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barrass the salutary operation of the act. It is manifest
then that if a general colleciive bond be allowed to be giv.
en by the ship owner tra! the great purpose of the act -will
‘be defeated. Bat the operation of* this privilege will be.to
‘give ia fact the ship.owner or uonsiguee, the bencfit of the
_Aund in the first instance, instead of the city leaving the city
~" ultimately to seek it with uncertain result by suit, or at least
' ‘at much frouble and delay; for it-cannot bé supposed that
an owner or consignee will assume the - indiscriminate "and
sweeping responsioility for thé body of -passengers, all un-
known to him, as is almost commonly the case, without an
enhanced passage money, and an addition at least to the ex-
‘tent of the trivial tax-of ¢ 1} laid by the act. |

7

If the obligors be mindful of their interests, they must of
- course thus protect themselves. The question then resolves
itself into this whether the ship owners shall be the deposito-
‘ries of the fund, or the city authorities, and whether in lieu
~of the resources for benevolence and for their indemnity,
the act is to afford to those who are to ineur the charge and
bear all the expense only, a mere rightof action on the bound,
which by accidents to which every surety s hable, and b
deaths may be rendered-altogether unavailing, and the ben-
efit of whichin most instances tay be only attainable by
costly and vexatious litigatiou. | ‘

The position is believed to be indisputable, that if the par-

ticular passenger, who may be w question under the act, be
a pauper, and hkely to be a cliarge, the city should ime-
diately enjoy the benelit-of his assessment, and it he be not
he can without difficulty pay the assessment, or give his
bond.  The provision of the bond was designed an acéom-
wodation to the mdividual passenger who could give it, and.
specially and wndividually derired 1o substitute. it, and that
‘the epactinent had no refcience 1o the ship cwners, or con-
‘signees, convenicuce ur inteiesis. '

The commitiee therefore rccommend that they be dis-
charged from the further consideration of the memor 1al, and
that the mewmorialists have'lcave 1o withdraw it. . |

Mr. Pigman from the committee on divorces,tp which
was relerred the bill entitled, an act to divoree Freder-
ek Sheflield, of the city of Laltimere, frem his wife
Celestia Bleiteld.




