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D fo h~ihe arle thner fof bi ki hamn. oblgthlaerte

IIeld, upon the facts. that the Cromn was not liable uuder

Me. Detneise and Grenier, for.suppliant. Boisvin, fiar the, Crown.

Ca-ssels, J.] THE KiNG -v. CONOON. [May 17.

E.qneopriatinCmesto-- Val uo of lands and premises
taken-.Iarket value-Good-ivill--Pi-ivate way me~d in coit-
neotion. witl business.

1. In addition to full and fair compensatior. for the value
of landis and preii."ss takeni froin the owner carrying on busi-
ness there lie is cintitled to compensation for the good-will of sucb
business.

2. The mnarkcet price of lands taken ougbt to bc regarded
as the pripiâ facie basis of valuation iii awarding comtpensation
for band expropriatced. Dodge v. The Kiny, 38 S.C.R. 149,
followed.

3. In this case there was a passage from a street in the rear
of the preimises taken where one of the defendants carried on a
Iicensed business, by whieh eustomners who desired to visit the
bar without at~Iaeting notice emild. do so.

IIcld, that such passage enhanced the value of the propcrty
for the purposes of a bar, and eongtituted an elemient of coin-

-t. Lem-icux, K.and Hl. Fishe'r, for defendants. A. 'W.
F'raser, K.C., and D. Hl. IlcLeaii, for the Crawn.

c'a.sels. J.] i v Wiliiif3un 2.
Admirat ait?,Zo---'tig and towv-Negliient navigjtion by tu1 1-

Damag o t tow-Limited liability of owner-Statutes-
Coiistruction.

Appeal from Toronto Admiralty District. The owner of a
tug navigated with such want of care or skili as to cause the
stranding of lier tow was held to be entitled te the bonefit of
the provisions of the lleviNed Statutes of Canada, 1896; s. 12,
imiiting the liability of shilp-owners in certain cames of negligent

or improper navigation te, a specifle arnotint per ton. &owell v.


