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ADIATY-COLI.ISION-LOS8 OP U$E 0W ,,VESSEL-VESSPia WoRac-
INU AT A L088s-DAMAGES-REMOTENESS.

The Bodleulell (1907) P. 286 was au adrairalty action for
dainages for a collision. Trhe vessel injiired was ivorking at a
1088 for the purpose of establishing a new trade; and the ques-
tion for determination was what wvas the preper mieasure of dam-
ages. Deane, J., held that the contingent profit whieh inight
be earned when the trade shotild be estabIi,'hed and rates had
become remunerative, was f00 rernote f0 ho takoen into censidera-
tion as special damnage, and ia such a ens,! wheve ne loss apart
froin the acltual expense of repair con be showii frott the tom-
porary loss of the use of the vessel, general laiages aile fot l'e-
coverable freiti the vessel in faffit.

Ar>IRMTV-( 'IIISON-NDEX1T- 'HIH PARTY\ NOTICE.

Vie Kate (1907) P. 296 was aise an adiniralty action te re-
cover damages.for a collision, In this case a question arese as to
the right to servé a. third parf.i notice in th(, following circnim-
stances. A steaniship wa% hroiught te a dock by two tiugs, but
wvas unable te get close te the quay owinig.to a barge attàched te
n, buoy being in the way. The dovkminster spont a man froni eaeh
of the tugs to loosen the barge and directed ai third tupr to t.ow
the barge away, but in so doing the bai-ro wali, owing in the neg-
ligene of the men sent te losn lier froin the bnoy. ileowed te'
corne lu contact with thv propolii of the stentip.ii w'horchy, she
%vas injured and snnk. ,i Thc ation, wvs brnht y fli barge

owners against the dock owniers. w~ho aidîitted liabilit;y, but
elainied te bring in thc qtPamiship owners as third parties liable
te ùîdemnify theni tinder a towage contract wadv hetween the
dock ewners and a erm of ship repairers who bail iiidertaken te
bring the steaniship from their yard f0 lier berth nt their own
î'lsk. 13y the tciwage contract the dock owners wcre te supply
tugg, but the nisters Fiud crews were te cc'asc te bc lunder the con-
tract of the doekowners and to e osibjeet te dhe orders and von-
frôl'cf the master or person in charge of the steimship. Deane,
., held that the steamship owners wvere net liable te indemnify

the dock owners, and the Court of Appeal (Lord Alverstone, A
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