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be good for a combination of whieh. the element mentioned was
a feature.

1V. G8e18, K.C.. and IV. D. llogg, K.C. for plaintiffs.
Lyî4ch-Stau ito»., K.C., anid ilasten, for defendant.

J3urbidge, J.] [ Oct. 25, 1905.
THE ACTIESELSKCABET BOROESTAD v. THE THRIFT.

~Wîippî.gCoLi8~--I».trtou tryappJica tioit for' co>lscueda-
tiolb of tIwo actiois-.Ippeil f rom loc~al jifflyr,

Azi action for damages against the defendant ship for col-
lision was takEn iii the Nova Scotiai Adiniralty District by the
owner of the injured ship on the lSth of Septemnber, 1905. The
following day a similar action waf, taken by the charterer and
owner of the cargo of sueli injured ship. On the 28th of Sep-
tember an application wvas modice by the defendant to the local
judge for ani order to consolidate the two actions, or iii the alter-
native for an order that the defendanit ship be released uipon
tendcring bail to the amouint of lier appraised value, and that
a commission of appraisement bc issued, to ascertaiii her value
in h-3r then condition. On tUe 3rd of October the local judge made
an order that a commission of apprahisement i4sue, and thait uipon
bail being given for the amiount oif sucb appraised value in each
of the actions, the ship be diqcharged froni arrest, and that the
two actions he tried together. An appeal from suehi order was
takien to the Exehequer Court. Upon the appeail no objection
mias taken to the order. so far as it directed an appraisenient or
to the direction that the two actions Uc tried together except
so féir as that direction might Uc held to affect the question of
tUe naiouint of bail to Uc given-it only bein- necessary to give
bail to the ainomnt of hier appraised value to secure the, release
o)f the ship if the actions were eonsolidated. It wa3 however
urged that the local judge should have ordered the consolida-
tion of the two actions, and that the ship should be released in
rekipect of both upon giving bail to the ainouint of ber appraised
value.

J!cW, 1. It 'vas a mnatter wvitlini tUe discretion of the local
jdcto grant or refuse in oi-der for consolidation, and as such,

ouglit not to Uc interfered with on appeal.
2. The order should Uce varied to allow in the alternative

the mhip) to be releaed ini respct of both actions and dlaimis


