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the dismisal is itself the'resuit of the unwillingneBu of emPlOY-
ers to hire a servant who, ini the judgment of one person at
least, hms been guilty of improper conduut. It eeis impossiblc
toi deny -th at an unwillingneme traceable -to such -a cause i. to al
intents and purposes an unwillingness created by unl impairment
of the servant'e reputation. The conCdusion. to which. these conaid.
erations point ie that a court which views the inoreaaed difflculty
of obtaining employment whieh the servant will encounter on
account of his dismissal as an element to be considered in es-
timating hi& damages is adopting a doctrine which, so far as the
neasure of compensation ie concerned, je equivalent to one
whicli would permit hima to recover damages on the speciflo
ground of a loss of reputation aris;ing f rom the diemiesal. But
this conception of the situation is pertinent only in jurisdiations
in which the aeeessment of damages wîth reference to the perioti
subsequent to the trial ie permitted. In computing the damages
for the periôd preceding the trial the difficulty of obtaining
employment is material only in so far as it bears upon the ques-
tion whether the eervant has exercieed due diligence in eeeking
another position.

5. Lois of property or of personal freedom....Xhere a seaman
had exercised hie right to abandon his ship at a foreign port on
accouint of its being thqre converted to t purpose which would
xiot only have subjected hirm to, a material increase of risks, but
also made him a participant in an illegal voyage, and had after-
wards been imnprisoned as a deserter by the local authorities at
the port, it was held that damiges for the imprisoument and
the lose of hie clothes which had been carried away on the shîp
while he was in prison were too remote te, be recoverable 1. The
authority (i! thîs decigion is weakened by the fRet that it ivas
uot concurred in by the whole court; and the question involved
may perhaps be regarded as being etili an open one.

In a case where a, seaman ivas left by the master lu a foreign
port it was held that the owner was. liable for the loec of hie

i Rurtoti v. Piiikejrtwi ( 1867) LR. 2 Ex. Ch. 340 C KellY. CAB. tli,4
Rented).
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