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File No. 25126 Continued.
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things capable of that rode of distribution.”

£ it . ~# "Subject to these and other
like rights of. . the r::u—nicipallty and the public to the

%

'

use of a street for street pirposes, the owner of the fee .
in the bed of tlic streect possesses the ssme right to demand - -
‘compensation, for additional servitudes placed tkereon,
that the owner of the bed of the highway in the country
is entitled to. £, then, the fece in the bed of the street
be-in the appellee, the planting of the vole wus an addl-
‘tional servitude imposed upon her land, for which -she
could claim compensation, and the Act of Assembly could
ngt‘ deprive her of 1it. But }p man -ﬁinstuncea the bods
of the strects are owned In feo by the city, and In other
the feo 1s vested In the original owvners 0%’ the land or
Thelr holrs, and doos not belong to the ownors of the lots
abuttin onLEh' stroets. 1f the fee bve In __E__I“T__é:;_g’h]_:f S or In
some Eﬁfra erson thon, f{rst, what are the »r ts, In a
case lixe tEIs of The ovmer of & 1ot aBufEtIn- on mE‘f'Io :
Strost?  and, secondly, how are those richts a fected b

f th 66’& { ghe =

the provisions of the code roiied on in pleas? There -
to o ATverslty of Gpinfon In fho declded cases upon the
First of these questions, but all agree in ofng at least
s Tar = and We are not requingd to go any farther In
Jeolding this appeal - tnat where the 500 or legal title
Yins passed from tho original proprietor, as fn cases where
AT ianE{ has | |

Y been scquired for s rects by ET(—)“G‘féTE {se of
he right ol eminent Jomaln, the adloining owner coann £
. action E 1
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In none of these decisions is there a single word wbout beds
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of-streots held in fec or by dedicatlon.

©1140tt on Roads and Streets - :Pd';dditimy,'ﬂcc. 1, Par 489,

pr. 537 (Quotéd fn Parmers vs. Myers, 100 La. IEE--:E—O-SO-SSB,B{EQ)F:-

"B&t‘s elsewhere shown, by growth of population,
the extension of the City limits or the like, a rural road
may becowe a city street and subject to servitude as such
without constituting an additional burden or entitling the
abutter to additional compensation.” - |

s = 3 ey S par. 495 = pp. 407. "The
easement which the municipal corgoration acquires is broad
enough to authorize the corporate of ficers to make any
legitimate use of the street which does not irpair 1ts
character _as a public way O {nterfere with its free—and

. unobstructed use. The owner who dedicates ground for & -
atreet creates an easement extensive enough to permit the
city to make any legitimate public use of it which does
not impair the right of passage or the right of ingress
and egress to and from ad joining property.  The caserent
acq'u:lred.ia by no means confined to the right of passapge |
or travel, for it 1s matter of -cormion. knowledge anq there-

fore, of law, that land acqulred for-a public easerent 1is
aubject,to all the burdens {ncident. to the easement., - If - .
_the'publiq_corporation;0wna a fec, the question of whu§ & e
may do with its own property 1is usua13y~tohbe deternined
as If 1t were a private owner in a like situation; but
where 1t ovms an eanserient 1t owns whatover is ossential
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