290 THE ONTARIO WEEKLY NOTES.

and, when not actually employed in the work of unloading, re-
tained possession of the car and of the goods by relocking the ear
with their own lock.

Possession, dominion, and control lie at the root of a carrier's *
liability, either as carrier or as warehouseman; and the defendants’
liability as bailees would continue only during such time as the
plaintiffs allowed them to exereise dominion, possession, and
control. S

Upon the facts here disclosed, it was not open to the plaintiffs to
say that they did not take and exercise possession, dominion, and
control of the goods during the time they were actually engaged in
unloading; and there was no evidence that they re-committed the
goods to the possession of the defendants for the period in which
they were not actively engaged in unloading—the evidence was all
the other way. ' ;

The relationship of bailor and bailee was terminated on the
opening of the car, and from and after that time the defendants
were relieved from responsibility either as carriers or warehousmen,

Appeal dismissed with costs.
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