
v. RAILROAD. 87CONCORDN. H.]

c.of limitations. S.,the statute P.ward, is not barred byit
s.217, 3.

was not at a3, 1872, $32.50,of forThe payablecharge August
actionhave antime. The might broughtplaintiffspecified
It wasdate of theafter theit at timeany agreement.upon
actionlimitations when thisthe statute oftherefore barred by

H.Odlin 3 N.Greenleaf,v. 270.was begun.
views.to to theseThe be conformshould modifiedjudgment

sustained.Exception

did sit: the others concurred.notClark, J.,

Merrimack,
Dec., 1896.

& MaineConcord v. Boston Railroad.

corporationis a to alight bridgeIt the of railroad coveredduty highway
tracks, requirespublic it.safetyover when theits

for a acovered onforDebt, money paid bridge high-lighting
in Prior theFacts to of theway Concord. agreed. building

street crossed the defendants’ tracks atbridge, grade.Bridge
the as an over-byThe was erected defendants about 1860bridge

have maintained it inhead railroad and and keptcrossing, they
half areWithin one mile from the there onerepair. bridge

hundred and it that the shouldinhabitants, is necessary bridge
thatJune, 1895,In for thebe the parties agreed safetylighted.

the ofof the be that the expenseshould lighted,public bridge
in the the andshould be first instance plaintiffs,bylighting paid

inthat same the casethe defendants would the to plaintiffsrepay
the should the shouldcourt determine that be borneexpense by
the defendants.

forNiles,Hollis theSargent, plaintiffs.

Streeter, the defendants.John Mitchelland Frank forM. S.

“Carpenter, the ofC. It shall be the of proprietorsJ. duty
for accom-to ... therailroad suitableevery provide crossings

159, 1. The isS.,of the c. s. amodation P. bridgepublic.”
for theit made safe and convenientUntil is reasonablycrossing.

use it is It that the publicnot suitable.public being agreed
mustthe to there bebesafety requires bridge lighted,

theplaintiffs.Judgmentfor
All concurred.


