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HIOL. MR?. JUSTI'CE LONGLEY.

None of His Majesty 's judges have been so much ini the pub-

lie eye, for the past three rnouths, as Mr, JUStiae Longley of the

Supremo Court of Nova Seotia. This arises frort the fact that

the action~ of the Dominioii Steel Company and the 'Nationsl

Trust Company- against the Dominion Coal Company was tried

before him at Sydney «.andi his judgrnent was watehed with keeni

Trhis action so far as the *number of persons Peccuniarly in-

tercs-ted elfects the question, and the amount of rnoncy involved.

is one of tixe greatest actions ever tied in any English speaking

eoixntry. The existence of both the Steel and the Cotil Cominpanies

was saxid to depend upon the resuit. This is' probably au exag-

gerxxtion, but it indicates the magnitude of the intcrests thixt

depeinded iupon the jLidge's deuision. The Coal Company ini

bonds and stocks represents $2:3.000,000. and the Steel ('onpany.
$3.5000,00. These stocks and bonds are held in evvry part of

Canncla and the owners watched the proevedinigs elosely. The Gloal

Coinpany e!nployýs abont 7,000 men,. the Steoi Company about

5,000. The. qulestion at issue finally resolved itself into a verx

narrow onv, whether, under a eontract for the supply of voal to

the Steel Comxpany for iiiikl'i steel, the latter had the right to

naine the sean> froix wbich the rool wvas to corne, and namied thte

Phalen seam--could the Goal Coxnparxy qupply coal f ron ont,

part of that seam unfit for use in steel rnalir.g, when it was
îiiunt and eoit4i( siupply frcun other pit., on that seax oin that

wias fit. hI other words was coal frorn the Phalen seaux a speci..

fie description under the miie in ChSnter v. Hopkîn-s. 4 M. & W.

399, or ivas tlit, Coal Conipanly liound under the contraet to,

supp]y coal fit for the purpose of steel rnaking.

Reviewing the wb.ole contract the judge held that it was a


