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&bout to remove it again. lie had forbidden the mortgagee

eain upon the boat. 11e intended to use the boat without

oee, notwithstanding his agreement to insure. The re-

ti of the insurance coinpany to carry the risk, and the ex-

iece 1iia* ilolden had had with Truesdell, abundantly jus-

d him ini feeling "unsafe and insecure," within the meaning
ha mortgag-e. Even if Ilolden had taken possession in viola-

i of the undierstanding- that lie vas not to seize, this would

justily Tr-uesdell in bis eonduct. Not only was there reason-

,anid prob)able cause for the institution of a prosecution, but

failure of that prosecution reflected no credit upon the ad-

listratiQn of justice in Collingwood. The suggestion that

[den acted iinproperly because "he desired to obtain the

t or lus inoney" seemed quite untenable. The owner of

perty is entitled to resort to the eriminal law for its re-

ery; and hi8 clesire to recover his property does not de prive

i of protection if the cireumstances justify the prosecution.

that view, the action failed; and the resuit w'as the less re-

ttable because the assessment of damages at $500 was, in

cireuinstances, absurd. Truesdell was in custody for about

en hours only before lie s(3cured bis liberat ion; his conduet

s uot free from blame; and, iii allowing as large a sum as

y did, thue jury mnust have been aetuated by soine improper

tive. Action disîuissed with costs.-ln the second action-

-damages for being deprived of the use of the boat for five

r.s-TruesdleU enirely failed. Ilolden had a right to pos-

nion. If Truesdell was entitled to recover at ail, bis damages

)uld bc uuse t $30. Beaides this, at his own insltance, the

bt was held ini the eustody of the police for Muost of the

le whiéh elapaedl from thc time Ilolden took possession until

uWmell again stole the boat. This action vas also dismissed

thi cost.-Aes to the third action, the shipbuildixig coipny,

Sdefendlant, found itseif in possession of the boat as bailee of

dlden, and mlbould have returned the boat to him. It vas

gligence on the part of the company to place the boat in the

ýter «and ](-,.ve it unguarded and in a position from whiclx it

ght readilyý be removed; and for this negligence the coin-

Dy iut answer to ilolden. Judgment for Holden against

* Com~pany for the danmages sustained by him; to be lixnited

the value of the boat or by the amount due upon the mort-

ge, wiihever inay be least. Upon payment, ilolden to asaign

&maortgaize to the company; and if, within two weeks, the

ppapy offera to restore the boat to Holden 's possession, the
miytp be relieved from liability. Stay for twenty days
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