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were sérved every day, probably sufficient' as 'to*quaritity, both being
considered, but the fresh bread: was so much: preferable: to'the sea-bis-
cuits the: latter weré rejeoted, anid the: passengém'naturally thought that
t.hey were not. supplied with & sufficiency of the/'forner, ‘With: regard

to:fresh and salt beef, the service and supply were smnlar The supply
of dishes for both water and food'was insufficient. - The resetve supply
of water could only. be obtained By sucking in‘common through an iron
pipe from a barrel on deck.  The'steward and’ baker and cook, who had
immediate control: of the’ furnishing, distributing, and cookmg of the
prowsmns served to the emigrant passengers, seemed to have an interest
in creating and supplying a demand for extras and dehcacles, and even
necessaries, among the said passengers. ERR

4. Thé water-closet- for the female passengers was - not decently ar-
ranged and: inclosed, and: durmg 'l:he voyage was generally 1n a d1sgust—
ingly filthy condltmn. B ‘

It follows that the Libelants cannot recover for#nd on adcount of bemg
put upen short allswanes; under the passenger set of 1882; ‘ner for fail-
ure on the part of the muster and officer to furnish provmlons isquivalent
in value to one and one-half navy rations of the United States under the
same ‘statute; but that ‘they may recover fori'breach of contract in
not furnishing the quantity and quality of provisions actually contracted
to be furnished; and the female libelants may recover for breach of con-
tract in regard to water-closets. - Tt appears that for the’ insufficient wa-
ter-closets the ship hiasbeen convicted in a suitbrought by the United
States under-the pasdengeract of 1882, and has'been fined the stipulated
penalty, ($250,) and this fact should: be considered ‘in determining the
damages to be allowed here. On thé whole, $50 for each libelant seems
to be a proper-allowance for damages on the breachi‘of contract as to' pro-
visions, and $50 should be allowed to each female libelant for breach as
to water-closets. A decree will therefore be entered ‘giving each male
libelant $50 damages, and each female libelant- 5100 The decree will
~ carry costs of both courts. :

CNETTIN

. BRULARD v. THE ALVIN.: ., =
"DELERY v, SAME.. 1T
mrcm‘om E. D. Lodmna. : Maz'ch 81, 1801y
1. CaBRIERS OF Puennaxns—’rmxm—Bnmo;ﬂ oF Comnkd'r K
R Datendant railroad company also owned a.line of ‘steath-boats rutming in the
. imssxppi river, and sold tickets good between stations and landings either on the
railroad or steam-boats, and entitling passengers to be carried either to thé station
' named or to_the one mearest on the opposité bank. Having'sold pluintiff such a

ticket, defendant, in  retaliation for hés refusal to ve the boat luin e his entire
. rrexght., refused to 12nd himn at the lan ing o%osxte the station named in the ticket,
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saying that they had abandoned the landing. Held, a breach of the contract em-
bodied in the ticket, ior whlch plamtiﬂ was entitled t.o at least nommal damages,
2. SAME—DAMAGES. '
: The actual damages being purely nominal, a recovery of §30 was proper

In Admiralty, '
Wm. Grant and J. P, Homor, for hbelants.
w. W Howe, for clalmant.

PARDEE. J The declslve question in these cases is whether libelants
had such a contract of passage as authorized them to travel upon the
steamer Alvm, and be Janded at the Fort Leon landing, in the parish of
Plaquemines, ‘The claimant, the New Orleans & Gulf Railroad Com-
pany, is.the owner of a line of railroad . running from, the city of New
Orleans down the coast of the Mississippi river, on the left bank of the
same, and is also the owner of & line of steamers plying on the lower
Mississippi, in connection and conjunction with this railroad. The Al-
vin.is one of the steamers of the river line. The railroad company, for
the purpq:e of attracting business and accommodating its. patrons, issued
what is callp,d “a train and steam-boat ticket” from and fo various points
on the river reached by the respectlve lines. Printed on the ncket is
the followmg
“This- ticket is good betweeli stations or landmgs as indlcated by pu nch-
marks either, on the railroad or stepm-boats; If used on the railroad by pas-
sengers coming from or going to points on the west bank, it is good to the
station opposite such point, and the nearest one at which the company adver-
tise to stop its trams, but in no case does it include’ fernage across the
rivers” ot b
The reverse .of the tlckét co'ntraims a list of the stations on the rail-
road and hndlngs on the river arranged in order, commencing at New
0rleans, the stations and Jandings on the left bank of the river being in
one column, and immediately opposite the corresponding landings as to
dxstances from New Orleans on the right bank of the river, e. g.; -

