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Guy et al., Appellants, & THE CITY 0F MON-

.TREAL, Respondents.
Pu'blic street-Dedicatian byProprietopto tahe1

Public-Prescription by op~en use ta public.

A writing is flot required to establish that
-Property has been abandoncd to the public for
use as a public street; but the acts from which
-& dedication or abandonment can be inferred
Dl1ust be of a totally unequivocal character.
. The fact that a street was openly used by the
i'ublic without dispute for upwards of ten years
ait a highway, and that the corporation of the
CitY exercised visible ownership by construct.
iflg a sidewalk thereon and filling in a swamp,
-Mfore than ten years before the institution of an
-action, is sufficient proof of dedication by the
PIoprietor.

BELL v. DO.MINION TELEGRAPH Co.

Johnson, J.] [Nov. 3o.

Ze/egra0à messag-Failurt ta deier-Dam.
ages.

A Telegraph Company is responsible to the
'Party to whom the message is directed, for neg-
Iligence in failing to deliver a telegram. The
fact that the sender did not repeat the message
does not affect Lthe rights of the person to
%'vhom the message is addressed.

GuiLLAUMB V. CITY Or MONIliAL.

CITY 0F MONTREAL v. LAROSE.

'COr5ration-State o sçidewalks-Resoonsibility

The Corporation of Montreal is liable for dam-
ages causcd by the bad state of the public foot-
Pathus in the city, and the Corporation has a re-
course eni garantie for'such damages against
the Proprj.torof the prernises oppolite the foot-
Path.

LAW STUDENTS' DEPARTMENT.

THE LAW SOCIETY AND ITS
STUDENTS.

We refer our young friends to some informa-
tion of considerable interest to them, to be found
in the resuine of the proceedings of the Benchers
in Convocation (anzte, PP. 17 &c.). The Benchers
are, we are sure, desirous of lending a helping
hand to the students, although their action some
time since may have given rise to a somewhat
diflerent conclusion. Let it also be remembered
that"I Providence helps those who help, them-
selves."

EXAMINATION QUESTIONS.

The following are some of the questions given
at the Law Society Examinations, last Michael-
mas Term. We shall continue the publication
of these questions from time to time.

.FIRST INTERNIEDIATE.

Wi?/iains on Retil Property.

i. A, B, C, and D were joint tenants of cer-
tain land. A conveys to E. By his will B de-
vises to G. (i) By whom and (2) in what mani-
ner is the land now held?

2. What estates pass by the following con-
veyances :(i) Grant to A and his seed, (2).
grant to A and the offspring of his body, (3)
grant to A to have and to hold'to him and his
assigns forever, (4) grant to A and the heirs
malt of bis body, (5) grant to A and his 'heirs
forever.

3. What was thé doctrine of the Court of
Chancery as distinguished from that of the
Courts of Law with reference -to uses or trusts
of land prior to the Statute. of UsesP For what
purpose was that statute passed, end what was
its efl'ect ?

4. Appjy the maxi m that Equity follows the
law to its mode of dealing with equitable es-
tates, showing any limit there may be to, its1ap-
plication.

5. What is an estate by entireties ? What are
the incidents of sucli an estate?

6. Can a mani in any way convey lands to bis
wife? Explain.

7. What was formerly known as gexeral andý
rpecial occuoands 1 How is it that therei n-
not now b. estates held in such =nnner P
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