
830 TRE ON,\T I 1110 WEELV YOTER.

Gýoddard's Law of Easements, 7th ed., p. 5; 'Rex v. Jolliff e
(1787), 2 T.R. 90; Clifford v. Hoare (1874), L.R. 9 C.P. 362;

Ilutton v. Ilamboro (1860), 2 F. & P. 218; Harding v. Wilson

(1823), 2 B. & C. 96; Sketchley v. Berger (1893), 69 L.T-.11

754.)

The judgment of the Court was delivered by MýERE,-DITH,

('.J.O. :-We think the law is plain. The only riglit of the ap-

pellant is a riglit of way; aud the law is clear that, unless the

cornice înterferes with the reasonable use of the way, there is

nothing of whieh the appellant ean complain.
It would be quite open to the lady who owns the fee simple

of the land, subjeet 10 this casernent, 10 take objection to the cor-

nice, and te get rîd of the diifieulty whieh Mr. Malune suggeets
would arise if the cornice were te rernain 20 ycars.

The appeal must be dismissed with costs.

FEBRUARY 22Nn, 1915.

BLOCHI v. MOYER.

Negligence- Collision of Vehýc1es on Ilighway-In3ui-y to Tra-

velier in, Jliied Vehicle Driven by Servant of Owner-Lia-

bilit y-Cauise, of Collision-Rule of Road-H,îghuay* Travewl

Act, Re.SO. 1914 eh. 206, secsý. 3 (1), 5 (1) - Reasomable

Gare.

Appeal by the plaintiff front the judgrnent Of KELLY, J.,

alite 389.

The appeal was heard byý MIý11AUU)TH, '.J .0., MACLAIZEN,

MÀOÎSE, anld 1IODGINS,J.A
Hl. S". White, for the appellanit.
Il. G. Tuiekeir, for the defendant.

Tm:w coudisinssc thi, appeal \vith costs.


