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the cargo of the said barge “Jet’ whenthc jnter-
ü°n occurred ; and do order that défera an p< ^ Qf rs 
venant the costs of liis said intervention up to t 
allowance.

Judgment accordingly.*
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Clarke, K.C., for appellant.
Howard, for respondents. If of the
Casseus, J. The appeal in this case is Duniop,

ship “Norwalk” from a judgment - Admiralty District 
deputy Local Judge in Admiralty for tbe - (Reported

Quebec, delivered on the 12th May. ■
ab0ve)‘ the 14th of Septem-

The appeal was argued before me <
ber la< „ . mA respondents, after

Counsel for both the appellant an read the
shortly stating their points, requester u' anq consider
arguments of counsel before the local Judge
them as addressed to me. , stenographer and

These arguments had been taken >} „owar(j argued the 
extended. Mr. Holden, K.C., and M • c and Angers, 
ease for the plaintiffs, and Messrs. Clarice, • •>
E-C, for the defendant. -, .p.read these argu-

Since the argument I have read and
ments- , ,, 0 ,.ase for his respective

Each of the counsel presented th® fl- ting testimony and 
f lent in a very able way, sifting 111 c -oling with the leg8 
ureong the respective views, and a so

ions. ‘ ............... 'f the local Judge has erred in his conclusion it is not be- 

want of assistance of counsel.
'UTob’s Note.—Confirmed ou appeal to the Judge of the Ex

'-"Oil rt, son holnwsee below.
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