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the. roadway in condition for traie, by cutting through a
ýar the lake, and filling in the xnaraiiy part of the road
of the bill; and work in the way of improvement and
to the roadway lias been done hy the defendants year

rear uince that time.
1903, the defendants constructed a sewer leading froin a

ini the new road, north of the north limit of the plaintiffs'
,ty, tiirougii the road as so opened to the lake, the north
:the sewer commencing in the east diteli of the roadway
%aring semewhat to the west as it preceeds to the south, s0
he northerly portion of it is te the east of the centre line

road, as se laid out, and the southerly portion ef it is
vest of that Uîne.
1905, the sewer having been daniaged, the defendanta re-

e road lias eentinued as a public travelled road front the.
twa opened; and the traffle upon it has been parti>' on the
!at of the lUne fence erected b>' the plaintiffs and part>'
vest of it. The width of the old rond north of the Haun

varies frem 36 feet te 40 feet, wile the part opened in
ýas a width of 50 feet frein a short distance seuith of the,
road te the lake.
1911, the plaintiffs, asserting that the west houndar>' of
extended te the. centre ef the read as opened, erected a

along the beundary se asaerted, and the. defendant.s re-

bas not been made clear ... that an aUlowaxice for
.zisted between lots 26 and 27; and there is aise grave

s te the. true location of the wcat boundar>' of lot

le plaintiffs, on whom, resta the burden of preving tbat the
th.re they erected the fence on the. roadway ia the vest
of their property, have failed te shew where tii. westerly
Àr of lot 26 lies, or that it fanls withixi the. boundaries
land laid ont in the roadway. Especiail>' have they failed
w that the. fence which they erected, and which was removed

Sdfnats, was the westerly beundar>' of lot 26. Even had
àitfsestabliahed that line, tiiere would stifl have te be

ber.4 the. circiimstance ef the. plaintiffs' predeeesrs in
lvlng petitioned te have the road north of theii. aun road

d t. the lake shore; and whether their action and the.
ofthe. defendants in opening the. road constitnted a dedi-
of the road.

vee as ne eoinplaint or objection on the part ot the. plain-
ir their predecessers, except seme objection te the leca-


