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3. Asc there was nothing within the two leaues whieh wouid go
to ffct hevaiidity of either of them, and there was no incon.

sistency between them, the two leoses shcrnld stand.
~ '-~4. The damages herein should be measured by the cost of sup.

~ piying and using for the operation of the mili forty horse Powver
furnished smre other way than by the water suppiy in question.

~~ ~Shepley, K.C., and Ililliard, for supplint. Chrysier,KC.
and Larmnouth, for respondent.

Burbidge, J.] RYDER v. THfE KiNG. [Pcb. 27.
Publie work-Znjui-y to the person-Negligence-Doctrine of

~ycommon employment in Manitoba-Liability of Groiwn.
~-*~4~ i1. The effect of clause(c) s. 16 of the %xchequer Court

Act is flot to extend the Crown's liability so as to enable anyon-e
-~ "' 'tu impute negligence to the Crown itself, or to malte it liable in

~ *~*~any csinwiha sujc under liecircumstances woîua flot
be liable.

-~ '~'~-2. In the Province of Manitoba the Dominion Qovernment is
not liable for any injury to one of its servants arising f rom the

j:ý-negligence of a feiiow-servant. Filion v. The Queen, 24 S.C.R,
482 referred to.

s3. With respect to the liability of the Dominion Government
icases involving the doctrine of common employment, nothing

short of an Act of Parliament of Canada eau alter the law of
Manitoba as it stood on that sub.ject on the l5th July, 1870.

Semble, the Workmen 's Compensation Act, R.S. Mani. c. 178,
does flot apply to the Crown, the Crown ne*t being uîentioned
therein.

Heaxp, for suppliant. Howell, K.C., and Mathers, for ro.
spondent.

Burbidge, J.] RE~ BAIE DE CHALEURt Rv. Co. [March 27.

Railway Act, 1903-&cheme of arrangemc'nt-Jneecured c)reditor
not assenting to scheme-Objection to confirmation of scherne.

An unseoured creditor who does not ausent to a scheme of ar-
rangement filed under section 285 of the Railimdy Act, 1903, is
flot bound thereby.

It is, however, a good objection te such , à ine that it pur-
ports in terms to discharge the dlaim of such a credito&.

By a seheme of arrangement between an insolvent railway
company sud its creditors, it *as proposed to cancel certain out-


