
b: ontended that :7:iÂas e:r::das actual theft, the

the sanie sense s members of Parliament. The defendant had
the riglit as an alderman to say anythi.ig which hie honestly be-
iieved to be truc, though false in fact; but, if a crime was ini
fact imputed by hima and lie did flot gctually believe that the
plaintiff did commit a crime, the qualificd privilege would
be nullified

Appeal allowed with Costa, and the action dismissed mith

R.McKay, K.C., for defendant. Y. K. Cowan, for plPtintff.

Divisinal Court, K.B.D.] [Oct. M6.
VERRALL i- DOMINioN,, AUTOMOBIL~E CO.

Votor vehidles-Excessive speed-Motor taken oiut by servant for
his own pui-poses withoiit permission-Neglect by oiwner of
precautions fo prevent iina th orized use.

Appeal by defendants from the judg!nent Of FALOONBRUPGE,
C..J.K.B. in favour of the plaintiff, after trial witheut a jury. in
an action for damages for injury te a taxicab) owned b' v the
plaintiff, owing to a collision with a motor-car of the defendants,
taken out of the defendants' sale-rooins by a demonstrator emn-
ployed by them, without their knowledgec or permission, and for
his own purpeses.

Held, 1. The import of 6 Elw. VIL. c. 46 and 9 Edw. VIL. c,
1 7- 81, is that though the owner of the mnotor may not be responsible

in a penal aspect for the violation of the Act unless pcrsonally
present, hie is responsible in damages wlien there has been a viola-
tien of the Act býy his vehicle. There is a quasi-liability ini reni,
which attaches te him as the owîîer of the law-breaking vehicle.

2. The defendants' moter heing held for sale enly, and not for
hire or 'nrivate use, there was an obligation on the owner to take
care that it was net taken out by any servant for unauthorized
purpeses and there ivas negligence in net effectively providing
against such unauthorized use.

BoYD, C. (in part) :"The provisions of the special legislation
indicate pretty plainly that the mind of the Legialatuire was te
abrogate to some extent the commnn law rule that the master of a


