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SHIP-CHARTEIPAtTY--GUARA4TE MAT "DEAD WECIGHT CALA-
CITY" y 1 SPECIFIED NtJMBER 0F TONS--MEANING OF EX-
PRE SSION.

Milar v. Owners of S.S. Freden (1917) 2 K.B. 657. This was
an action to deterinine the meaning of a guarantee given by the
defendants that the dead weight capacity of a ship was 3,200

e tons. The ship had a lifting capacity of 3,200 tons, but she had
not cubic capacity to take on board a cargo of maize of that
weight, whieh was the kind of cargo which she was hired to carry.
Row]att, J., who tried the action, held that the primary meaning
of "ship's dead weight capacity" was not lier capacity to carry
tons of maize, but ber abstract liiting capacity, and that the miere
fact that mnaize was mentioned as the cargo to be carried did not

* change thbe meaning of the phrase.

8mIr-BL 0LAI-EvIDENCE OF QUANTITY sHIPPED-SH RT

DELIVERY.

Neiv C.hiiese Aitirnoiiy Co. v. Ocean S.S. Co. (1917) 2 K.B.
664. This ivas an action against shipowners for damages for ,hort
deliver., of goods. The plaintiffs relied on the bill of lading as
evidence of the arnount shipped. The bill of lading stated that
937 tons hati been shippeti on board; in the.margin, howevcr, was
a typiewritten clause: "A quant.ity said to be 937 tons" and in the
body of the bill was printed in ordinary type the clause "weight,
measure, contents and value (exceptfor the purpose of estimnating
freight) unknomn." Sankey, J., who tried the action, held the

I~j' ~ bill of lading to be evidence of the ore shipped and gave judgment
for the plaintiffs; but the Cou~rt of Appeal (Lord Reading, C.J.,
and Pickford, and Scrutton, L.J.J.) hield that having regard to the

~ clause that "weight unknowNn," the bill of lading was not even
prind facie evidence of the quantity of ore shippeti, and the -vi-

JK, dence of the defendants, shewing clearly that t.hey had delivered
~' ~ ail the ore shippeti, except such wastagc as resulted frorn handling,
~ ~ of whieh there had been cighit hctwcen I-lankon andi Newcastle,

the decision of Sanke%, J., was reverseti.

PRIZE COURT-CONTRABAND-WOOI, TO BE ('O?,BED IN ENEMY
(OUTNTiIY-COMIED WOOL TO BE RETCRNED TO NEUTflAL
COUNTRY.

The AxeL.Tohýison (1917) P. 234. This was a ptocceding for the
condemnation of a quantit y of woul taken as prize, The evidence
establishiet that the w'hole of the wool was dcstined for Gerxnany.
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