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made for it, and thev sav that if this is not strictlv a solici-
tor', bill. it is a bill reudered to a client by a solicitor, and
is governed by the same prineiple. 10 olot understand,
Wilson, C. J., in Re MeClive to have laid down any~ rule,
such as is contended for. It Ès truc lie says (p. 214) : " If
a dexnand is nmade in writing on the debtor clainiing interest,
the jury may allow intercst in such a case (i.e., that of a
solicitor's bill) as well as~ in any other." But the judgrnent
as a whLole,-shews, 1 think, that in bis opinion in Ontario
the case of a solicitor's bill does not differ as regards tlue ques-.
tion of flhe allowance of interest on it, f roui that of an y other
liquidatedl demand. Were it otherwise, 1 would still feel
bound to hiold that, tliis not being a solicîtor's bill, the sup-
posed doctrine would h)ave no application. This is a case
where pay'vnîent of a just debt lias been irnproperly withlbeld,
and under the well known deeisions, recently corifiriued by
thv Privy' Council in Toronto IL. W. Co. v. City of Toronto,

19i]A. C. 117. 1 amn bound to allow interest.
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EXCIIEQI'Ef COURT'1 OF CAiNADA.

CADWELL v. TuIE "BIELMAN.-

$hi~~-~oIi 4 n-I uI'sof INavigio n-D"neroio C'(h an ne
-,4p-,d-Sinvtion amd 1)ieplaemen-I-looZk-oit.

Aetion for dmrnes fri a collision whieb oeeurred on the
nigbit of theü 30 flî Mav, 1905, in thiat part of the St. Clair
river kniown as' the "Great South Beond."

If. P. llodd, Windsor. and E. S. \il.Windsor, for-
plaintiff.

N . .\. 11artiet. Windsor. for defendant.

TuELOALJi7T>OF-Tlie collision occlurredj abolit ajfthl
ioeýality whiicl flic, evidence warrants nie in findingr is called
Joe- Beddorv's Landing, and where the ehannel is aboutf 700

.t wide '111o collision was hetween the sand surker 1 rr
roughrls." a steaniur of 109 feet in length. 27 feet boomn and

i..~~~~ )r 27.~ vi


