
A. J. REAUJI CO. v. ('ROSLAND.

hat hie was flot to biaine. He Îs required to shew that dlegree of
-are "whiich men of commom prudence-f generally exercise about
heir own affairs.:" Halsbury's Laws of England. v ol.- 1, para. 10,S2;
ie4e on Bailments, p. 56; BuIierii v. Swaii Electric Entgr:lig

o.(1907),~ 23 Times L.R. 258, 259'.
Tl'le Toiklo Mills Linîited 1operated un rails illIi hir rilyr

k iaal engline or motor, eqippud,ý( wilh a boliter, sioesak si
un, etc.; bt the Aet tt> pire-urv t iv Fmuets fr(jo )trvjo
)y Fire, R...1897 eh. 267, dIld not applY to 11we * ard so as <o
nalce it obligtory that the enigine( s1oiuld 'w( fuiishedlt( with the
icat jneans of preventing Ille escape of firt' f ruo the asti-paln anld

gook-etck.And theru wiLs lie evidelwe fluilI Wieh it euild tic
~aanaIyiuered thai the fire oi*g'iird ,froim thle eniginev. The

,xact manniiier ili which the tire taedwas uiot shvwnl I' thet
ýVidenoe. It %vas flot neceNar for thec plainllts Lui prove ho'w iw
ire uecurred to exoiierate thiellsulwvs su Iung as thi-Y ,hvc\cd
bat, tbey were not ne(gligenlt.

Reýferviice( to Schwoob v. Mihgn 'Cnt rai lW '.(9510>
~ ... 86, 10 0.1,1t. 6$47, 13 ().L. W54) 8.

The deednsto thie eoilntericlaùuui had nea Ill te chiarge
)f megligence preferred agaist t hein.

Judgigrent for the plaintiffs for the amouniit, of the cheque,
~1~88.7,with aïppropriateý inerst ad with costs. ('otintr-

Itim disiised witti c9sLs.

ýIULo>CK, C.J.Ex. J1JNE 6TH, 1918.

*Aý J. REACH CO. v. CRGSLAND.

Way-Easieiift*-PrÎale Right of Way Ap)urrezani t< l4nýd-
Extinctioii by Sale of Sertienýt Teý?nment for T'ale-
Aeeuesntn Act, R.S.O. 1897 ch. -22,1, ecs. 7, 119--M tinecipai
Act, JLS.O. 1897 eh. 2*3, nec.2, 8-Ln.

Action for a declaration that the defendants were not entitieci
ýo a rigbit of way over a strip of land ownied by the plaintifs,
,iugthe southerly 10 feet of the plaintiffs' lot fronting on Mac-

jonald avenue, in the city of Toronto, and for further relief. The
jfnats were the owners of land fronting on the north side

)f Rideau avenue, whuch intersects MNacdonald avenue, the
eenata' land extending northward to the southerly lùniit of

bhe plaintiffs' land. The strip extended easterty fromn Macdonald
%venue to the defendants' Iand.


