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cern,” and again in the King v. Kemp,
<) eferred:;

‘R, If he had shown that his d¥n and

Formerly - Haytig
blic, Stranded at iioy

' CORDOVA, Alaska, > 2

unobstructsd sweep of ocean bea
8 upon her, the famous old woo
&n"mv Portland, Captain Fra
sore, of the Alaska Coast compan
s fhe sands at the mouth of ¢
river apparently doomed
Creeping through t
38 a blinding snowstorm, t

at 6 o'clock th
he shock and the grindi
tm“yenel on the rock brought t
paBsengers (o the deck in their nig
‘Barmenty The excellent disciplin
¥ained by the ufficers soon quiete)
i ‘alatin of the passengers, ’
The passerigers were landed. in th
ship's ‘boats without mishap.
Heavy swells are beginning to com
in. and it is feared that the Portlang
will. be‘hammered to pieces.

The Portland has had an adventurou
career, more especially under her or
iginal name, the Haytien Republid]
She was built at Bath, Me., in 1885
and: was employed in the Hayti trade
On oné .of her Voyages her owner and
‘Mmaster, Captain Compton, sold a smal
brass icannon and some ammunition

‘,31‘»!0“, the rebels led by Hippolyte. Fo

this she was seized by President Leg
itime, tbut he wap compelled by the
U8 government. to release her. The
one of Legitime's gunboats tried to
81 by collision. g
I 1889 the Haytien Republic was
plrchdsed and brought to this coast|
by the Kodiak Packing company, who|
eventuslly sold her to men_who werg
naddd 0 Smugglin

ds of oiii‘um." When the ring
oken up the st
at .Portland

Seamer’ Ty uriter

'1 uver and Portland.-

i Sutton_ Beebe,
the  H. i;
‘gemme b

ler the Portlang, , wh ‘ghe
fhas had %ﬂ?ﬂ’&‘%gx}c s n“’
#through various hands.- Leavihg Nan: |
‘ aimo, with, . a-.cargo of coal . -for Sa

‘ Francisco, she Wwas caught in the gre d
stormcthatsank “the' Kewe

the Montserrat, but contrivel

Into’ Victoria in g, dam ohéhidig
Afterwards she was tak er by the.l
Paciic BN company Loty 494

ananik and:the:coffee ports. :

Alaska trade, I her stranding.at the
ends with her destruction

08! amous of Pacifi¢

-have - passed from
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o, 1 , Gourt -of Azpeaf "% I
¢ |(Macdonald, C.F “A)* ~
The-King on_the. relation of Adexan. |1
‘der Craig v, Angus MclIntosh Ego—
is is-am appeal from  the order of
f Justice Hunter made in.quo wars
~Proceedings in - ch, ; it, - was
2 ?Ptl'-oldﬂ’ﬂl"ng‘im ‘his’ gﬂ’?e a m'uiﬁg
icipal councillor of the municipality of |
i North Saanich.  The ground of attack

zupon_.this councillor is that the letters

{patent Jincorporating the said municis

,;Pality are null and void. This there-
:g:’" Was an attack upon the:very exs

tence of the corporation. The relator

: his affidavit is described as of Sid-

ney, .B..C,. and inithe information as

wof Vietoria, B. C. It does  not appear
that heé is either an elector, a property
OWner 6r even an inhabitant i in -

by Lord Kenyon, C. J. in ‘the King v.

~Clarke, 1 E, at p. 46, Where he says:

"The’courts ‘have indeed ' on ' several
s said and sald wisely. that|P
Il not listen to a; common re-
lator, though within the. time limited
#8° 4 mere straniger to disturb a cor- |
poration with which he has no con-(a_

¥ e |

& foot note tg the above 5

2 ‘sdme learned ‘jodge saysi i (o
Then 1t 1s to be considered who Watts | te

ther persons' privileges had beéen ln-’ A

{ Jured he would, perhaps, have had rea- | =3

Bon for preferring his complaint, but {co
he fact is otherwise. He comes here|,
a Derfect' strangér to thé corporas | or
ion (the Borough of Seaforth) Prowls i ¢y
into other men’s rights.” it may |
ist as pertinently. be asked—Who. is |44
Taig? Has he any interest at all in'co
e affairs of the locality in question? { ¢4
ere is no material before us to in-ipy
icate who he is beyond. the two con= | py
radictory statements . abote. referred &r
0. The procéedings instituted by Craig |
ye not been carried on in a way:on
‘eommend’ him to-the court,  The! co
Ppeal’ to us was argued in a most | thq
erfunctory manner. We were not ~e.«i i
rred to either statutes or authorities |y
h Would be .of jany assistance to!
s and after we reserved judgment we |
ived through the registrar a docus
int . which purports to be w with
Wwal of the appeal on the. part of!
endant Ego’s counsel. I desire ta:,
_out here that when a case isi{
ofe this court, counsel have no right |
ithdraw. it without. the cong ',',
¥t In a matter buu\'éec“'px‘z-u
I8 parties where a scttiement ig|
L nsent would in nosi cases bg
o8t a8 2’ matter of eou |
‘@ matter P
! y holders and!
of & whola dlstrivt ave weeilh
ted 1o cox



