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TROUBLE OVER A FISHING OUTTER.

PORT PIRIE, July 20.—Ian the Police Court
yostendiy 4 cane that excited considersble interest
among locil boatowners, was heard before Mr.
D, C WH #W Nicholas, a fisher-
man, was rged wil unigwiul possession
of a fishing cutter The information was laid
by Jack Limbek, labourer, of Risdon Park. A~
cused was arrestod et Franmklin Harbour.  Mr.
5. 4. Warren appeared for the informant. and
Mr. J (. Sweeney for the defence. The inform-
ant sta that both he and defendant were
Fethonians. The bost wes built by witness in
1914. The well had been enlarged, and the
craft had been fitted with new mests and rig-
ging, anchors, mainsail, staymail, and jib.

' ood that ther had aleo beem an altera-
tion to the keel. The ribs had been damaged,
baving been sawn off to the level of the deck.
He had not tested the boat and eould not say
whether the alterations had {'mpmnd her or not.
Witness amd defendunt were boarding togwther
at Por: Pirie West, and made it their business
to build the Wit-
ness paid for :
asked defendant to pay Lis share, but the latter
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would not pay his share, but on his returp from
the war in 1919, the cutier was mw™

the previous Thumday witness wen: to Cowell

and mw defendant sasling in with the boat. He

milee. The valoe of
to his enlistment defendant made »o claim te
part-ownership of. the In reply to Mr

by John Jacobsen -

thur Denham. Mr. Sweemsy asked for a dis-

miseal on the ground that the
i discherged the
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BM. said he was with Mr Sweeney i
tention. Mr. Sweensy farther su
the parties were {emarts in
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mity of possession.  There avil remedies
for trespass or detention, He costended that
there was no cae to angwer, Mr, Warren ss’d
the inforrmant had made every effort to finud the

defendant, but had been w 1 4
had been a partnership, uh-d bren terminated
by defendant not paying his share of the cost
of the bomt. The S M. mid the Cgurt should
mmﬂwwﬁu:ﬂu of cr-
mm;wmdmnwhmthmrunrﬂhr
civi] action. Ope man had gone to the war and
the other had takem the bout, Mr. Warren
said that in the evert of a dismissal, he should
advise his client to take possession of the
't‘l'h.aﬂ.lch-n' jsard the case, with £2 2/ counsel
ves,
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