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perqon from " driving, leading, riding, or backing any horse or any
other animal or wagon or other vehicle along any sidewalk," and
it has been held that a bicycle is a vehicle and the use of a bicycle
is "1encumbering " a sidewalk within the purview of such a by.
Iaw. (1)

The word " road " in a statute is for some purposes regarded as
cornprehiending footpaths. Thus it has been held that the offence
of ', wilfuily preventing or interrupting the free passage " of
persons on a "public road" (Irish Summary Jurisdiction Act,
s, 35, s-s. 3) is comvýitted by a bicyclist who rides along a
footpath beside a country roau, even though no one is in sight, and
he does flot intend to interfère with anyone. The Court took the
ground that the act was done upon a part of the road, and wvas
clcariv calculated ta " prevent or interrupt " the free passage of
those persons for wNhom a footpath is specially intended, viz., foot-
passetigers. To this conclusion it is flot a sufficient answer that if
the rider sees anyone coming lie may get oit of his way by leaving
the footpath, for there may be times and circumstances whe- it is
impossible even for the most ski[led rider ta avoid carning into
contact wvith people. (m)

6. Right of cyclists to reeovor for Injuries oaused by de5ective
hlghways-('a) Lia bdùiy of /t4'hway aut/wrifies, genera/ly.-For the
purposes of the present article it will be suffcient ta remind the
reader that, accord ing to the doctrine accepted in ail conimon lawv
jurisdictions, a statute transferring to a public corporation the obli-
gation to repair dov, not of itself render such corporation hiable to
an action in respect ta mere non-feasance. To produce that effect
language miust be used by the legisiature which indicates its
intention that this liability shaîl be inmposed. (n)

Usually, however, !he questi9)n in cases where a traveller seekF
to recover damages for a breach of the duty to keep a highway iii
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