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—It is Unnecessary to detel’l?lme “_’he;l]l;le
would have heen chargeable with acthT;O =
negligence for not TeMoving the snow from the hlghW‘;y Not
to make the usually travellaq part of it fit for tl‘aVet}'le e
only did defendants faj] to remove the snow from o
velled part of the highway, but, havm.g in effect chly %
and invige the publie o USt as a substitute for it a ws P
i new would become danoith

g it for the purpose of driving over w

d
upon the usually travelle
aNE, which could have ;besz
accomplished af 4 rifling eXpense, or, failing tha't, tuzhe
stopped the uge of the roaq or given warning‘_ agains this
danger to those tmvelling upon it, and ip omitting to do‘thin
they made default, iy, keeping the highway in repair wi

the meaning of geq, 606 of the Municipal Act and are answer-
able to plaintiff iy damages.

M"‘CM*\“”N, J., gave a Written Opinion reviewing the factlsl
and coming to the same conelugioy, He referred to BOS‘,’;g :
V. Yarmouth, 4 4 . + 993 ; Savage v. Bangor, 40 Me. 1 6l
Stickney v, Maidstone, 30 Vt. 738; Page v, Bucksport,
Me. 51; MeKoly; . Lo . O.R. 70; and LaDuke v.
Exeter, 97 Mich, 450,

Lty Costs, and Judgment to be entered for
plaintiff fop 8600 anq Costs of action,
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