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As a furtiier defenee to Suriniger's claim. defetndants
have set up what they cntend is a written consent on bis
part to theïr plans. This wvas signed on March 4th, 1912,
and deaIt with and referred only to the lune leading frein
Scriiiger's ]and to St. George road tlîroughi whieh defeid-
ants were tberebv permiitted te esrc a storni draini.
Serixuger a fterwards delivered t o deedn a deuinen t
dated l5ti iMarch, 19)13, revoim iu 'the( license grranted b)v
me te you on or about Ma rul -Ib. 1912." ani forbidd iii,w
defeudfants eiiteriîug e peu) thli lands. 1I(Io net tliik that
t led aifeords aii 'y re!lier to e ufeidant s; apart frein anY riglit
of Surinuger te reý el\e w lIat Ile efflls a I iueisu, tbat doeu-
mentý d id ne more thonii pe4riiiit defeiîdaut s te ut rY the
stormi druitn t brougl tlîc latie ami giv e tiei the rigi, ,o
enter upon the land l'or ihiat purpoe; ao( nd wceoveur t bu
uîjethod et disposai, of the wator as contemplated by defcud-
ants w'as itot of bte efficienit kind required there l)y the
hiealth authorities.

What J have go fair feund te bu the facts arc quite
sufflelent ini n)y jtdiuni(lt te entitle plaintiffs ie relief.
In that view ît is tîîînecessary te duai witb ether aspccts
of the case, sncbh as defendant laàin preeded witfiout

ah-law, andI agrainst btbe express rtu oju on ur
than once made, of the eoinuil cf tlie tow'nship of North
Dumfries ilute wbiîeh municîplity the sewer or drain w aý
to be carried.

At the close of He trial i tbcooght. and se expressed
myseif. that the facts elicîtcd ini the evidence wvouId have
enab]ed the parties to arriw. at scinu eanbi solution of
their differences. and for that reason 1 \witiheid, judguuent.
I have since learned Iliat tbeY have net i)een aile te reach
an agreement.

Judgrnent will be in pla,,intîffs' faveur, with cosi s.
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