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A I»IIRALTY-LiilTiATiON O>F At 'TION--t'NCONDITIONAL APPEAU-

The. Ll<zndotcry Cn#ŽIk (1920) P. 119. This 'vas a salvage
action, tuid the. Fimple question involved watt, whether or net the
defendants, bw enteri ng an umconditional appeaanm<, wai ve the
right te set up the defenee of the Statute of LimitaLions. Hill, J.,
deeided that thev dit! not.
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case 8uflicient roaaons were shemm why the petition should b.
allowcd te procoed to trial, herause the petitionors disputed the
constitutional power of the ('îown te impose the condition of
suhidtting their laim to arbitration.

ADMIIiALTY -- PRACTICE - COLLISION - BAIL -- TATL!TORI'
LIMIT 0F LIABILITT-AMOI'NT OF. BAIL.

Tht, Charlidle (1920) P. M8 This wam; an AdflmrJty action for
daningps eocasioned by a collision, in whirh the plaintiffs applied
for leave te arrvst the. vesse! allegod to lx, rosponsihke for the
collision, the owners of whieh îloBjed the application on the
ground that they had put in bail for an anmunt ('qua) te the
statutory Iimiit cf liahility under s. .503 of tht' Merchant shipping
Act, 1894. l'ho plaintiffs dit! nom. admit, but thsputed. the faicts
whieh ('ntitled the tiefemîdants te liimitedt Iiability. Hfi!! J., there-
fore held that the phiintiffs wore entitled te arrest the veemel in
question unls bail for its full value ivas put in.

A OMIRAýLTY-TEXDEru IN ('ONSOLIDATE> SALVAGE AMrONS-It'IP
S"Nti TENDER TO 8EPABATE F LO~-OTS--EAtT
HIF.FSENT.ATION OF MASTER AND <IIEW.

The' Cretefore8t (12),P. 111 I.In this <'as two actions for
salvage had been brought, orne bw th-. viaters n4 two tug., and the
other by the crewst of the aane two tugs. 'l'ieo actions were con-
golidated anid the onduct cf the ecn.*clid.it&d action waý, gi ven te
the masters. The defendante tendered at lump euni in satisfaction
of ail claims Liut their affidavit (,. %,alueý, was only handed te tlie
plaintiffs on the day of trial. Although Hill, J., held the tender
te ho suffirient, ho aise held that, actor(;.ng to The Lec (189G),
P. 233, where, as in this cae, a lump sumn îs tenderod te answver

svalemiirolitlated elaims, the (left'n(ant rums the risk that the
Judgo may say it wîîs rensonable foi the plaintiffs to go tc trial,
even tlîcugh tlie tender is lield te hoe sufficient, and the latenes
cf tho e ivr of tâû aflidavit as to values he considered iiustified
hini iii adlopting that view in tho prescrnt cage. Ilo the -efore awarded
to the tug (>wnensl thoir costs cf action, but (olisidered the crewq,
we flot entitled te separate mrersentation anti mnade ne order
as to their Niste.


