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defeadants of fihe dedicatWon of the land as a highway, the land
vested in themn, under the provisions of sec. 433 of the Act.

lu the circumstances of the case, the plaintiff was not entitled
Vo a perpetual, injunction, but was entitled to reasonable damages,
which should be assessed at $100.

There should be no order as to costs, either in the Court below
or in Vhis Court, success and failure being divided.

LENNýox, J., agreed with the Chief Justice.

RIDDELL, J., after some fluctuation of opinion, agreed lu the
resuit.

Roae., J., also agreed in the resuit, for reasons stated in writing.

Judgment below varied.
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M1ýcTAVISHI v. !LANNIN'AND AITCHISON.

Coats-Security for-Public Auhorities Protection Act, R.S.O.
1914 eh. 89, sec, 16-Action against Peace Officers-Entry of
Dw)uelli'ng-io usýe wit ho ut Serch-warrant-Trespass to Land,
Gooda, and P'ersoin-Slanýder-Arresi not Warrnt-Erecu
tion or Inlended Execution of Duty--Good Defence on Merits
-C n minai Code, se. $O-Dscretion.

Appeal by the plaintiff front the order of MIDDLETON, J., il
().WN, -45.

The app)leal was hoeard by MEDITiiHvr, C.J.C.P., IDDELL'
LENNOX, and Roe;E, J.J.

R. T. Harding, fur the appellant.
R. S. Robertson, for the defendants, respondents.

MEimmrii, in..Pl a written judgmnent, fsaid that the
action wae rcally ue for trespass Vo the plaintiffs land, goods,
and person, and for defamnation of character in accusing lier, in lier
own house and before her infant chidren, of theft, and threatening
to take lier tu gaol for that offence, thoughi they had no intention

'This cam and all othêru so mnarked to b. reported ini the Ontario
Law Reporta.


