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HEÀuIWG M CAMEEA-.PUBLICATIOIW OP EVIDEN0M TO THIRD PARIES

Scott v. Scott (.1912) P. 4 was a suit for nullity of marriage
on the ground of alleged impotence of the defendant. The cause
was ordered to be heard in camera. After the trial the plaintiff
and her solicitor procured a copy of the shorthsnd writer 's notes
of the proceedings in camera, and communicated them to the
father and sister ci' the defendaxit. A motion having been made
to commit the plaintiff and lier solicitor for contemapt in so doing,
Deane, J., held that the publication was a contempt, but the
plaintiff and lier solicitor pleading ignorance and apologising,
lie refused to inake any order except that they should psy the
costs of the motion.

ADMIPRALTY-SHIP- mCowiLsioN-Aax'xoi 11; RICM-FOREIGN DE-
FENDANTS--A&RREST-BAIL-VOLUNTARY AppIeARAWxcEû-PER-

SONAL LIABILITY OP DEIMND.ANT.

Thêe Dupleix (1912) P. 8 was an action in rem by the owners
of a British slip to recover damages for a collision on the higli
seas. The vessel alleged to have been responsible for the colli-
sion was owned by foreigners domiciled abroad. She. was ar-
rested, snd the o wners appeared, and obtained tlie release of the
vessel by giving bail to the va' -ie of the ship and frei ght. TIiey
then defended the action denying tlieir liability, and counter-
claiming for damage whieh they had sustained byr the collision.
The foreigu vessel was ini the resuit found to be solely to blaxue,
and judgxnent was proinouneed in the usual formn eondemning
the defendants and their bail to the amount of the damnage they
bad sustained by the collision, witli coets of claimi and counter-
dlaim. The defendants mnoved te v ary the decree by limaiting it
to the value of their vessel, freight asud eosts. But «.bvami, P.P.D.,
lield that (apart from an application for a statutory limita-
tion of liability) tha appearance of the defexidants being vol-
untary, and their proceedinge in the action amounting to a sub-
mission to the jurisdiction of -the Court, they were personally
liable te the full extent -of the plaintifi's proved claim.