LR I x % %

- . Orange Groye. Up. Magnolia | 20
English Tum Fort Leon , 21
i , -

The ev1dence shows that when the tlcket is sold on the rallroad the
stations punched are the stations at.which the ticket is sold and the sta-
tion at the place of destination, and when sold on the steam-boats the
landings punched are the landing where it is sold and the landing at the
place of destination, and that these tickets are used in returning either
upon the steam-boat line or upon the railroad hne, as the holder may
elect. If the.holder elects to return by railroad, he is carried to the sta-
tion actually ipunched, if his ticket is one sold and punched on the rail-
road, or to.the railroad station opposite.the one punched, if his ticket is
one sold ‘and punched on the steam-boat line. On:the other hand, if
the holder elects.to return by steam-boat, he is carried to the lan,dmg
actua.lly punched, if his ticket is one sold and punched on the steam-
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boat line, or, to the nearest landing on either bauk of the river, % hold-
er’s option, if his ticket is one sold and punched on the- ra,llroau line:
Among other stations and railroad landings named upon the reverse side
of the ticket are the station and landing of English Turn on the left bank
of the river, and immediately opposite, in the same lme, and wuh the
same number, is Fort Leon, a landing on the right bank of the river.
The libelants each held one of these tickets, purchased ‘on the railroad,
and punched at English Turn, a station on the left bank of the river,
ds the place of starting and returnmg, Fort ‘Leon beiii, as we have seen,
the landing directly opposite in the column on the ticket, and 'a landing
opposite English Turn on the right bank of the river. ‘‘The evidence
further shows that the- general understanding of the traveling public and
the custom of ‘the carrier has been to land passengers under the said
tickets at the place on either bank of the river as they may elect, oppo-
site the station or landing punched, if the return trip is made by the
steam-boat. There is some evidénce in the record tending to show that
at the time these tickets were purchased the agent of the claimant who
made the sale so stated to the libelants. Whether this be true or not, I
think it is immaterial, because it seems from the whole purport of the
evidence with ‘regard. to the issuance of these round-trip tickets that such
was the general rule and cusiom of the carrier. In my opinion, under
the circumstances as -above narrated, there was a contract” with the
carrier to return the libelants, if they elected to travel by the steam-boat
hne, to the Fort Leon landmg on the west ‘bank of the river. Conced-
ing the contract, there is no questlon in these cases but what ‘the same
was violated by "the carrier; nor is there any question that in the viola-
tion the claimant’s agents were actuated solely by their failure to control
the pr1nc1pal libelant in the shipment of his plantation freight by their
line. The evidence in the case shows clearly that he had refused to give
the steam-boat line his entire freight, and, as a refaliation for his re-
fusal, that'the steam-boat line had put hlm to varlous inconveniences
in the shipment of his freight, principally in requiring the same to be
prepaid, and afterwards had notified him that they would no longer stop
at his landmg, but would’ abandon it. Perhaps they had a right, for
the reasons given, to abandon the Fort Leon landing. It may be true,
and probably is, that a steam-boat is not required to stop at every place
along the river where requested, nor is it required to maintain a landing
- whether it pays or does not pay expénses. There is proof to show that
they had notified the plaintiff that théy had abahdoned his landing, and
would no longer land their steam-boat there. But all this goes for noth-
ing if, under the contract made in this case, the carrier had contracted
to deliver him at that landing. If the claimanthad desired to entirely
abandon the Fort Leon landing, it should have seen to it that as a land-
ing it should be stricken from its list as printed on the tickets, and that
its agents should not sell tickets calling, under the general arrangement
referred to above, for such landing. -
On the question of damages, it is considered that'in the amounts al-
lowed in the district court=—$60 in each case—they are practically nom-
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inal, leaving nothing to the libelants beyond the vindication of the law
after the expenses of the litigation other than taxable costs are paid.
This is substantially right, for the evidence shows that the main dam-
ages actually suffered wert voluntarily incurred by libelants, and did
not necessarily follow from the breach of contraet; in short, that libel-
ants rather insisted on enhancing damages. :

Let decrees go for the libelants. in the same terms and for the same
amounts as in the decrees.given by the district court.

THE SHAWNEE.

McKENNA e al. v; THE SEAWNEE,
(District Court, E. D. Wisconsin. April 18, 180L)

SeAVEN—WAGES—MUTINT.

Libelants were seamen on the schooner 8., which while at anchor during a heavy
head-wind had her windlass carried away. The crew then refused to get the ves-
sel under way, demanding that the vessel be taken to the nearest port for repairs,
or; in lieu thereof, that they be paid $50 each additional wages. Her sea-going
qualities bad not been seriously impaired. But one of her two large anchors was
lost, and the windlass, though a convenience, was not e¢ssential to her safety. After
urging the men to do their duty without success, moved by the lateness of the season,
and the difficulty of procuring another crew in that locality, he made the promise,
and entered it on the shipping articles. 'Upon arrival in pott; their wages as orig-
inally: contracted for were offered to.them, but were refysed, and a libel brought.to
recover them with the additional compensation. Held, that there was no such un-

- seaworthiness as to absdlve libelants from the obligation toserve, and their refusal
:éigerfﬂ;? gggumstances.‘ amounted to mutiny, for which all wages must be decree
e forfeited.

In Admiralty. Libel for wages. :
J.. W. Wegner and M. C. Krause, for libelants
George C. Markham, for respondent.

. JeNking, J.  The libelants at the port of Detroit on the 13th day of
November, 1890, shipped as seamen on board the sechooner Shawnee on
a voyage to Huron, Ohio, for cargo, and thence to-the port of Milwau-
kee, at the stated wages of $2.50 per day and fare home. On receiving
cargo.the Shawnee proceeded on her voyage in tow of the steamer Spin-
ner, with the Godfrey in tow astern of the Shawnee. The vessels ar-
rived off Mackinac on the 22d of November, and on-account of a heavy
head-wind came to anchor. The Shawnee cast her large anchor and
took in her tow-line from the Spinner, the Godfrey still hanging on to
the Shawnee. The windlass of the Shawnee proved insufficient to hold
the two vessels against the head-wind, and was carried away, the God-
frey then coming to anchor. In the forenoon of the next day the mas-
ter of the Shawnee went ashore, wired' the owners of the accident, and
received instructions to proceed. Returning on board, the master di-
rected the mate to call the men from the forecastle to get the vessel un-
der way. Upon delivery of the order the men stated that they: would
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