
beeni no dedlication to the publie: Bedford v. lnes, 7 U. C.
R. 464; Rlegina v. Chorley, 12 Q. B. 515; Rlegina v. Rankin,
16 U. C. R1. 304; Dunlop v. Township of -York, 16 Or, 216;
Poole v. Huskisson, il M.* & W. 827. But we are of opinion
that the plaintiff Scott, without the ass-istance of the At-

torney Ceneral, is entitled to restrain defendant f roui creet-
iflgr' the platforîn in question upon any pa)Irt, of the land sot
apar't for the lane, and to a niandatory order for its alioi.

if a portion of the lame had beconie a highway by dedicatiob.
theU Attornety-CGeneral, upon the relation of Scott, wolid haIve

been ettitled to an order for its removal ais aI nusace ven

alth'ough it did not constitute an actual, obtrionteth
puleuser: Attorney-General v. ShireWblury anid Kings-

land Bridge o., 21 Ch. D. Me2.
The AtonyGen 1crai wrote a letter te Scott's solivitors

in w1lich he e-pese hswllîi)iines "that the Attorncey-

Geerliould ho added as a part1Y pilntif if at the trial
the p)reýsinlg judge should be of opiion thiat it was licees-

s nry"Ti was not a fiat nior a consenilt juifY ing tr addi
tion o)f the, Attorney-General as a plintiff.

Appea,,,l Allowed andi plaintiff Scott deelared entitled to an
iljunction, to restrain defendants froin builingv or encroachl-

ingý, or in anY way trespassing upon the tarte, and tc, al im"-
dantory order directing theic withiin mue montbl to remove thle
P)laittorlln and to replace the soul of the lane in its former con-
dition, or in de(fallit thlat plaintiff may do so at theepes
of defendants. IReferencee (if neeessary) to locaIl Mas.ter at

ýsand(wichl to aseertain arnount of sueh xine Dejefendants
11 1M v plaintiff's ýosta, to thie trial alnd costs of appeal. Fuir-
ther diretion and sbsequent cosC, reserved (' in as o a

reference) uintil after report. CWs-pClt increaso de-
fendants'da gedimse ihcs.

FE7BUARY 9TU, 1903.

BREWER v. LAKE ERIE F AMND DETROIT BIVER
B. W. C0.

l?ai"waYhÎjii, to Person Crossing q e ~h8c
g ~~for Jvuy-Lbi7ty fComatin dew of

4mauaa'on-Name of Amalgamèated IUoil,)n 'i-.Re

VWr flJ9Sfor Persomu1 I4res-RdUion O

Appec4l.

Appeal bY dlefendants froin judgment of FEPRGUSON, J-
ifaveur of plaintiff in an action bo recover daniages for

'1jufies alleged to have been sustained by him- white driviflg


