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panies this case in 26 L.R..A. (N.S.) 171, the right of sick and
;zfdecrepit persons to be transported is nlot unlimited. Nor can a

q carrier be eompelled to acept an unattended ingane person or au
intoxieated person as a passenger. On the other hand, howevor,
it is not justifled in refusing te accept an individual as a passen.

* ger upon the sole ground that he is blind.

HARNESS AS "WAYs. W0R1FS, AND MACIfINERY. "--The repnt
Massachusetts case of Murphy v. 0 'Neil, 90 N.B. 406, 26 L.R.A.
(N.S.) 146, holding that the harnoas used in connection with a

.î,merchant's delivery is flot part of the "ways, works, and
machinery," within the meaning of a statuto rnaking hlm liable
for injurics te a servant for defects ti- rein, the same as to
strangers, seems to be one of flrst imipress.on.

4' .!iLiiBYLiTy 0F MUNICIPAL CORPORATION FOR TORT IN CONNEC-
TION WITIT PROPERTY USED BY IT.-The question whether a mui-i
cipal corporation nîay be mnade to respond in damages for a
tort, either of inisfeasance or nonfeasance, ini connection with a
particular department of municipal activity, (lepends, according
to the weight of authority, upon the ques9tion whother the dluties
of that departnîent pertain to the public ni- to the private fune-
tiens of the municipality; and the mane eriterion applies to thie
liability of a municipality for torts ini connection with buildings
used by :'L This view la conflrmed by the recont Kentucky ense
of Ponrnni Finance &, T. Co. v. Lau isiUci, 122 S.W. 860, hold-
ing that a municipal corporation is not liable for the negligence(,
of one oporating an elovator in the city hall, which la erected aind
maintained for the transaction of its public affair8. Tho case is
accoxnpanied in 25 L.R.A. (N.S.) 88, by a note discussing the
considerable body of case law pertatining to the subject.

A similar question aroso in Libby v. Portland, 105 Me. 370, 714
* Ati. 805, 26 L.R.A. (N.S.) 141, in whicli it la held that a

municipal corporation which rightfully attexnpts to operato, for
its own benefit, a farm within its linîda, is liable for injury to
one rightfully on the promises, throughi a stop whîch it negli.
gently pernits to become out of ropair.

CIVIL LIABILITY FOR NEGLzasXT USE or0FxpRp.ARms.-The Iaiv
undoubtu~dly requires a very high degree of care frein ail persous
using fiiviarms in the immediate vicinity of others, no niatter

y how lawful or innocent such use niay be. Jt was held in flic
recent case of Rudd v. Ryrîios, 153 Cal. 636, 105 Pac. 957, 26

~ * L.1U.A. (N.S.) 134, that a member of a party of hunters is


