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ider- Th/e Dau4lsk <1910) P. 889. This waa an appeal freux the
eits order of a judge of a County Court di-Momn the action with

whichcaste. BY a ber&h note it was agreed between the, plaintifse (ship;
whieh owner) and Mafndants (grain nierchants) that the plaintifs'
~'eUtlYship should go te, the sea of Azov, aud there load a cargo of grain,

ioda- and in casè of "any dispute at loading ports"l under tus berth
abeve note it is to be submitted te a specified court of arbitratien whose
nut of decision was to, be final. The. vessel was loaded, and for steve-

~inion, doring the defendants charged 40 roubles per 1,000 chelverts in
someaccordance with the. tarilt on the inargin of the bertx note, and
soxuededucted the amount froin thei freight. On the accounts being.

frein received by the plaintiffs' London agent it was objected that the
lot te defendants lied overcharged and the action was brouglit' te re-

cover the difference, but the Diviuional Court (Evans, P.P.D.,
~e vi- and Deane, J.) dismissed the appeal, holding that it was a dis-
I a pute within the arbitration clause, it being a dispute as to the

~ining proper charges for fitevedoring et the port cf loading.

~and,
to go ADMIRALTY - SALVAOE - APPEAL OouwR REDIUCING AMOUNT OP'

ziig to SALVAGE.

t any The Port Htsntor (1910) P. 343. This was, an appeai against
hylas the. amount awarded for salvage by Deane, J. The defendants'

ity ofsteamship with a cargo of wool beund for England broke down
in tii Red Sea owing te damage to ber propeller. Sh. was
picked up by the plaintiffs' vessei and towed fur' six days, about
830 miles, te a safe anchorage in Suez Roada. The weather was
fine except towards the end of the towage, when the usual
nortlieriy wiud and soine ses were enzountered. The salvint
vessei lest thre. dsys and had been put te expense, ameunt net
ststed. The. selving vessel cargo and freight were valued at
£88,000 snd the salved vessei cargo and freight at £269,700.
Dean., J., lied awsrded £10,000, but the. Court of Appeal (Wil-
liams and Buckley, L.JJ., and Evans, P.P.D.) reduced the.
anieunt te £6,000, being of the opinion that the. court beiom, had


