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ry machinery for two steamboats which the 
mpany is to construct at Victoria, B.C., by 
y labor during the current year. The ves- 

. •? W,H be similar to the company’s*s.s. Dis- 
)utor, built by A. Watson, at Victoria, last 

Ihe machinery for which was also sup- 
will ^ l7le P°lson lt°n Works, and they 

a*so be operated on the Skeena River.

^be Corinthian-Malin head Collision.

1'ollowiKra —'“6 »s me mil text oi justice rsar- 
Aj Ve llcane’s judgment, concurred in by 
|;,!niral Stewart and Capt. Acton Blake, 
in tif brethren of Trinity House, delivered 
„f j Admiralty Division of the High Court 

Jufce, London, Eng., in the case arising 
Ss n l!le collision between the Allan Line 
p', Corinthian and the Ulster Steamship 
- ■ s s.s. — • - ...........—Gr,uro Malin Head, Sept. 13, 1008, near 
Jan ' *s*e’ St. Lawrence River. In our
]UdamSUC’ .we published Commander Spain’s 
seen t1Cnt 'n the same case, and it will b" 
entirg a] lhe English Court judgment is

a the non-blowing of the whistle
1 e cause of this collision? I wish to

, agreement with that. 
saidUshce Bargrave Deane, in his judgment, 
unit,' * have to ask myself whether, in my 
of lon' the non-blowing by the Malin Head 
the w "Stic when she hard-aported caused 
Winvi*JOSS'bility of this collision; in other
.. iUS> Wa<5 tLzs t-1 •

• possible___
t-hief11^56^ within the wording of the Lord 
That ■•’Ustice in the case of the Anselm, 
with• ‘f a v«y difficult case for me to deal 
the À i lb's reason, that on looking at 
rmin 1 i ,ln case, which was a decision over- 
feiiori j s Eourt, I find this: The case is 
my inn m 1907 E.D., at pg. 156, and in 
notJ Pgnwmt I said this: ‘That was a case 
6llgines-!_lerat-ion of helm’ but of reversing
>oe -no signal was sounded when those 

were reversed, although the rulestliaf ‘ever st
buee hla ,W*len the engines are reversed 
e notin» te s*la*l be given on the whistle, 
'mite 1 ?r,„ , L fact. Here again was a de- 
"iiich f m •°.f that rule, and a breach 
?etions v lnE it is my duty to say was a 
l,npres each, it cannot be too strongly 
that tf, uP°n officers in charge of ships 
9ley d|J T must obey the regulations. If 
a Very c °bey the regulations, they run 

niyself°m risk‘ Here again 1 have to 
i vantaP„ , e question—and I have the 

11 A_:_° the Elder Brethren’s advice.
not obeying the regula- 

se contribute to the 
definite finding of

SUffid°Pini0n his_______  __  . __
f0"ision > n°t jn this case contribute to the 
•act, , This is • - • - -■
oftl. -VCal , . Lllc uecision oi me voun 

JiKi’;an, i° the judgment of the Lord 
a0" Agnail'6 b dnd this: ‘Then there is the 

advispdnf fi'at she was reversing. We 
hnVe also i • our nautical assessors, who N,helm ^Vlsed us with regard to the 
tli ta*s Vessel51®?^*’ that the non-indicating 
Wa the AnJihlCh was raPidly approaching, 
tvhl?bstainim!mr Was reYersing her engines, 

ch mio-h, F hom giving her information 
WijtF of nail- 6 useful, if only for the pur- 

at Was t, ■ her marked attention to 
6,8 to °n in front of her. Thatr0ty jj, , ° HU11L U1 11C1. JLI1U.L

si»n °f the vi essence and pith and mar-fe,**1...............................

that tv, ’ 1 themf given.’ Then later on I 
"■h the therefore come to the conclusion 

was to blame in these three-v», and ft ”v*° LKJ uiaillc 111 Liiesc mree 
Pon?y» neiri0f># 1^t a? regards two of them, 

and xJi to sound signals when 
liable to A0nhen reversing, it is quite im- 
$tilf ?° egPrtne to the conclusion that they 
hew? sa\x ,, uP°n the collision.’ Later 
tlier and if -lls; ‘ When persons are at- 
{ havls a sp.j 18 Proved against them that 

Sa-C, Very „°Us breach of statutory rules, 
'( thpld to [„??Ve doubt whether they 
hv» / do v, , ** the obligations upon t

