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recognime without proof, to keep te the right: Oeborite v. Landis (Alta.)
34 W.L.R. 118.

The driver of a matcr car whu attempts te pass a vehicie ahead does so
at hie own risk and peril, and is responsible for any collision that may occur:
menard v. LusaieT, 32 D.LI?. 53% 60 Que. 8.0. 416.

The driver of an automobile is nlot guilty of contributory negligence
where, on approching another a.utomobile coming towards hdm on the wrong
aide of the road and having reasonable ground to helieve that there was nlot
ample rooni for himn to paso the approsching vehicle on his right sideo f the
road, turas to bis Icit, though it, turned out tu be the wrong course ta adopt,
becet, a collisionî resuilted, where it appears that the driver's embarrassment
was dite s(slcly to the action of the approaching automobile in adhering too
long te the wrong sideofn the road withoilt turning to the right of tire road
8ra.-onll: Thomas~ v. Ward, Il IJ.LR. 231, 7 A.L.U. 7tt).

A taxicah driver'. act in running into un upright post. plainly visible,
resulting in injury to a passengtr, waEs 1.rimi facie nogligent, where while
ruiining ut conéiderable apeed hoe turtied quickly to correct a mnistake iii
tiirning into a wrong street: HughÀes v. Exchange Taxicab and Auto Livery
(Men.), il D.L.1t. 314.

Tlhe driver Ofi an automobile i. nlot relieved froin liability for running int
the plaintiff hy reason (if the iact that, ixi order to avoid striking children
Who suddenly ran into the strert, he was conxpelled te change the course of
bis asuoinobile, and in doing so struck the plaintiff Who was about ta board
a streŽt car, where the defiudant's own negligence hâd placed }xiiïx in a situa-
tion where the swerving of the automobile becanie a necessity: Oakshotl v.
Puwd-Cl, 1-2 D.L.R. 148, 6 A.L.11. 178.

The driver oi an automobile who dots flot reinain ut rest behind a station-
zirve îr, at ni distancte of not le'.. thani 10 fcot, as required by a city by-law,
andl who injuires a po.senger drAcending fromi a car, i. liable for the cotisequenons
of the accide~nt. On the other hand, a pasnmiger Who descende frein a car
%çithout hoking ftroind ivheths'r or not the rond iii cletir tu crosa the street
wvithlout dlnogt r- is guiltv of a s{'ri<Jus fault. 11n quch c-ahe tht' Accident ii; due'
I t cnnnxou failt: Etrai v. Lalonde, 47 Qui'. S.C. 374.

A pedstrian croseing a wide street, Who .101>. in the roadway at a enfe
plai' hside t lie st mcet car t ruck for a itreet car tou s and t hien wzilks back
ir the' iirretion froin which hie vaine without looking for approaching vehieles
W liinnweif guilty of negligeius'. di.ntitling hiini to rreover where, in retrileing
i, 8te;>, hio walla'd iii front of tit automsobile' procsa'ding .4t a moderato rate

(if .pes' and was krioekîv1 down and iiujure beinre the iotorist coulil avoid
liiii: 7'ode&o v .11asan, 21 l).L.H. 417, 8 A.L.R. 187,

I>riv-ing ant autonsubile contairy tu, tie rtis' of t hr ro.d a-. rcquiredi by a
timsiiipl traffit' Iby.4a%. perticuiarly thie rtesidcss. 1prises ditig out frin lîohind
al gireest rar iii a ikwofiai eniurSe thereby hisiing iroin vit'w a str't car ap-.
piihisg ir, un an ollix-itt' disr'et iss. f'on8t iti1t.>.1 sont ribsttory negligence
ivhieh n iii pre'eiuis re'ciivery for injuirie. gussîaint'd in eoixwcqusence of a eol-
ligiOll %ith th. 4tYt-ot cMr: Tait Y. H.C. E!tCirs< RN.. 27 l).Ll. M38. 22 liWC,.R.

"1 . f rom uhireh an apixeaýi wae qtoshesi by the Suprven Colw le a anda:
32 11>... 37S, 54 Ceni . C.R. 71l. Smt ulw» MctGarr v. Cssrrrsci., 46 Que. S.
C7. 1 1i.


