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the right tothe 1. By-law to establish roads— 
Boundaries—Omitting to state—In
validity—Statute labour—Perform
ance evidence o/]—A by-law to 
establish a road must on its face- 
show the boundaries of the road or 
refer to some document wherein 
they are defined ; and the intention 
of the framers of .the by-law cannot 
be ascertained by extrinsic evidence

11dd, therefore, that a by-law, to 
establish a road on a blind line be- 
tween two concessions in the jdain- 

‘ tiff s township was by reason of such 
omission invalid.

Held., also, that there was not suf
ficient evidence given of statute 
labour having been performed on 
the road, so as by reason thereof to 
makb it a highway.

Corporation of Town of St. Vin
cent v, Creenfeld, 297.

theo„»vi„sra:‘tLoL:ight'ai,d

Held, also, that the question of a 
fair and reasonable supposition of 
light to do the act complained of 
was a iact to be determined by the 
justice, and his decision upon a 
matter of fact would not be review
ed, but that this rule did not apply 
where as here all the facts shewed 
that the matter or charge itself w as 
one in which such reasonable sup
position existed ; that is, where the 
case and the evidence

evi-

for

lain-

.1.
were all one 

way and m favor of the defendant.
Begin a v. 

distinguished.
Quart, whether

fol-
9. Malcolm, 2 O. E. 611,

, . . a gate across a
light of way is an obstruction in law.

field, also, that proviso in 32-33 
Vic. ch 22, sec. GO, is to be read as 
applicable to sec. 29 and to the 
whole Act. Heyina v. McDonald,

'y of

2. Conviction — Highway — Un
lawfully and maliciously removing 
yate front 82-33 Viet. ch. 22, ss. 29,
00 Fair awl reasonable"
supposition of right-jurisdiction 
of Justice:]—S. owned lot 38 in 8th 
concession of N. In 1886 he sold 
the west-half of the lot to complain
ant, reserving a strip ‘of thirty feet 
along the north line thereof as a road

Which gate had imen there from 1866 wife was one, all his real and peisonal 
until icmoved l>y the defendants, estate, with a direction to 
Defendants were Sucre™ in title his personal estate into money, pay
ton' âs ,V?d>e gBte *n S"68' debts, "id invest the balance He 

tioa as all obstruction, and were directed them to pay his wife from 
convicted for unlawfully and mall- time to time such money as might 
TtS h''e“kl,,g »"d destroying the be sufficient to supportf maintain! 
gate at the west end pi the said road, and educate his family, and to 
as the property of the complainant : maintain his wife in a manner 
Held, that defendants were acting in sailed to their condition in life

Municipal corporations—Original 
allowance for road—Duty to open— 
Mandamus.]—See Municipal, Cor- 
P0RATIÔN8, 2.
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