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entitie thie plainitif company to ercc(t or maintain this
sheer bom n,î 1,y means of it to divert the property of a
Canadfian citizen froîi Canada into the 'United States and
thepre to cause it to pass into the custody and control, of
a forei'i -corporation. Such was the practical effect of the

itenitiance of the sheer boom as regards a substantial.
portioni of the loge in quesztion. Thus the plaintiff ceai-
panyv illegally acquired possinof a portion of the de-

~nat'property, removcd( At from Canada and iow
daimiis (comipensaition for services in respect thereof. If a
personi wrongfully' takes possession of a chattel property
of anlother and whilst in such possession alters, imaproves
or ohriedeals wi1th it, he is not entitled to paymnent
fo,,r sucli services. (H.cxv. (Jreenwood, -4 Esp. 174;: Che-
shire Caloa o. v. Foster, 51 -N. Il!. 490; Furres v.,olz

5Robert-oun \.V. çl4«Slsbiur.i v. McCoop, 6 ll, 'N.Y.
425;i3yant v. Ware, 30 Me. '295.)
Theo evidlence shiews tha:t mithout the sheer boomn sorte

(if thie dfnat'logs woul1d hiave ftoated down the river
oni thie northi side andý oth(ers on thie south 8ide of the
bmom, 1,ut what proportion litii eae case is quiti, unce-rtaii.
Th'le dlirection and velocity of thie mwns, the nunitvo

legýs ini the river at eue time, aiso thie proportionis of ilic
defenidanit coin pany.'s legs and other owners' legs thon
floaIting ogehe are ail factors whieh would have aiîected
tlu course tAkeni by the logs. rrhere is no evidenice showingr
to what extenit thlese inifluences affectcd the directioni taken
by the de(fendan4ltsiý' logs in thie esos1906; anld19.

Trhe plaýintifrs vaim it thie rate of 35 cenits per thou-
sand feet, hoardl measuire, of loges of thie de(,fendlants pass-
im, thiroighi thoir works duiring,- those, 1ers)ut evcn if they
a re enltitloed to) payrnnent uit that or any otheri rate for such
loigs ais if uniniterferc( w1ith would hiave floated inside the
plintifrs' wvorksq, it seemei tei mei imipossible Io deternuine
thie proportioni nomitetc by the wvrong-ful action of thoe
plaint ifrs in tzkkingý possessioni of a portion of the dlefenld-
ants' logeý by mewans (if the shieer boom. To do se it would
h eeesr te sedluct froi thie niixed, mass of logs thiat
passe([ throughi the bhoom of tAie comnpany's works in the two
years iii question, tlue qIiiuantity of the defendant company's
logs wrongfuilly taken possession of by mieansg of the sheer

bv~.To say what that quantity was would ho the
inerest guess-werk. There i. no reasonable evidence
whoreby to datermine it.


