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boat whlîi li ad beeiiî drawn up closer to the shore and WUa
out of tlic water.

Uponi the evileiice, I thiiik, tlhere is nio doubt that tbetlieory advanced by the plaiiitiffs is tlie correct one, tand tbattlic water raui into the b)oat tbirotugh the biatcli at tlic south-
east corner, owiing to flic fact tbat the sand liad been sbifted
tflitc east side of tlic boat and tlic shlore end of the boatdrawn closer into tlic shore, witli tlie result thatfltic south-
east corner of tlic boat wasý lowered. 'Fli soufli cnd waýs
beavier than flic other endi l aiiy cveint, Ijecause tlic sanid
pump and the engine were bath at tbat end.

It was niegligelice on the part of tlic defendants to leavethe boat unwatcbed aîid unattcnded as tlîey did over niglit
affer haviiîg dealt with lier as they biad and eause1 lier ta
list and lower at tlic southcrly end. Even in flic inorning,
wlîen the defendaiit flrst saw the boat, it is not at ail clear
that someilling inigbt not then bave heen (louc to have pre-
served lier froin sinking. I tbinlz if is clear uLpon the evi-
dence that flie defendant at first clearly recognized hîs nc-
ligence aiîd ]iability, and on more than one occasion prom-
ised ta, pay, at ail events, a bill for the repair of flic boat.

I arn of opinion also f bat it was the arrangement between
the parties thaf after tbe boat was broughit in and tied upto the dock the defendants sbould assume the charge ami
care of ber. I fliîiik it was tlîrough their negligeuce flirt
sbe saîîk.

It was found necessary to take ber to a dry-dock at the
Sauît Ste. Marie ii flie United States to repair lier, aifd tlîebill of the dry-dock company was $485.15. In addition tatbis, tlic, duty oî tlie repairs iat that amount wlîen sue was
broughit backç ta the Canadian side was $121-.25.

The plaintiffs also make a dlam for $105.40 for tlîe use
of their fiîg, while cngagcd in pumpingr the scow out, taking
lier over ta tlie Miehigan Sault, bringing lier back-, etc.
They also dlaim a sum of $500 or $600 for permnanent in-
jury to the scow.

They also make a dlaim for damnages for loss of thli se
of flic scow wlîile undergoitig repair, and scek to slîcw that
they had. contracta on 'which. they would have mamde a sub-
stantial sum by usîng the scow duriîig tlîe iîitcrvening period.

I amn incliîîed te t hink that in auîy event their damages,
if allowed in this connection, wonldb lme niited ta îvliaf tbev


