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rightway, the was deter-a to whichIn an action to restrain interference with
toprior parties, the is not entitledthe defendantmined in a suit between same

wayby petition isjury upon question thethe the described ina trial whether
original action; issuepleadings the and suchout in the inthe same that setas

injunction.only theproceeding ofbe in a for violationcan raised

interferingfrom withEquity,in to defendantsBill restrain the
extending from the Punkshire road toright way,ofplaintiffs’the

enjoinedcourtland of defendants. Theplaintiffs’land over thethe
they excepted. Transferred from the Novem-anddefendantsthe

superior by Plummer, J.term, 1912, the courtofber

Colby (by orally),0. brief for theIra andHosea W. Parker and
plaintiffs.

Vermont) orally),Sloane(of and ScottSloaneEdwardR. Buck {Mr.
for the defendants.

Young, this case was here before that theJ. held whenIt was
(Sullivan, May term, 1907)v. Lambertonin Dinsmorejudgment

a right wayin had ofplaintiffs this action overthethatdecided
as brief thedescribed in their statement indefendants’ landthe

Dinsmore, 574,v. 75 N. 575. TheH.suit. Lambertonformer
plain-that it has been decided that thenevercontentiondefendants’

isway openover their land therefore not toofrightahavetiffs
them.

them,enjoiningcourt erredthat the incontendThe defendants
to a trial of the issue as tojury whetherthey entitledwerebecause

wayplaintiffs’ ispetitionthe the same thatinway describedthe
in the former Butbrief statement action.theirdescribed inwas

open proceeding.to this Itthem in canis notcontentionthat
them a thepunishto for violation ofproceedingaraised inbeonly

injunction.
Exception orerruled.

All concurred.


