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the care ;

ti:llcr»“{’o of the said barge “ Jet” when the collision in ques-
anaOCCul‘red; and do order that defendant pay to the inter-
I nt the costs of his said intervention up to the date of its
allowance,

Judgment accordingly.*
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An appeal from Deputy Local Judge ‘in Admiralty for

Quebec,
l(:}Ilarke, K.C., for appellant.
oward, for respondents.

Shipcﬁsls\;: L8, J.:—The appeal in this case is on bghalf of the
Deput orwalk » from a judgment of Mr. Ju'stlce Dl}nlqp,
of QuybLOcal Judge in Admiralty for the Admiralty District
ab(‘)ve)e ce, delivered on the 12th May, 1909 (Reported

ber 'f::t.appeal was argued before me on
Shog?unsel.for both the appellant and respondents, after
al‘g‘un{ stating their points, requested that 1 should read_the
em ents of counsel before the local Judge and consider
) as addressed to me.
exten}éese arguments had been taken by the stenographer and
case f ed. Mr. Holden, K.C., and Mr. Howard argued the
or the plaintiffs, and Messrs. Clarke, K.C., and Angers,

CS, for the defendant.
ment::]Ce the argument I have read an
. Bach of the counsel presented the case for his respective
aflicting testimony an

Chent ip g v, .
: ery able way, sifting the ¢
u J s v .
8INg the respective s%ews, and also dealing with the legal

Questiong,

Caugef the local Judge has erred in hi
of want of assistance of counsel.

the 14th of Septem-

d re-read these argu-

s conclusion it is not be-

: he Judge of the BEx-

Chegq EbITor’s Nore.Confirmed on appeal 0 t

ue
l‘vCourt, see helow.
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