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obtuotito but that if fthe waruing is te prevent a permon who
h as brokeîi the law being made responsible for his aeta, th-at
inight be within the section. Another inferesting decision was
Dit Cros v. Larnboitrnv (95 L.T. Rep. 782; 21 Cor C.C. 301),
where it was held that a person who aida and abets another driv-

ting at a speed dangerous td thec public may be convicted as a
principal und&r o. 1 (1) of the Motor Car Act, 1903, as in offene
les than felony the law treats ail as principals. Wit regar'd
to the words "any offenee ini connectien witli the driving cf a
iwtor-car,"' in s. 4(l) of fthc Act of 1903, it was held in Rc.x
v. Lynlîdoni; Ex, parle M1offat (72 J.?. 227) that they did not in-
elude obstructing a highway within the Hlighway Act, 1835, by
leav'iiîg a miotor-car thereon; anid in Jcssopp v. Clai--h (99 L.T.
R-ep. 28), it was laid down that where a constable, who had
stopped a car, in(lormed the driver that lie tlîoughit lie wa8 exceed-
ing the speed lirnit, but that if, affer lie had compared fthe tirne
ivitlî another cornstable, if appearcd thit lie had not donc se, and
iii suceli a case lie would hear nothing further about it, this wus
sufficient warniing of an intcnded proseeution within s. 9 (2) of
the Motor Car Acf, 1903.

T- o other eases wifh reference fo driving are worthy of notice.
In 1%,elton v. 2Taiieborne (99 L.T. Rep. 668), the driver of a
inofor-car was couvictcd under s. 1 of flic Act of 1903 of driving
in a ianner which was dangerous to the publie. Evidence was
given s to sipeed, and the question of speed was taken into cou-
sideration on such conviction. The prosecution then desired te
proceed on a sumitina under s. 9 for exceeding the speed liimit,
but fleic agistrate refused to hear if, on the grotind that the
defendant could pli-ad autrefois convict, and in flue flie Divi-

sinlCoutt lield lie was riglit. The oflier case was Bterton v.
Nicliolsoni (100 L.T. Rep. 344), in whieh it was held that the
driver cf a iofor-car wlien overfaking a trarnear proceeding
in thec saine direction was bound te peas the frarnear on fthc riglit
or o&Y aide, apart altegeflier from the question of danger te flie
public or te persons getting on or off the trameur. This decision,
however, is net of mnucl x ue inasnuelh as art. 4(3) of thec


