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jurytold the toregard question damages,In to of the courtthe
oforiginal construction thepaidinto account “what for thetake she

for which she has sincepayand had to the local sewersewer what she
of instructionpremises only.” The result thisfor thoseconstructed

originalcost ofonly plaintiffnot for the herwas to reimburse the
forprovidingcost ofinstallation, from the wholebut to relieve her

damagesmay plaintiff’ssewage premises.from It be that thethe her
by original cost ofmight approximately thebe measured either

byor ofmaking the costthe connection with the defendant’s sewer
constructing sewage plant, but to allow a re-private disposalher

damages.grounds give double Seecovery upon both would her
exception to thisCompany,Barker v. N. H.80 118. The defendant’s

chargeportion of the is therefore sustained.
exceptions are notquestions by otherThe raised the defendant’s

not,havelikely to in form at another trial and there-arise the same
fore, been considered.

trial.New
All concurred.
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plaintiff.Scammon, by brief, for theGeorgeR.

byHartnett, brief,F. for the defendantBurns and CharlesHughes &
bank.

judgment against Carpenter entered,wasPer Curiam. After the
propriety subsequentoflonger pending,no and the thethe action was

partyabank be made defendant seems doubtful.motion that the
maymotiongrant sustained,of the be. the bank did notifBut the

motion Lewisto the action until the was filed. v.partyabecome
(Laws 71,1927, 1)H. 24. The statute c. s. enactedHines, N.81

charges yearshould “for one fromfor water continue thelienthat the
“may by againstfor and be enforced suit. . .charged” waterlast item

of the real estate.” It follows that so far as theor ownersthe owner
interest, byit was lost itbank’s failure to secureto thelien extended

byprescribedwithin the time limit theagainst the bankby suit
being byto noonly method enforce the lien suit andThestatute.

being priorto bank’s toit as the interest institutedsuit to enforce
statutory of operativelimitation time became tomotion, thethe

respect personal liabilityin to such interest. No ofplaintiffthebar
invoked, property byand since its is not thecan be heldthe bank

fails, pointswithoutlien, plaintiff’s case consideration of otherthe
of defence.

brought supplementtoequityin the action as an aid tobillThe
broughtno tois of service cure the bar. It was notperfect the lien

noaction and attachment was inlong after the made connectionuntil
no uponretroactive effect theit. It could have time when thewith

any way judgmentIt shouldin sued. be dismissed andwasbank
in the action.for the bankordered

accordingly.Ordered


