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taxes, the Supreme Court of Canada has no jurieditçtion to enter-
tain an ap*peal, although the judgment complained of may be

* conclusive in regard to further dlaims arising under the me
bv -law which would exce"d the amount mentioned in the~ statute
limiting the jurisdiction of the court. Domtinion So2sxsge and
W -ecki-ng Co. v. Brown, 20 Cen. S.C.R. 203, followed. Appeal
quashed with comts.

* Davidson, K.C., for the motion. Beaubien, K.C., contra.

Man.] LONGmoRE v. McARTHuR. [Nov. 2, 1910.

Negligence' - Dangeroiusworks - Joint tortfeasors - Judgment
aga.inst one of' set-erat persons responsible for-damages-Ba?-
to action.

Hold, 1; A proprietor or principal contractor undertaking
workg in thecircumstancem inherç-ntly dangerous cannot delegate
the duty of providing againmt such danger so as~ to escape per-
monal responsibility if that duty be neglected.

2. Failure to discharge such duty xnakem the proprietor and
hi& contî cetor, or the contractor and his sub-eontractor.. as the
case may be, equally liable as joint tortfeacors for resultant
injury.

3. A judgment for damages sustained in 'nonsequence of any
such injury against one of such joint tortfeasorm is a bar to a
subsequent action therefor againmt another.

Judgrnent appealed fromn (19 Man. R. 641) affried.
A. C. Galt. K.C.. for appellant. Eivart. K.C., for respon-

dents.

Man.] [Nov. 2, 1910.
DomINION FISH CO. V. ISMETER.

Appea1-Conc urren jt fi'ndings of fo4'.t-Nlegigeice-hipping-
Action for dama ges-Personal injury-vtidetice-Re.9 ipsa
loquitur-Lirnitation of liability.

Concurrent idings on questions of. fact in the courts below
ought flot to be disturbed on appeal unless a mistake ie clearly
shewn.

A ship lying at her doek caught fire durifiR the night and
was destroyed. The officere of the ehip failed to arouse paasen-
gers ini time to permit them to escape in safety, and, in an action
to recover damages for injuries sustained in coneequence by a


