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Attorneys for Defendants M/V SM LONG BEACH, M/V SM BUSAN, M/V SM
SHANGHAI, M/V SM NINGBO and M/V SM YANTIAN and Claimant KOREA
SHIPPING CORPORATION, appearing specially under Supplemental Admir:
Rule E(8) to defend thi& rem claims

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MAHER TERMINALS LLC,
Plaintiff,
VS.

M/V SM LONG BEACH, formerl
known as M/V Hanjin Xiamen, IMO
No. 9312755, its freights, engines,
moearel, appurtenances, and tackle;
1/V SM BUSAN, f.k.a. M/V Hanjin
Tianjin, IMO No. 9312767, its freight
engines, apparel, aKRIurtenances, a
tackle; M/V SM SHANGHAI, fk.a.
Hanjin Bremerhaven, IMO No.
9312779, its freightgngines, appare
ﬁoﬁurtenances, and tackle; M/V SM
INGBO, f.k.a. Hanjin Budapest, IM
No. 9312937, its freights, engines,
mo{)/arel, appurtenances, and tackle;
IV SM YANTIAN, f.k.a. Hanjin Por
Kelang, IMO No. 9312949, its freigh
en%lnes, apparel, appurtenances, a
tackle; M/V SM KWANGYANG,
f.k.a. Hanjin Mumbai, IMO No.
9347425, its freightengines, appare
appurtenances, and tackle;

CASE NO.: 2:17-CV-03195-R (AGRX)
IN ADMIRALTY
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL OF

ENTIRE ACTION WITH PREJUDICE
[Fed. R. Civ. P. 841(a]
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Pursuant to the Stipulation of Dismissal With Prejudice filed by the part
the Court hereby orders that the enéiction be dismissed with prejudice, each
party to bear its own attorneys’ fees and costs.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: July 10, 2017

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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