
"leading," anid not a few of themn are derived from reports and
periodicals which are to be found oflly in the large libraries, we
liave taken special pains to state th}e substance of each decision
%vith sufficient fuHiness to Rhew the precise grounds upon which it
%vas based.

2. Right of bieyalios ta u7e highways, genenally-For a consid-
et-able period after cycles first came into cornmon use, attempts
were occasionally mnade to have them placed, for judicial purposes,
on a différent footing fromn other vehficles. For example, so
reccnitly as r889, it was stili regarded as a debatable question in
ffhe United States whethber the riding of a bicycle upon a public
ighwIiay ought flot to be pronounced a nuisance in such a sense as

to miake the ridier absolutely hiable if a horse took fright at the
machine, and damnage ensued. "ci) But this inclination to treat a
c *vuist as a sort of" «caPtt leitPniil," who was entitled to very scant
;indulgence in case of an accident upon the highway, has nearly, if
tnt altogether, ceased to exercise any influence upon the Courts,
And the doctrine is now firmly establishied that a bicycle, so far as
the use of the highways is concernied, is to be classed iii the samne
catcgTory as horse-drawn vehicles. It followvs, therefore, that to
ride one in the usual manner, as is niow dont! upon the public high-
way, for convenience, recreation, pleasure or business, is not
uinlawful ; (b) and that the riglits of bicyclists are referred to, the
simple principle that they are u&,,n an equality with and governed
by the same rules as persons riding or driving any other vehicle or
carriage. (c) "Bicycles are not an obstruction to, or an unreason-
able use of, the publie streets of a city, but rather a new and
iml)rox'ed mecthod of using the samne,and germane 'to their principal
object as a pagsage.wvay. " (d)

*lhat bicycles must alsu be subject to the same restrictions and
disabilities as other vehicles follows readily enough from general

(ci) flohînd(v. Bar/c/i (t889) i2 3o nd. 46-

(b) 7'hompson v. Dodge (1894) 58 Minti. ý55. The Court said: IlA highwa>. is
iiitviided l'or puwblc use, and a person ridQn or driving a liorse lias îîoa riglits
,su1irioî' to those of a person riding a bicycle. "

(r) Holicpd v. Bart' (1889) i20 Ind, 46. Cit/y q Empo ria v. Wag>er (t897)
0 Kitil. Alp. 659 149 Pac. -1 i. i nay lie iîneîîtictied in passing that for tic pur-
pos (if assî a ta rit, hicvtles have been declared liy the United States

iivrre o lie Il carrages s;.e Adanms UT.S. Tariff jed. 1890), p. 99.
(d) Sutifi v. TuPeka (1890) 43 Kan. 67, - 8 L.R.A. 771-
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