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attempt is made, however, to reconcile these apparently contra-
dictory features of this proposition by the assertion that the
father had made it his business to furnish entertainment for the
members of his family, and that, therefore, when he permltted
one of them to quse the car, even for the latter’s personal and
sole pleasure, such one was really carrying out the business of
the parent, and the latter thus became a principal and liable for
misconduet. This is an advanced proposition in the law of prin-
cipal and agent, and the question which it presents really re-
solves itself into one whether, as a matter of common sense and
practical experience, we ought to say that a parent who main-
tains some article for family use and oceasionally permits a cap-
able son to use it for his individual convenience ought to be re-
garded as having undertaken the occupation of entertaining the
latter and to have made him his agent in this business, although
the act being done is solely for, the benefit of the son. That
really is about all there is to the question. Not much can be
profitably said by. way of amplification or in debate of the query
whether such a liability would rest upon reasonable prineiples,
or whether it would present a case of such theoretical and at-
tenuated agency, if any, as would be beyond the recognition of
sound principles of law as they are ordmanly applied to that
relation. A The question largely carries on its. face the answer,
whichever way to be made. Unquestionably, an affirmative en-
" swer has been given by the Courts of some States.’’

To this are cited a great number of cases, and then it is said :
‘‘But it seems to us that such a theory is more illusory than sub-
stantial, and that it would be far-fetched to hold that a father
should become liable as principal every time he permitted a cap-
able child to use for his personal convenience some article prim-
arily kept for family use. That certainly would introduce into
the famlly relationship a new rule of conduct which, so far as
we are aware, has never been applied to other articles than an
+ automobile. We have never heard it argued that a man who
kept for the family use a horse or wagon or boat or set of golf
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