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THE BRITANNIA.
THE BEACONSFIELD.
CLEUGH v. THE BRITANNIA. COMPAGNIE FRANCAISE v. THE
BEACONS-FIELD. COTTON ET AL. v. THE BRITANNIA ET AL.

Circuir Court, S. D. New York. June 10, 1890.

In Admiralty. On appeal from district court. 34 Fed. Rep. 546. For opinion in this case,
together with the other findings of fact and the conclusions of law, see 42. Fed. Rep. 67.

Robert D. Benedict, for the Britannia and the Compagnie Francaise.

George A. Black, for the Beaconstield and Clough.

Sidney Chubb, for Cotton et al.

LACOMBE, J. The findings of fact herein are hereby amended by adding thereto the
following: Thirtieth. From the fact that they allowed their vessel to come into collision
with the Beaconsfield under the circumstances specifically detailed in the foregoing find-
ings, it must be inferred that there was negligent navigation on the part of those in charge
of the Britanni 7Thirty-First. The conduct of those in charge of the Beaconsfield, as specil-
ically set forth in the foregoing findings, does not warrant the inference that there was on

their part negligence contributing to produce the collision.
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