. trial wieh-l took plauie Lt Sadihon
the 7tb Octobet. 1901, dismissinig tht., acionithl coats.


