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pubilic nisI.aiwce, but if it inflicts upon the plaintiff iii bis
i haramcter as cw% ner of certain lanîds, special injury othier than
that inifiicte(d upun tlic gencral public, it is au acticuable
wvrong at blisintce

ilis rightIis are twc-fold, naînely, righits iii respect of bis
prpirmy and rgtsas eue of flie general publie.

Th ijurieis ccnîplained of on this appeal are inirspc
iof the invasionIIl lcfh pla.intiffs riglits as an iiidui(ial
owneir and occuipant of certain property, and if flic defendiii-
atîts eatused fih inijuries sustaincd by him or imy niîe
(f individualý, c-ad une iii respect cf ilns uTrspcl
ijury- an11d Is en1tilled tc comîpensation iidnaebtuh
miiry dus uuot affetlie general publie andI thereufore they,
are- nct entitled te unainitain any action iri reSpect cf uc
lprlille wron for tîle plaintfiff's exclusive bnefiît. In suich
a casýe ilic id da sufferer alone ean niaiintain sucli an
ai tion.

I>eo~iingar~uii-ci flic plaintiffrs lanîds Lices utot afet
flu rilusencedb citizens generallY, but unerely those, cf

fie, ownier cf tuie land. lIt is l'ut ecsryto cieauthrity'
iiu o~pcrf flic p)roposiztion fliat no eue i: enttledýý tu cause
to in, depcisited- on the property of aniotherasei or any
other tirg wlich injureis such ethers rigluIts as4 owner.

Thl'II] flic facts are differeut, thie prnipimnolved
iii the preseýnt case does net differ frewin tat ini Fictrcher v.
k:ylards. 3 H1. L. p. 330. For de reasonis 1 tinki1 the
plaintif! j is tîtled te damages il) respect cf the inijur- oeca-

iinedl te luîn 1,y arenc oingi from thie defendfant's suie]-
fer alnd falliing on bis prepert'y ; ami tîtat there, should be
a reference Wý fIie Master to fix the amnount of silcb dam-
ages, ftle plaintif! to, be paid flic cos)ts cf the referenice.

As to thie prayer for an injunction, the defendfanits say
tliat iii tlic wiuiter of 1912-13 f hey, adopted effective means,
to) preveuet tic escape cf arsenic from the smelter. The fludf-
iuig of arsenic in the tain water barrel in »November, 1913,
would go to shew that notwithstanding tiese lnmans, arsenic
9-Scapcdý(. The dlefendants have no right to permit so dan-
gerous a xnaterial as arsenic to escape f rom thir prenises
into thec atmosphere, and thence be carried by the wind upon
flie ]and cf the pIaiintiff and others; and the plaintiff îs eun-
titledl te an injunction restraining the defendants from con-
tiunînig and repeating the nuisance complained of in such


