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OIES 0F CANALOAN CASES.
Sogs , 'vhich xvas miade by the government colec-tor for arrears of stide du1es, owed by 011e RS. or

th ossized and othcr- logs, be reniovcd, andLhat the sUrn Of $.5,267, whjch had been paid bythe appellants to the Crown under duress, bCrefunded to them.
R. S., being indebted to the appellants in alarge sum of inoney, had *given thein, as col-lateral seCUrity for the amnournt of his debt, tw()chattel mortgages on certain logs and tirnber.These mortgages were executed, the first on i 2Decernber, 1867, and the second on i i May,1877. On 15 MVay, 1877, R. S. becaine ilisolvent,and in~ 1878 the eq uity of redernption of the in-solvent in the chattel mortgages \vas duly releas-ed to appellants by R. S.'s assignee. In J une,1877, R. S., "'ho owved also a large sumn of rooneyto the Governi-nent for slide dues for several yearsback, agreed to pay $2 per loQo feet, B. M., onail lumber to be shipped by hiini throughi thecanais. The dues recoverable hy statute for-each log were 4M'3 cents, equai to about 26 cents~per 1000 feet, B. M. The appellants claitnecithat this arrangemnent was unknowvn to theni.The evidence of its ratification by the appellants

was contradictory.
In 1878, wvhen the appellants began to shipthe luniber in question on barges, the collectorof slide dues refused to allow the barges to passthrough the canais until the appellants paid the$2 agreed upon betwveen R. S. and the ;overn-ment. They paid a certain ainouni under pro-test, but finally the collector seized and took pos-session of ail the logs and tinmber on R. S.'s pre-mises, on behaîf of the Goverrent.
GWVVNNE, J., in the Exchecîuer Court lcdthat R. S. was agent for the appeliants andthat he had created a general lien or charge onthe lurnber niortgaged [o the appellants, i0 favorof the Crown, for the dues hie owed thero, andthat the appellants had knowledge of and ratifi-ed such arrangement.
On appeal to the Supreme Court,
-Ield, (S'FRONG, and TASCHERI,'AUi JJ., dis-senting), that the relation between appellantsand R. S., was i0 no sense that of principal andagent, and that there was no evidence whateverof any cor.tract, express or implied, of a gencrallien or charge on this timber, s0 as to bind oraffect this timber in the hands of the appellants,to whomn the same had been conveyed for valu-

[Atigist 1,

able considerati n, lîille îot cogni/.1ant Of or
parties ti suich COn)Itr-act.

Iha~t ail the < ;ovciificft %%cre enititied 1<)plthe said 11u111)ce, uinder tlic statle andl( thtc 0lations %vas the sinl ()f 41i cents per log PI"
througîî the slides, equal to 26 cents Pcr 1000
feet, B.- M., which suin appellants ofred 1<) PaY
And bliat R. s., alter the execution of the hit'

mracsi 0 favor of ai)pcliants, had 11) îgll1create in favor (if the Crowvn a lien or charge« of
tl 1us ie nqusin to secure the PaYnwîIt ~

P l? c/i zi;e, O .C ., a n d (; < n - li//1 / Y , fo r p c l i~
IalQCand Ifg,, for the Crowil.

Mu.N. C. Uu'î'u;"

sel- (.0>z/ribzi/l(ry ncreir;ce/)/lt'f(7P-
/ÏOnnWeip/ of- C ouri eqitally 

01',edOn the 27th April, î88o, at 1>. K.,
Erie, wverc ves.seis go to load tillibrc.,aiwhere the Arie flelle, the responderits iWa5 in the habit of landing and taking Pasci-ers, the i/' C.'~p t he apc t's vess 1

ivas Ioorcd on the cast side of tlie docklhad ber anchor drîîp cd so m-e di stance ()tîî tii
continuation of the direct line of tcs t end Of
the wharf, thus bringing ber (-able dietî c<sthe cnd of the wvharf froro east to '%'c"t vtoîbuoy'ing the saine or taki'ng soni1 I llnîasurlle 1(1
inforni incorng vesseis where it Vwa ' lbh

Relie/t carne into tic w harf safly, aîd in backîîîè '
out froîn the wharf she caîîîc iii contact %%ith tanchor of theAf. 1,1(Jfei, and ias dailia gd.

On a petition, filed by the owner ofth /-"-Relie, iii the Maritime Court of ont, 11. -cover darnages donc to bis \vesse1 by thed01t(Y'er,1 the judge who tried the case foud' Othe evidence, that both esseIs were to> blaiie'
and held that each should pay one hla t Of the
darnages sustained by the Aru' Relie.er 0

On appeal to the Supreune Court b) OvirOthe M. C. UJer, and cross-appeal byovîe
Erù'e Belle :ai

Ied, per RI'CHIE, C. J., FOU 'RNIER"zl
ýrASC[HE'RE'AU, JJ., that the evidenceshue
that the danmage was caused solie> b> the fatîlî
and negligence of the o w,ýner of the _11 - bt/t;YM
and theretore the owner of tiat vesse' houîda


