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w&% a particularly dangerous one, and was known ta besucb by the
dofendants, who had flot taken effective measures ta render it
r.eu<>nably sale for persans lawfully using the street. Whether the
condition of the crossing was due ta " gross negligence " (Municipal
Act, sec. 460 (3)) must depend, as painted out by Anglin, J., in
German Y. City' of Ottawa (1917), 56 Can. S.C.R. 80, at p. 89,
4 4upon the notice of the existence of the dangerous condition whieh
t1he city authorities actually liad, or which should be imputed to
them, and their opportunity of remnedying iL."

In this ceue the city authorities were well aware that the crossing
was ini a dangerous condition, but the means which they adopted
to provide a remedy were insufficient and ineffective.

There waa no reason ta doubt the carrectness of the conclusions
arrived at by the Court belaw. The appeal should be dismissed.

BiwrowN, J., agreed in the'resuit.

M1DDLETON, J., in a written judgxnent, said that there waâ a
condition full of peril known ta the defendants, and an attempt ta
cupe with te situation which was quite inadequate and which
ought to have been appreciated as inadequa.te by thase in charge.
This constituted grass negligence.

The appeal should be dismissed.

MEREDrI, C.J.C.P., read a dissenting judgment in which lie
discus.d the facts and reviewed the evidence with care. His
conclIusion was, that, upon ail the testimony, it was ùnpoesble Lu
find the defendants guîlty of gras neglect af their duty ta keep
th. highways in repair.

Appeal dismisýsed wcith cogts (MEREDITH, C.J.C.P., disse nting)
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Libet-New8paper-Lil anid Mander Act, sec. 8-Notice b>efore
Actioun Specifying Shttment Complained af-Inadequate Notice
-Failvire to Specîfy Portions of New&paper Artice &zid ta be
Libellous-Poults of Notice nat Curable-Dismissal of Action,
sot*ih.tanding Verdict for Plaintiff -Rf usa of New Trial
-Effeet of sec. 15 of Act-Statement in Newspaper of Nanm
of Praprietor and Publi8her.

Appeat lby the defendanta from the judgment of FALCON-
BuJDoE, C.J.K.B., upon the verdict of a jury,) in favour of te
plinùtiff foôr the recovery of $100 and cSs in an action for libel.


