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REPORTS AND NOTES 0F CASES.

mominton of canaba.
130ARD 0F RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS.

IRE APPLICATION TO CLOSE HIGHWAYS.

Drayton, Ch. Coin.] [12 DALR. 389.
Highl lays-closillg-Powue-r of Rail ivay 'ormnissioni.

The jurisdiction of the Boalrd. of Railivay Commuissioners am to
the elosing of a highway is limited to the extinguishment of tbo
publie right to cross the raiiway; and this pom-cr is or-dinai-iv
exereised by first granting permission to divert the highway ani
after.vards inaking the order to cl]ose the road allowanee within
the limits of the company's right-o?-way after the construction
of thc nie% grade crossing on the diverted highway.

Drayton, Ch. Coin.] .[12 D.L.R. 475.
GRAND TRtrNx Ry. -Co. V. CANADIAN PACIPIC RY. C 0.

Railivays-Ci*o.siti by other rail iu.ay-Overh ead br-idge--Con -
tract to naiintain-.-Cltange in trafic conditiome.

On it becorning neeessary to repair or replace an overhead
bridge carrying tht. tracks of a raiway eimpany over the road
of another railway eoînpany, the latter is hourid to provide a
structure sufficient for the conditions of inodern traffie, although
the bridge displaced was ample for the n(eds at th<w tine it was
built, where, by contraet, it was required 'at its own expense to
niaintain such bridge in a good anld safe stite, so, as flot ta cii-
danger 'the property fixed or moveab)le, of the other eompany,
and. to save it from dana-ge due to the construcetion or noil-maiii-
tenance of the bridge.

province of Onttario.
SIffREME COURT-APPELLATE DIVISION.

.Meredith, C.J., «Magee and 1Hodgins, J..
Sutherland, J.] [12 D.L.R. 512.

COCKBURN V. KETTLE.
Jl1alicjoiis prosecittin n-Termiinatioi of proceedings-Rebuttiing

prirnâ facie case-Compromise.
It may be shewn !il defence of an action for inalioiolm pro-

"ecution tha-t the termination of a erjîninal proceeding- in thc


