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and, whlen xiot actually emnployed in the. work of unloading,
tained lxý-eson of the. car and of the goods by relocking the.
with their own Iock.

Possession, dominion, and control lie at the root of a carri
biabity. either as carrier or ae warehousemnan; and the defendai
liability as bailees w-ould continue only during such tinie as
plaintifts allowed theni to exercise domini on, pseion, à
control.

UP on thlefactshere disclosed, it was not open to thie plaintiff2
say that they did flot talc. and exercise possession, dominion, icontrol of the. goods during the. tùne they were actually engagsc
unloading; and there was no evidence that t.hey re-committed
goods to the possin of the. defendants for the period in wIh
they werr not activety enga.ged i unioadig-the evidence waâ
the. other way.

The. relationshlp of bailor and bailee was terinated on
open4ng of the. car, and froni and after that time the defendawere rclieved froin responsibility either as carriers or warehouwu

Appeal dismissed toith cob

FnIRT DIVISIONAL COURT. JUNE 1J ,j

*LAZARD 13R08. & CO. v. UNION I3ÂNK OF CANAI

~Bank. and Raeikig-.,8ertion by Bank of Lien upon Shoa.u
ils own Stock Stainding in Nsme of Cwlomzer-Banc Aci,
77-Equitable Tille (o SMares in Credik>r of Cui3lomer;K,
Ièdge of Bank Fuilure Io J>isclose Lien-D)u4-.jre
Silen7ce-Tiale te $hares->ividends on Share---Costs.

A\Ipeals by the. defeudants froni the. judgment of MltL-
J., 47 O.L.P. 76, 17 Q.W.N. 440.

Tihe appeals were heard by MEREDITH, O.JO., A&R
MAO;FF, aind FERG(,usoq, .JJ.A.

I. F. Ilellmnuth, I.C., and H~amilton Cassels, X.. for idefendant the. Union B3ankc of Canada, appellant.
D?. W. 8Saunders, K.(,., for the. defendant Clarlcaon, plant.
Glyn Osier and G. R. Munnoch, for the. plai±titfs rep

ents.


