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m'ence to Miller v. Tipling (1918), 43 O.L.R. 88, 97,

iough thie conveyanoe to Wice wu8 not executed by uin,
ýrefore theoe could be, at law, no new grant of the easement,
?quity the grantee would not be permitted to prevent the
nit from being enjoyed by hie grantor or tho.se clau-aing
tisn: sce May v. Belleville, [190512 Ch. 605; Canada Cernent
Fitzgerald (1916,) 53 C&îi. S.C.iR. 263.
ioyd vý. Smith (185), 10 C.B. 164, had no application:.
)rpe v. Bruiufitt (1873), L.R. 8 Ch. 650.

Appeals dismissed wilh cota.

DIvi8ioNÂAL CiuRr. JuxF, 25TH, 1920

DONOVAN v. CANADIAN PACIFIC R.W.CO.

rwl4-Ju-Unatfatry Findings--Excmie Damaga-

"Ia by the defendants frorn the judgrnent Of CLL-rE, J.,
ie fludings of a jury, iii favour of the plaintiffs, iu an action
administrators of the estates of Susie Donovan and Sarah~
in, deeeased, under the Fatal Accidents Act, to reor
,sfor ther deaths. They weeburned to deathjin acar
lefendantts, near Bonheur, while on their way frorn Regina
eville. The jury assessed the damages at $2,000 for the.
)f Susie and $3,000 for the death of Sarah, and the tcial
gave judgrnent for those arnounts, with costs.

appeal was heard by MERKDIT, C.J.O., MÂCI..Rwi,
~HODINS, and FEnGusoN, JJ.A.
N. Tilley, K.O., and Angus MacMurchy, K.C., for the.
nts.
Hl. Lenuox, KOC., and J. E. Madden, for the. plaintiffs,

pyREDIT, 0.0.., readîng the judgmnent of the. Court, said
e Court had corne to the conclusion that the end. of justice
b. best served by directing a new trial. Thi- findings
jury were not satisfactory, and the. darnages were exces-
'he costs of the last trial and of the appeal should b. costs
cause unless the Judge before whorn the newv trial takes
Lherwise directs.

N Aew triai ordered


