
Whether but for the tragie end of this affair, the
master iwould have thought it necessary, or would
have been justified in discharging the libellant and
putting an end to the contract, is a question on which
perhaps one mighit pause. Smith had on no other oc-
casion exhîbited a temper of dangerous insubordina-
tion, and it might have been safe for the master to
have retained him on board, and to have left this mat-
ter to be settled at the termination of the voyage. As
it was, certainly it ivas the duty of the master to cali
on the civil authority of the place, and put the affair
in a train of judicial examination. The resuit of that
inquiry was, that Smith was sent home as a prisoner
to answer for his conduct to the -laws of his country.
And from. the facts developed on the trial here, it ap-
pears to me, that the civil authorities wvere perfectly
justified in this course. The consequence wias that
the libellant was disabled from performing the ser-
vice for which he wias cngaged, and from the whole
facts in proof in the case, he may justly be considered
as havîng disabled himself hy his own voluntary act.
On the principles of natural justice and universal law,
he cannot dlaim. a compensation for services, which he
has by his own fanit disabled himself from, perforrning.
The libel must therefore be dismissed.


