
caretakor, who took, upon hiniself to diîntor the body and
inter it inI another place within the cernetery enclosure.
is miot proved but disproved that this transaction was direi
or sanctioned by the corporation defendants. Ilpon b(
inforincd of what was donc, stops werc taken before ac
to lestore the renmains to the original place of sepidt
and f0 assure flie plaintiff in her occupation and owiiierz
of the plot.

The whole trouble originated in the blundcring- of
chasers of different plots, which resulted in the iil
mnade by the carotaker, wliO thought the body taken up
no right to be whcre if was, and procceded to dIo Nvihal
belioved to be right. No action is brought against hiim,
I do not sec that the dofendants are legally implicated in
iîseonduct: Bolingbrook v. Swindon, L. IR. 9 C. P. 57

The resuit is what 1 thouglit it should be at the conclu
of tlic trial. Action disinissed without costs.

MACMAIION, j. DucnmI3ER 1sT, li

TRIAL.

BARTLE v. PEAIICE.

Wa-igtof-1ýEasement--User-Sia1ute of Lii ltioi,
Péedaratory Judgment-Injuncton.

Action for a declaration as to a riglit of way'an.d an
junction. rcstraîning defendant from intcrfcring w-ith 111
tiff's riglits.

W. S. Brewstcr, K.C., for plaintiff.

T. Woodyatt, Brantford, for defendant.

MACMAIION, J.-Jaics Grace wis thie owner ini fe(
the whiolc, of lot 27 on the north side of Nelson streel
Brantford (except a sniall part - . .), and hie on 1
January, 1887, conveyed to defendant Pearce a portioe
the lot ... rcservinig thereout a riglit of way OVE
,,trip of land 10 feet 64 inches ini width on Canning sti
anLd extendiug the saine width GO feet towards the reai
the said lot, t» be usud by Grace, his heiris and assigns
comion witli 1earce (defendant), his hoir- aînd assigna
a means of ingresa and egress for the use of the occi
of thie bidgson lot 2î....


