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bave disregarded the prohibition of the Ontario Insurance
Act, white it would prevent their mailtaiuing any action in
respect to suten business (Bessemîer Gas Engine Co. v. Xilh,
6 0. L. RE. 6147, 4 0. W. IL 325), caillot avait liei as a
defence against a dlaîn upon their policy otherwise x alid.
If lable to suit, they are liable to third party procedure, bcï-
cau>u of the prox ision of Rlule 209 that a third parît' notice
-shall be served -aceording to the hlule-. relating tu the sûr-.
vice of ivrits of uînons,' of whichi Rule 162 is one.

UlJon tuie motion xvhieh defendants must înake under
lile 213, the tliird parties uiay obtain such directions as the
Court mav devin rcqisitte or proper to assure to thent the
benefit f' ainv special provisions of their eontradî with de-
fendants. Xloreover, lb will be open to the Judge ' o,ýr otîlcer
wvho dJeaîs mith that motion to further consideri w hether, liav-
ingÏ regard to ail ifs features, this is a case proper for thie
applicitimon uthie titird party procedure: Donn v. Toronto
FerrY ('n.. 11 0. L R. 16, 6 0. W. R?. 920, 973.

Thç1 appo;al of dlefendants xviii be allowed with (osts lierc
and below, lu be eosts to defendants in the thiird party pro-

ied ng aii oIi vent thereof.

Locox, R. .J. ix ADMIRALT'Y. .Xvïuî 12'rîî. 190e).

E XIIEQUIICOURT ix ADM IRA LTY.

CANADIAN LAKE AND OCEAN NAVICATION CO. v
Tl'îE " DOBOTIIY."

ship-Cofli*.,on Riles of fload - Neqliyence' - <onflî'iing
Eidente-Dantages-Cosis.

Aetion for dtamages for a collision, tried at St. (atmarinee
awd Toronto.

F, Kîig,. Kingston, for plaintilis.
W. D. McPhç'rson, 'for defendant -ship.

'l'm. Lociî JI7DGE :-rhiÏS caIse iS an illustration of tic
experienco wliich Admiralt ' Courts have tint] of the conflict
ofevdec in collision cases. As lias been well said hx Wr,
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