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of such goods to the Comnpany." Pla,ýintif haviig fa-,iled to
unload the car of oats within the twenty-four h ours, and
having detained the car thirty hours after the expiry of
the twenty-four, a bill of dem urrage was presented to him
wvhichi he refused. to pay. Defenda nt's agent ordered the
car to be closed which was done, enclosing in it the bags,
shovel and tub. Hence the revendication to which defen-
dants pleaded :-a right of lien upon the oats for demur-
rage, an offer to return the other property before seizure
nmade, and a renewal of the offer.

DonERTY, J.-Defendants' bill of lading secures thein a
lien for demnurrage and the denmrrer rnust be dismissed.

Railroad Companies can do effective service only by
establishing and. observing certain rules in their relations
wiith the public. The rule applied in the present case by
defendants is in the interest of the public as well as of the
defendants themselves. They could not accomodate the
trade at large, if their cars ivere detained at stations at the
whirn or convenience of those for whomn they barry. The
above contract existïng betwev-en Plaintiff and Defendants
dispenses with enquiring whether, at common law, such
lien exists. The evidlence establishes that defendants have
illegally detained, the articles seized, the present offer to
return them is miade too late. I dismis the seizure as to
the oats, but niaintain it as to the bags, shovel and tub
without costs.

Brooks & Ganirand, for Plaintiff.
Hall, lV7tite & Pannoton, for Defendants.
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