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manner ? Their Lords1îips think fot. lier scei ivas ioviflg
ail the finie, at least tii] she stuck. Thle atteunpted operation
of wairping was a reasonable one, and the fact of ber eabl.
pa rting was an accident. Trhe evidence is left vcry vague as to

]v~t what, happened after the eable parted, but it is ce 1-
deiit that, warping being no longer possible, the only way
which the turniing ioveinent could be înaintaincd would be
by using the scrcw coupled witIî a certain direction of the
Jicin. it is a inatter of surmise t]îat it was this renewcd
action of tic icrewv eonibincd. with the direction of the helmo
that set up thec carrent that did the nîischief, but there is
undoubtedly no evidence of sucli undue or sudden action on
the part of thc " Kiînmount " as to bring homne to ber a
charge of negligence with its resulting liabilîty. To do so it
would. have to be found that the " Kininount " executed a
sudden îuanoeuvre of which flic ordinary consequences would
be danger ho the other vesse]. As it is, no one, their Lord-
ships think, antieipated, or coul(l have antieîpated, that the
vurrent set up by the screw eould be refleeted by the wvalls of
the dock in the only way that made it dangerous to the
"Mlount Steplien."

Th now reniains ho cnsoledr tlîc case of tie " Mount
Stephen." As lias been alrcady said, thîr Lordships think it
clearly proved tlîat the " Mount Stephien " was sufficiently and
securely rnoored with regard ho any normal strain whlîi
eould be put llp0f lier. The only ground of liability must,
therefore, ho found in a failure ah tlîe moment tliese incidents
oecurred to take extra precautions, or a failure to communi-
ente the danger ho those in charge of the elevator, whieh was
flot apparent to tlîem, but was apparent ho those in charge of
the " Mount Stephlien." As regards extra precautions, their
Lordships are satisfied that the dangerous rush of water wus a
sudden occurrence, and that the breaking of the steel cable
oeeurred before any extra ropes could be used. The failure
to warn those in charge of the elevator is the ground on whlîih
the learîied .Judges below have founded liability. Their Lord-
slîips are mnable on thie facha to corne to this conclusion. To
do so tliey would, have to 1w convineed on the evidence that the
abnormal current, of a force ho suggest tlîat under the strain
eansed thereby tic existing nîoorings nîighh give wa, wvas oh-
served anîd appreciated bv those ini charge of tlîe "Mouînt

Stephen " in tlime ho havec warned the elevator mcii of the
împend mng (langer.
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