
TIis c onclusion is strenigtheued1 very iuhbi tv eg
nition, conttaiued in tîle cneaesobtaillib dIelnt

thieiselves for their line.

The authorities oni the sbetof deicat-àion ii agree
that it îs a question of intention : soee Gleýn ou Higw .p
18 et -seq.; Pratt on ilg 1as). 14 et se. ad1eae
there ciked; and thec notesÏ t, iDovaStonI \. Pay,I2 Sm. L. C.,
llth ed., p. 170 et seq. Iiiool v. Iuion lM. & W.
at pi. S830, Parke, B., say' s: "lu rder to coInstutIe ai valid

eiation to1wt pub)lic of a hihaIv I x ~ro h
soil, it is clearly settled thapt there musat be iii intention to
dedicateý--there must be ani anius dedlicanidi. , hih h
ulser byv the public is evideuce and 'no more: and a anl
act of interruption by the ownecr is of much more weight."
In Woodyer v. Haddon. 5 Taunit. 127, hr, J.,. says:v
"No particular tiuie is necessary for evidIenceý of a dedica-

tion: it is; not like a grant pre-iumr-d front le-ngth nf time;
if the acýt of dedication bu u.uequivoc&l, it mnay tko place
iimediately, for instance, if a mani builds a double row cf

hiousesý ope:ningy into an ancient street at eaeh end makingc a
street. and seiis or let, the oues that ISinttl a hligh-

Usualy th, îintention) bas* te be l nu, from hn fi- acta
of the owner aud the, publlie- use.- llext thev ai or eviden-ice
of dedication is unequivoeal, it is by deedi. Promi 1850. and
probably for sente tite before, tbf, strevt was openeda and
fenced, and used by the publie.

Whiere thec intentio7n to dedlicate is express. it was heold
in one caeNorth London P. W. Co. v. St, Mary. ?' U T.

67,that 18 mlonth's' u'se byý the public, after a dec(larationi
of initentlion. inadte a bridige a public hihwv.Threb
deed between a railway conipany and the 'New River Co., 1t
wvas agedthat thei railwayv co(mpauy should ewxslztruct a
bridge acrossa the railway, byV wieh 'the river eeuyipianyv's
'rater pipesý Shouklld he carri liNo' ce the hueiq. whieh -mil niew
bridge "would be devoted to«tbe use cf the public.» The
deedl aIse eo'ntaiued ai ooveniant hi'v the raiilwav c-mpal Iv nt
ail tintes to retain the possession of fxe br-idge and rosd eve»(r
thec sanie and tlc pposhe thereto (suje te the user
thereof as a road byv the publie), in the-ir ewn pnweýr and
under their omwn control. Afler a use o! tbe bridgue Iby theo
publie for 18 months, the railway company cl,sed it, exee4pt as
te a foot-way. The Court o! Qiueen's Be-ncIi, okurC.
Blaokbirn and Miller. 33'., held this bridge ta bave become-
a hîigh-wa. CmekbInrn, ., sid ; «Tefre pasag cf Ihe


