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other persons. Hencein the absence of any apparent reason for
supposing that the sight of his wheel wiII frighten the horses of a
carniage which he sees approaching, a bicyclist lawfully travelling
in thec ordinary; manner along a public highway, cannot be charged
with negligence because he does flot stop and inquire whether the
horses will be frighteiied, or because he does not anticipate the
co;ltimgency of their taking fright. (q)

Similarly, and in reliance upon the same principle, it has been
held that a complaint is dernurrable which simply alleges that the
durendant rode hîs bicycle in the centre of the road, at the rate of
tIf cn milesant hour, to and within twenty-five feet of the heads

of thie hormes driven by the plaintift, the consequence being that
thcy took fright and ran away and upset the plaintiffs carniage. (r)

(d) Duty of bicyclisis to carry bells and lamps.-Upon general
lriticiples it would seemn that, where there is no statute or ordinance
prcscribing the use of bells and lights, the oinission of a cyclist to
carry themn is, in case of a collision, same evidence, at least, of
rielligence, the iGference of a want of care being more or less
purernptory according to the circumnstances, such as the degrc of
obscurity, the number of foot passengers likely to be met upon
the hiighvay, and so forth. The Supreme Court of luwa bas
rcccntly laid it down, in a case where the bicyclist %vas injured
through ah collision %vith a bicycle, that "a per:.on who rides a
bicycle wvith out a light or other signal of warnîng in a public
tllornýughfare, when he is liable to meet moving vehicles or pedes.
trians, at a time when objects can be descernedI readily at a
d istanýc of but a few feet is,as matter of law, guilty of negligence." (S)

Section 85 of the English Local Qoverniment Act of t888,
dclaring that a bicycle is a carniage %vithin the' Highway Acts,
and subjecting to a pen lty persons %vho ride a bicycle without a
liglit at certain hours, merely has the eTfect of making the offences
created by the Highway Acts susceptible of being comnmitted by
bicyclîsts as well as the drivers of other vehicles. It does flot
OIpcrate so as to bring the new offence of omitting to carry a light
%wîthin thie purview of the clauses in the earlier statutes which give

(q) Thornpsops v. Dodge (18>4) ý58 Minn. 555; 8LRA o.Btb h
Virxiniu La"w. 1896, the abligatiun is inposedf upin Iiic%-cIi.ts of disnount ing if an
aiiioi-mching ttcam appears to bu frightened.

(y) IIoliind v. Bartch (1889) 120 mI.d 46.
(si C'ook v. RoflKay (1897) 72 N.W. 677 ; 39 L.IZ.A. 488-

't

141


