
374 TUE UNTA RIO WEEKLY REPORTlER, [VOL. 24

Wliatever doubt might have been entertainedl as to the
liability of the defendants on the law as It stood prier to
the passing of the llghway Improvement Act of 1912 (2
«co. V. ch. 11>-and on the evidence I feit no uncertainty
about defendants- liabüity-sudh doubts were set at trest byý
the provisions of that Acêt. I amn therefore of the opinîin
that defendants are liable. TIhe other question for deter-
mnation is the amounit of damage sustained by the plain-
tiffs.

For mnakig repairs to the auto-truck, necessitated by
the accident and including the item of $25 for towing the
truck fromn Cookaville, plaintiffs are entitled to $279.44.

For expenses at time of the accident, moving the saf e
to Toronto, cost of taking the aut9-truck from the place of
the accident and bringing it to Toronto, freiglit charges on
the safe and trucek fromi Toronto to Hailton, and teleplione
charges (ail1 incluided i11 theý item nf $67M.35 set out in flhc
plaintif!?' particulars) 1 allow $147.50, in arriving at which
1 made a deduction of $2,5 froni the item of $76.80 for mov-
ing tie safe to Toronto.

,4ome of the other charges making up this $147.50 may
apear to be excessivýe; but the situation in which th,, plain.
tilts f ound thernselves as the resuit of the accident was
unusual, and the,'y no doubt actedl as reasonably as the oir-
cumastanes perniitted in their efforts to remedy the trouble
with as littie delay as possible; and it was shewn, that thley
actually paid the amnounits charged for these itemns.

The remnaiuing item of $733.08 claimed by the plaintiffs
is for daunages in being deprived of the use of the truck for
82 days. Defendanits contend that sueli damages aire [oo
rem)ote to be chiarged againit them.

The question of reioteneas of damnage lias been niueh
discussed by the Courts and text-writers, and the cases 4ear-
ing upon it are nujiierous. In Ilalsbury's Laws ofEnhnd
vol. 21, at p. 485, it i8 summarisýed thus: -Where a cliattel
lias been jinjured owing b at negligent act, and thie cost of re-
pairing it, the difference in value between the former wný'rtli
and that of the chattel when repaired, and the daniage
snstained owing to the loas of use of the chattel while being
repaired, are all recoverable.y Ainongst the cases thiere
cited are The (»ata Holmne (1897), App. Cases 596, and TUe


