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The appeal was hicard by MERE'DITHI, C.J.O., MAcLAIIEN and
llOIxiINS, JJA., and CLUTE, J.

JT. A. Scellen, for the appellant.
A. B. M frieor the plaintiff, respondent.

The judgment of the Court was delivered by MEREDITH,

('.J.O.. at the close of the argument, holding, upon the evidence,

that thle enIgalgement was broken off by the defendant for good

cause; thiat the plaintif was not entitled to recover the ring or

other articles whieh were personal gifts to the defendant; but

the plainiff was; entitled to have articles or money lent and

articles purehased for the house that the plaintiff and defendant

contemiplated haviug when they were married.

Reference was mnade to IFlalsbury's Laws of England, vol. 15,

para. 835; Rob)insoni v. Cuîiiiïng (1742), 2 Atk. 409; and Ryan v.

Whelan (1901), 21 C.L.T. Oce. N. 406.

The judgmient below wa4 varied hy eonfining the plaintiff's

reeevery to the candelabra, wateh, watch-fob, and gold p)iee, and

by previding that there should be noecosts of the action Io either

part.y. No eosts of the appeal were allowed toecither party.

NOVEMBER 13TH, 1914.

'GERv. 'ANÂDIAN P-ACIFIC R.W. CO.

Ro(itwagfiy--Blroîliff W1orii-ouf Tics on~ Right of Way-Damage bl,

$pre,,ad of Fire-NegligeiC6-CommoitI Latw Liabi1it-*-Sta-

tintory Time-litit on Ato-Ifu1JS 1 stained by Rea.sin

of the Construction or Operatliont of the Railwaoy"--Railwazi

Act, R.S.C. 1906, ch. :37, sec. 306-Dutyl Imposed by sec.

297.

Aýppeal by the pflaintiff f romn the judgment of MIDLToN, J.,

31 O.Lj.R. 419, 6 O.W.N. 438.

The appeail was heard by MEFREDITI-, C.J.O., MA<CLAREN,

MÀEand lloix*1iNs, JJ.A.
WV. Laidlaw, K.C., for the appellant.

Shirley Denîson,. K.C., for the defen.danits, respondents.

'To b. reported( in~ the Ontario Law Reports.


