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the Crown, provision being therein also made for ascertainin- the value of
the works by arbitration and award,

Be/d, afirming the judgmient of the Exehequer Court of ('anadla (6
Ex. C.R. 103) that the dlaim of the suppliants for the value of the wvorks at
the time they vested in the Crown on the expiration of the fff years
franchise 'vas a liability of the late Provinice of Canada coming within the
operation of the i i ith section of the British North Arnericaiî Act 18(17, and
thereby imposed on the Dominion that there wvas no lien or right of reten-
tion charged upon tlie property and that the faut that tlie liability ivas not
presently payable at the date of the passing of the British. North Anmcrica
Act, 1867, was imniaterial . Atiornr-a, Gencral ia/ Ginada %-. Mrc
Genera/1qf Onitari, (xSnl, A.C. o>j ÏoIlow d.

He/d, also, afflrminý .'U decision appealed froin, hlat the arbitration
provided for ly the third section of the Act '8 V. c. go, did nt imipose thec
necessity of obtaining an award as a condition îpreccdent, hut 1neroly
afforded a reniedy for the recovery of the value of the works at a thne 'hen
the parties interested could not have resorted to thu jiresent remcdy by
l>etition of Right, and that the suppliants clailr for compcinsation under. the
provisions of the Act of 8 \'ict., c. go wvas a proper snlject of petition of
right within the jurisdiction of the xheurCourt of C. anada. Appeal
disinissedi with costs.

.Veivw»i 1;e, (~> C, D eputy M inister of j ustice, for appellant Jje? .

Q.C., and le. 1' Sinclair jor respondent.

G(pergrent a/tn I Iour tit zoee - Lord Camiip.7tl'ls l-dr

Art. 1056 G. C. embOdies the aIctionl prevîously given by a Statute of
the Province of Canada re-enacting Lord Cainpbell's Act. R0~,ason v.
Gzftadie Paijic Railwa), Co. (t892) A.C. 4Si, distinýgUished.

A worknian niay s50 conitract with his employer as to exonierate the
latter from liability for negligence and such renoinciation would be an
answer to an action tinder L ord Camnpbell's Act, Griýliils v. Eta,? L)Ud/,
9 Q-B.I). 357, followed.

in sc. 50o of the ( overninent Railways Act (R. S.C. c, 38) providing
that Il Rer Majesty shall not be relieved froni liahility by atly notice,
condition or declaration iii the event of InY danmage arising from, anY
nlegligence, omnission or default of ally officer. employee or servant of the
Mlinieter," the words Ilnotice, condition or declaration " do nlot include a
contract or agreenient by which an employec bas renouliced his right to
claint daniages frorn the Crown for illjury ,^rom negligence of his fellow
servants. Voev. (k-aid Trunikk Railfiay Co. i i S.C. R. 6 13 disapprovud.

An employee on the Ilitercolonial Railwav hcaUme a miember of The
Intercolonial Railway Relief & Assur. Ass. ti) the funids of which the
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