
the 12 or 14 feet were re c:red l'oi iei use of file bricýk cot-
toge. This* exî>Ianation of flic silituali on apears Io Ille to
iteeord better witlt ail tle otiir iruehne.thati the elaini
to bave the land oJ>oI to joint ueI>-boUtj tenants.

1 find that the t rue b4etlndary %vill gi\i i tw( o fet mmm- land
to defendanlt tin M as sulppioteI t lime date of iurlumse, anmd
therebv ccs will Ill afi«(trdedi f roin the aek por-lt Io tue%
\1ieket gatfe attadîewd ho 1t11 wooden uottagei, aimd al, for- \%ood
ajnd coal, that ciii il( delivereti iii ie saie w'''ay ils was (loue
Se fo -t' 111te orvt - 1io o11f fhese doubi1)le gatei in I il1894 .

ucesi> ivid; the aÎi il, Li) rigît of way* flils, but
defendanlt is entitledt tu a lageitril) of land alotig the
porch titan was coceedb plai1itijft 'l'lie bo(liondar shlould
lie deflned lis accoriing to tue iiie flaid dowii iit 31r. Fair-

,ehild's plan), and îeterptvshlild geluts
Thel~ qulestion of hi- 1 do0 not uonsidur at lengîli, but 1

have grave doubtis whetber any riglht of se oveýr the strip
of land would, in the circumstiances fibuudt, pass t) Vie oner
of the wooden cottage t'itiir bvY implication or 11mudeir bite
Clonveyancig Act, R. S. 0. 1897- c-l. 119, hoc. 12; lRoc v.
Siddions, 22 Q. W1.23' :' Wntts v. Kelsoxi, L. IL 6 CIh 1 73.
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DIVISIONAL COURT.

MARKLE v. SIMPSON BRICK CO.

Neglgene-Maqerand ServanI-lajui' Io and fleat of
Servant-A ction by lVidow for I>amagesi-Findings of
J-ury-A ccideu t-Cause of.

Appeai byV plaintiff front jUdgMent 0f RIiJ)fEL.r. J1., 9 0.
W. R. 436.

M. J. Oi1ReiUv. HlTiton, for plaintiff.

G. yneî-taînï-uK.C., antd N. Soniervi1le. for defend-

THE COURT (MRDTt .J., CATXTE. J., MABEE, J.),
diqmissed the itppeal %Vith cottts.

.1/ý1 leKi'e" I., ,ý i Wilf ýh co.


