
The.

Ontario Weekly Note@

VOL.. XVII. TORONTO, OCTOBER- 10, 1919. No. 3.

AI>PELLATE 1)1V.SION.

SixCoNn DivisioN \L C'OURT. SE'TMBi H, 1919.

*WXALJ.ER v. MARITIN.

M11tow VýeiicWs Ad -Injury Io Person on Foot in Ilighii.ay by Mlowo
Vehicle I)riven by I)uughter of Owier-Aregligjence of Driver-

Licibilily of (Mner--Vehiele in Possinof Daughter wvithout

Consent of Father--"Person in the Employ of the Owner "-
Absence of Contractual Relatîonshipj-R.S.0. 1914 ch. 207,

sýec. 19,as Arnended by 7 (ieo. V. ch. 49 sec. 14.

Appeal by the plaintiff froin the judginent of ',lASTEN, J1., 16

O).W.N\. 220, 45 O.L.I1. 504, disinissing the action as againat the
defeudatit,. Edward E. Martin.

The appeal wvas heard by MEýREviTi, (7.J( '.1>., RIDDELL,

1,AcHIFonD, and MIDDLETON, JJ.
,Shirley Denisun, K.C., for the appellant.
George Lynch-Staufltof, K.C., and W. H1. Barnuma, for the

defendatit Edward E. Martin, respondent.

Tii CouRT were of opinion that the plaintiff 'a injuries were not
caused by any violation of the Motor Vehicles Act; that the defend-
ant Vivian Martin, the driver of the car, was answerable in dam-
ages for the plaintiff s injuries, apart from any of the provisions
of the Act; but, if .tliat were flot so, she aiçue was liable under

the provisions of the Act. The Court agreed with the trial Judge
that the defendant Vivian was flot in the service of lier father, the
oter defendant, and had taken his mntor vebiele without lis

,,nct and in disobedience to, lis orders.

Appeol dismissed tth <cosLs.

*This euae and all others so marked to be reported ini the Ontao
l.aw Reports.


