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TRAvERsy v. G~UE''~R

Dnidge--A/'froacl--Liabillly of local I.'wiici-
iOality nal~ /aken invay 4)1 sec. 530 of the'
Mmoticipal Ac.

Section 53o of the Municipal Act, 46 Vict.
cap. 18, provides that "The approaches for
one hundred feet to and next adjoining each
end of ail bridges belonging ta, assumed b>',
or under the jurisdiction of any miunicipality
or municipalities, shall be lcept up and main-
tained b>' such municipality or municipalities ;
the remaining portion or portions of such ap-
proaches shall be lcept up and niaintained by
the local municipalities ini which they are
situate."

The action wvas brought under Lord Camp-
beli Act. The deceased met with the acci-
dent which caused his death at the intersection
of two roads, both alleged ta be out of repair,
and bath lying within the boundaries of the
defendant township, but one of them leading
ta a bridge under the joint jurisdictian of the
city af Ottawa and the caunty of Carleton,
and the approaches to which, therefore, under
the above section, should have been kept up 1
and maintaîned by the city and county. The
point where the accident occurred was within
one hundred fcet of the end of the bridge, but
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it was not bhown that there was any artit¶cial
structure ta enable the public ta pais froni the
roadi to the bridge and (rani the bridge ta the
roa d, which would caver the point where the
accident occurred.

Held, reversing the judgment of ROBERT-
SON, J., at the. trial, nonsuiting the plaintif.

. That the word " approaches " in the sec-
tion means ail such artificial structures as
may be reasonably necessary and convenient
for the purpase af enabling the public ta pass
fromn the raad on ta the bridge, and fromn the
bridge on ta the road, and does not includle
the highway ta the distance af one hundred
feet framn caci end af the bridge, at ail events.
unless the artificial structures extend su far.

2. That in an>' case sec. 53o does not relieve
the local municipality frorn its statutar>' lia-
bilit>' ta repair, but merely gives the local
municipalit), the right ta enforce its provisions
against the mlunicipalit>' or municipalities
owning the bridge.

RiPx;zNA ?,. TRIC;ANZIE.

Asault-,E7idence of Oreiviouîs indiciable of-
fence- General reoutltù.

An indictment for an assault accasioning
actual 1-odily harni contained a second coait,
charging a prior conviction (or an indictable
offence. The ofl'ence disclosed b>' the indict-
ment upan which the prisoner wvas tried was
not anc of that class af offences for which,
aiter previaus conviction fer fchar>, additional
punishment niight be imposed. The first part
of the indictmnent anly wvas read ini arraigning
the prisaner, and no allusion rias made ta the
second part charging the prior conviction.
The pnisoner, in liii defence, gave evidence of
gond character. The Crown gave some gen-
eral evidence in rebuttal, and then tendered,
under 32-33 ViCt. C. 29, S. 26, a certificate to
prove a prior conviction, and read the second
clause of the indictinent charging such prior
conviction.

Hett, that this evidence wvas not propeni>'
admissible as ta character, and that such cvi-
dence can only'be as ta getteral reputation,
evidence of a pnior conviction going ta the
matter of punishment, and flot ta general
character.

Reina v. ReWt<rn, In Cox, C. C. a5 follawed.


