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THE ABERDEEN.!
District Court, E. D. New York. December 7, 1885.

SALVAGE-DERELICT-SERVICES—SUBSEQUENT
ABANDONMENT.

There can be no recovery for services rendered to a derelict,
however meritorious the services may be, where the
derelict is abandoned by the salvors before reaching a
place of safety

In Admiralty.

Wilcox, Adams & Macklin, for libelants, Herman
Smith and others.

J. A. Bush, for claimant.

BENEDICT, J. There can be no question as to
the merit of the services rendered by the libelants in
their effort to save the derelict proceeded against in
this action. But, meritorious as were the services in
question, [ cannot reward them, for the reason that
the derelict was abandoned by the libelants before
reaching a place of safety. I find it impossible, upon
the evidence, to consider the subsequent bringing the
derelict into port by the pilot boat to be a continuation
of services begun by the libelants. On the contrary,
the proof is that the libelants, owing no doubt to
the necessities of their own vessel, and the hardships
that had been endured, terminated their connection
with the derelict, and left to others the labor and
risk of bringing it to a port of safety. By so doing
they lost the right to claim compensation for what
they had done. The libel must therefore be dismissed,
but no costs are awarded against the libelants, and
the attention of the underwriters is called to the
meritorious services disclosed by the evidence to have
been rendered by the mate, and also to the fact that,
when the master proposed to strip the derelict, the
mate advised against it, with the result that great



hardship was endured by him, accompanied with peril,
in an effort to save property in which they were
interested.

I Reported by R. D. & Wyllys Benedict, Esgs., of
the New York bar.
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