ho

can
obligations upon them 

;'"JL satisfy the Court by affirma- 
that the breach of the rules 

s*ble effect.’ That is distinctly

a question of fact. I had the advantage of 
seeing the witnesses in the case of the An­
selm, the Court of Appeal had not. The 
Elder Brethren who sat with me also had 
an opportunity of seeing the witnesses, and 
they advised me in that particular case 
the non-giving of the signal had no possible 
effect upon the collision. The Court of 
Appeal, advised by two different gentlemen 
who did not see the witnesses, said that as 
a matter of fact I was wrong. It is a very 
awkward position which this Court is put 
into when it, being advised by two nautical 
gentlemen so competent as our Elder Brethren 
always are, should be overruled on a ques­
tion of fact by two gentlemen of whom we 
know nothing, and who have not seen the 
witnesses. The Lord Chief Justice said 
this Court has to be satisfied that in fact 
the non-giving of the signal had no possible 
effect. I am advised in this case by the 
Elder Brethren, and I agree with them, 
that in this particular case the non-blowing 
of the signal when the hard-aporting took 
place had no effect, because it is distinctly 
proved by the Corinthian’s witnesses that 
they saw the vessel hard-aporting for a con­
siderable time before the collision. They 
put it at five minutes, and if that be so, who 
can say that the fact that a blast was not 
blown had any effect upon the knowledge 
of those who were navigating the Corinthian? 
I feel, as I have said, that I am in an awk­
ward position with regard to the Court of 
Appeal, but I have to take my own line, 
and, as a matter of fact, I am advised and 
I find that the non-blowing of the signal by 
the Malin Head did not affect the collision, 
and that therefore she is not to blame for 
that. I start again with this, that I find 
these two vessels were approaching each 
other end on, or so nearly end on that it 
was the duty of each, under the rules, to 
port. The Corinthian starboarded, and I 
think that she was breaking the rule under 
the circumstances. If they were end on, 
or nearly end on, and the rule is clear, why 
did she starboard? I think it is clear from 
the evidence of the Corinthian. They say 
they wanted to make the Margaret Tail 
buoy, and they say it is not a narrow chan­
nel, and therefore they could go where they 
liked. They say they wanted to make the 
Margaret Tail buoy because the weather 
was sufficiently thick for them to anchor 
upon the north side of the channel if they 
did not find the buoy. They could not 
anchor in the middle of the river, but out 
of the channel on the north side, and it is 
perfectly clear that when the Corinthian 
saw the Malin Head, the pilot and master 
determined to go well to the north, and 
turned to go up to the north, and persevered 
in that, and then, seeing the other vessel 
was porting, there was nothing for them to 
do but to reverse the engines, and they 
reversed them, but it was too late, because 
it was then impossible to avoid the colli­
sion. The fact that this vessel meant to 
go to the north, emphasizes rather the fact 
of her starboarding than that she was on 
the starboard bow of the plaintiffs’ vessel. 
Something has been said about the Malin 
Head being beached improperly. I think 
that the whole matter depends upon whether 
or not there was at that time a state of 
atmosphere which enabled her to proceed 
safely on up the river. It is true she went 
on and got as far as a place called Indian 
Cove, not far from Quebec, when she was 
overtaken by fog. If that is so, and I be­
lieve it is, then she did her best to get her­
self and her cargo up to Quebec, and she 
probably would have arrived at Quebec, or 
got into some safe place, before she sank. As 
it was, having to anchor before she got to 
Quebec, she was overtaken by circumstances 
as to which no blame attaches to her, and 
she was beached at the best place she could 
be beached at. I do not think any blame

can be attributed to her for that, and I 
think she would have been wrong if she tried 
to beach herself at the other place which 
was suggested. As far as I know I have 
dealt with all the points, and I think the 
fact that the Malin Head kept on at full 
speed to try and avoid the collision was the 
right course for her to take. If she had 
reversed, she would probably have been 
struck further forward. I do not think 
any blame can be attached to her for any 
other matter, and therefore I must find 
the Corinthian alone to blame.”

Georgian Bay Ship Canal.

The final report of the board of engineers 
appointed by the Dominion Government to 
ascertain the feasibility of construction and 
probable cost of a ship canal from Montreal 
to the Georgian Bay by the Ottawa River 
valley, Lake Nipissing and the French River, 
has been laid before Parliament. It states 
that a 22-ft. waterway, capable of carrying 
the largest lake freight vessels, 600 ft. in 
length, 60 ft. wide, and having a draught of 
20 ft., can be established for about $100,000,- 
000 within a period of 10 years, and that the 
annual maintenance of the same would be, 
approximately, $900,000, which includes the 
operation of storage reservoirs for the better 
distribution of the flood waters of the Ottawa 
River. The distance from Montreal to the 
mouth of the French River, on Georgian Bay, 
is 440 miles, and upon this waterway there 
would have to be constructed 27 locks, 18 
main dams, 28 miles of canal excavation, and 
66 miles of channel dredging. The remain­
ing mileage consists of long stretches of deep­
water navigation on the Ottawa and French 
Rivers and across Lake Nipissing. The re­
port states that to make Lake Nipissing the 
summit level, and not the divide between the 
Mattawa River and Lake Nipissing, would 
cost an additional $10,000,000, and involve 
an additional 10 miles of rock cutting.

It is stated that the current in the Ottawa 
River would not exceed three miles an hour, 
and practically slack water would obtain over 
a large part of the waterway.

It is estimated that the probable time 
taken by a lake freight steamboat, 12-mile 
maximum speed, from French River to Mon­
treal, would be 70 hours, and that the season 
of navigation will average 210 days, from 
May to Nov. The engineers say that with a 
storage system as planned, and the tributary 
basins thereto, required for the navigation 
project, a reliable supply can be secured at 
various dams amounting to 1,000,000 h.p., 
which can be developed for about $50 per h.p.

The report recommends that an under­
standing be arrived at between the Dominion, 
Quebec and Ontario Governments, governing 
the disposal and control of all water powers, 
water lots and islands on the proposed route, 
in view of the possible canalization of the 
rivers utilized. Recommendations are also 
made in regard to the conservation of forests 
in relation to water supply and for the ap­
pointment of a special commission to examine 
the great canals of the world before any 
further plans of construction are made. These 
great canals include the Suez Canal, between 
the Mediterranean and Red seas; the Corinth 
canal, which is a sea level canal cut for some 
miles through solid rock, in Greece; the Baltib 
ship canal in Germany; the Manchester ship 
canal in England; the Forth and Clyde ship 
canal in Scotland, and the canal under con­
struction across the Isthmus of Panama.

The only question which is not fully treated 
of in the report, is that relating to the storage 
of the flood waters of the Ottawa River. ‘‘The 
study of this question,” A. H. Laurent, the 
engineer in charge of the work, states, in a re­
port to the Minister of Public Works, dated 
Jan. 9, ‘‘has to be continued, and supplement­
ary reports will be issued as the collection of 
the necessary data progresses.”


