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A Research relating the application of favorable passenger's 

reduced ratio in claim adjusting affairs

<국문초록>
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Abstract 

  The automobile guest without payment or non-paying passenger57) means 

a person who does not pay for riding a car. When a traffic accident 

occurred, the law58) as to the liability of the car-owner to the guest in his 

car is in confusion. For the absence of statute article, the problems about 

the liability to the automobile guest have to find solutions only theoretically.

  Many theorists do not make a difference between the guest damaged in a 

automobile accident and the general person like a damaged pedestrian. But 

the automobile guest is treated as a car-owner by many theorists, if he had 

control over the vehicle when the accident occurred. The automobile guest, 

therefore, can not ask the compensation for damages to some extent in 

proportion to the degree of his control over the car. And when there was 

the automobile guest's negligence or his assumption of the risk in the 

course of riding, the amount of the claim for compensation may be reduced 

in some degree.

  The precedent are concerned that not reduce the amount of compensation, 

in principle, only riding a car without payment. But limitation of Liability are 

recognized for certain types of favor's riding a car.

  In order to prevent the ratio about limitation of liability is determined 

arbitrarily  in the future, types of favor's riding a car need to be preferably.59)

※ Key words : Automobile Insurance, A favorable passenger, Claim Adjusting 
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