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Wlieu the appellaut got to Lion Head, lie took charge of ti
salvage operations. The respondent's tug was employed,
allowed to assist, thougli no bargain was made for lier remuner
tion. The appellaut was not obliged to use lier, but lie availi
himself of lier presence, and she aîded tlie " Molyess " in syphon ù
the barge and ini towing lier off. That was an essential part of t]
actual salvage service, and there was no reason wliy the respon de

should notrecover for what lie did. Under the Merchaut Shi

piug Aeti R.S.C. 1906. ch. 113, sec. 759, the reudering of su
services is recognised as gîving a d1aim foi salvage. The respoil
ent's claim for $95 was not unreasonable.

The respoudeut was eutitled, in tlie resuit, to the coutra.
pricer, $500, lem an allowance of $120, and to $95 for salval

miakýiug îu ail $475. From this sliould be deducted 5 tons

coal at $8, S40, and the amount of the cheque received by t

respondent, $250, in ail $290, leaviu g a balance due to the reîpor
ep.t of $185, for which lie sbould have judgmeut.

Tlie judgmneut below should be varied by reducing the amou

to $185, witli costs of action; and, as the appellaut succeed
Oply in- part, there shild be no cots of the appeal.

Appcal allowed in part.
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SEAFOUTH CREAMERY CO. v. ROZELL.

Libe) aid Slander-8lander of Plaintiffs in their Business--Losm
Profits - Etîdenoe - Damages - Counterclaim for' Libel
Defendants in their BusiVness-Privleg3d Occasion-Ezp
Malice-Internal Evidence of-Jury.

Appeal by the plaintiffs from the judgment of LENNOX,

upon tlie findings of a jury.
The action was for alauder of the plaintiffs iu their busin

ai-d the defendants counterclaimed for libel of them in t!

business. At the trial judgmeut was given for the plain
for $204) damages and for eosts, and for the defendants upon t.
ecoupterclaim for $200 damages and for costs.

The appeal w'as heard by MEEDTH, C.J.O., MAGE, HoDG

and FERG-USON, JJ.A.
R. S. Robertson, for the appellants
William Proudfoot, K.C., for the defendants, respondents


