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Where, in agony gf imminent collision eauSed by a jitney driver'a reekieu-.t' n montorniofi ineieaoed itpeed, in the' hope of avoiding an reldent,
thte railway Comnpany in net lhable fto injurie oewwMaied thereby te a pus-
genjptr of the. jit ney: Moore v. JLC. RÎ!rif Ry., 35 D.LU. 771, affirming

In -the' terailment of a car resulting ini a colihilon with an automobile,

themit j priim4 jacie neghgence of the' railway company: Crri v. Sandich,

Ilinduw aied Amheratbîfg R. Co., 8 O.W.N. 287; 7 O.W.N. 739, reversingi 7 OWN. 40, 18 D.L&R 685, 19 Can. Ry. Cas. 210.
Dt7 ofl nvto.-An invite-e, or ane riding gratuitoualy sa àgret,

has a right of action agaist the hoast for an accident ooowring through the'

latter's nWg1,Vnce: K'raiaa v. GolUrnvos (1917), 144 LT. 25, and i nte at p.

72. To the' eune effect ie the' recont Arnerican cms of Jacob8 v. Jacobe (La.),

74 So. 992, L.R.A. 1917 F, 253.

Rights and Liablities of Seller ot Manufatare.- An automobile
manufacturer aiýd hie agent are hiable fur an accident resuiting from Istent
structural defecteà in a car sold by them, and guaranteed ta be iii good order
when delivered; the liabflity id pot enly contractual, but alea delictual. Lajoie
v. Robert, 33 D.L.R. à77, 50 Que S.C. 395. SSt aisa Noka v. Kent (Ont.),

il).L.It. 772, and A r.ierican cases: Mac pherson v. Buick Molor Car Co-

217 N. Y. 382, L .K1916 F, 696 (annatated); Cadiliac Motor Car Co. y.

Johnson, 221 F'-d. 80ï, L.R.A. 1915 E, 287 (annotateti).
The' "lier of a ga&iline engine who negligently installe it, and flot the

innuifa(t tirer therttof, is answerable ta the' purchaser for any damageo

rimulting fromt itm defeetive installation. Tdllington v. Jones, 4 D.L.R.
6t48, 4 A.L.11. 344.

The' liei of a tonditional venldor rovere the' chattel in its alteret i oditic.n,

andI ita cquipnient, me a touring car when converted into a hearse: B.C. Inde-

pe.ndent Underiakers v. Marine MOtoI' Car Co. (B.C.), 35 D.L.R. 551.

Pleading; Da=ages.-The Quebet' statute 6 Edw. VII. c. 13 provides

t hiat no iu nicipal by-4aw to regulate t-he' peeti of automobiles shall have any

fortt' or effect. An allegation in tht' declaration, in an action for damages

against the' owner of such a vehicle, that he was unlawfully driving it at a

spct'd "far in excees of thât permitteti by the by-laws of the' lecity," je
irrelevsnt and will be struck eut on deniorrer: Peck v. OgilW, 31 Que. 8.0. 221.

Thle damnage rccoverable for inlury to an automobile is flot limiteti te

rt'pairs that are apparent, but includes also tht' expense of a tborough t'xaxn-

intation of the' car: Sears; v. Gourre, 52 Que. 8.C. 186.

Garages; Liens.-The tern "garagea" within the' uxaning of a mun-

icipal by-Iaw are l'garages te be useti for hire and gain," that ill, public garage!!,
automobile liveries: Müklr v. Tipling, (1917), 13 O.W.N. 43; Toron*o v. De-

lalanle (1913), 5 O.W.N. 69, 25 O.W.R. 16.
A " garage"1 docs not include a place where autoimob' les arm kept without

extra charge while undergoing repairs. Se helti in t -truing the Hicense

p- avisions cf the' Quebet' Mater Veiecles Law (R.S. Que. 190, ait. 1402b,

statutes 1916, c. 21): CoJketor of H4venue v. Vemre, 28 Can. Or. Ces. 314, 38

D.L.R. 630.


