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therefor'll very rare," lJ.nd Sir ,J. T. Coleridge referred to three ~-----.-:--__

'Cases as establishing those opinions---!n ee Ames a'nd others
(n), Reg. v. Joyh8sen Mookerjee(o), and The Fatkland Island
-Company v, The 'Queen (p). In the present esse there has
neither been any difference of opinion amongst the Judges
'Whocompose this Court, nor any question of jurisdiction, nor
bas there been decided in it any other question of great or
,geoerat importance, wnioh would justify U8 in sending such

• ease 88 tl1is any further. The authorities, to which we have
referred, satisfy us that, if WA were to grant permission to

appeal to Her Majesty in Gouncil on the present coeaeion, we
should exceea our duty.

Lea'/:e to o,ppeal refu8eil.

[ApP~LLATE CIVIL JORISDICTlON]

Cross Special Appeals NQB. 175 and 2230/1872.

No. 175.

RANCBHOD JAMNADAs Appillunt. JQt1l1ill~;'27:.

LAxltJ HARIBHAI.;: Respondent.

No. 223.

LALLU HAl\lBHAI. ,dppella'l'l.t.

RANCHHOD JAMNADAS Respondent.
, '.

Breach. of 6Q7.t1'txct-JIandatol·Y Injunction-Damages.

Where the plaintiff and the defendant, being owners rcspcotircly
of two adjoining houses and the verandahs immediately in front of

those house, agreed that they should keep the verandahs open and

not build upon them or divide them by a wall ;-

(n) j Moo. P. C. C; 409.
~fJ) 1 ?lioo 1\ e.o. N. S,272. (p) 11'.Jid 199,


