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RIDDELL and LÂTCBFoRD, JJ., agreed with M1IDDLETON, J.

MmxRruf, C.J.C.P., agreed În the resuit, for reasons stated

in writing.

Appeal diàmissed with costs.

SiJcoND DivisiosÂL CouRT. OCTOBER 316T, 1919.

*WALKER v. TOWNSHIP 0F SOUTHWOLD.

*GOSNELL v. TOWNSHIIP 0F SOUTHWOLD.

Highiway-Nùnrepair-Injury to Passengers in Moto Vehicde-
Statutomi Obligation of Towrnship Corporation-M uni ci pal
Act, se. 460-Edvdenee-C onditiÎon of Road--Cause of Accident.

Appeals by the defendants lu the two actions f romn the judg-
meuts of Masten, J., 16 0.W.N. 265 andi 266.

The appeals were heard by MERmDiTH, C.J.C.P., L.&TCHFO1U>
and MI1DDLCT0N, JJ., and FUiýrsUoN, J.A.

Shirley Denison, K.C., and W. K. Cameron, for the appetiants.
0. L. Lewis, KCand R. L. Goiueil, for the. plaintif,

respondent.

Mm»iiT, C.J.01>., read a judginent lu which h. said that
the judgirents appealed against should flot stand because alto-
gether inconsistent with the judgirent of this Court îu tiie Iatkat
lilce case considered lu it-Ray2ond. v. Towship of Bosanquet
(1919), 45 0.1-R. 28-the only substantial différence bein that
this case was the stronger one for the defendauts.

Eacli %au the case of an abrupt turu into a narrwer and
more dangerous part of a highwNay: in the. Bosanquet case the
turn waa ii or. abrupt and was immrediately upon a nanrow bridge,
not made for the purposes of a highway, but for the purposes of
access Wo a highiway f roili one fanxi only; whilst in this case it
wa ail a roadwA-ty which lhad always been a highway. In the
Bosanquet case a previouis accident had occunred, and there was
considerable evidence as to difficulty and danger encouiitered i
turning sharply luto the narrow bridge; ini this case there was no

evdneof that charactei'-the contrary was well-proNved. In
the Bo4anquet camse there was cvidence of com!plaints made sud

luvstiate inl this case it was proved that there wvere noue. Lu


