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SH IP--CHARTEE-PARTY-B3iLL 0F LADINO CONcLut3ivE-EviD)EN-CE
0F QUANTITY DELIVERED AS STATED THEREIN-ESTOPPEL.

('rossfield v. Kyle Shipping Co. (1916) 2 K.B. 885. In this
calse the plaintiffs were the holders of a bill of Iading of timher,
and! sued the shipowners for shortage in delivery. The charter-
party of the vessel by which the timber was ghipped provided
t bat the captain should sign hbis of lading as per surveyors'
return for the cargo, an(i that the bis of lading shouhi be con-
eIisive evidence of the quantity (lvere(i to the ship as stated
ti'crein. The cargo wvas 1rought to the ship ir. lighters ant owving

trougli wcather some of it was washed overboard from the
Iighiters ani lost. The captain's agent signed bis of iling
nevcrthelesq for the fuil quantity, as per surveyors' returu. Ail
t lie t imber acturily piaced on board was delivercd to the plaintiffs
as indorsees of the bIi of iading: and the question therefore was
whvt her or not the defendants, in the rireurmstances, were hiable
for the shortage; and Bajihache, J., who tried the' action, heid t bat
thev were estopped by the bill of lading from denying that tiw
ii :unounit mentionedi in the bill of lading had l be» received.

\DMRALI -SIP -- FORFEITL'RE - B3RITISH :OMPANY CoN-

TItOLLEI) IN l.,EIMANY-PR!Nt'IPAL PLACE 0F BUSINESS OF

COMPANY-BRIT1811 SHAREHOLDERS IN GERMAN CONTHOLLEI)
(OMPANY-MERCHANT SlïlPPIN(; Ac-r 1906 (G EDw. 7 ç.
48) S. .51.

The ilo1zeait' (1916) P. 241. Thi4 was a proceeding under the
Merchant Shipping Act 1906 to deterruine whether a ship owned
1)y a British Company. which hgd its principal place-of l)UsinesS
ini Hamhurg, anti whcst, proeeedings; and business were controiled
in Gerrnany by a naturalized. British subject of Gennan origin
%vho held the majority of the shares, was entitled to be registerý,î

et British ship. Deane, J., held (1916) P. 117 that it was not,
and that it was forfeited to the' (rown, and the Court of Appeal
(i'ady, Phillimore, and1 Bankes, L.JJ.) affirined his deision.
'hli C'ourt of Appeai reject-d the' eaimn of the' British share-

liolders to relief, an.! heid that their oniy resourue was to appeal
to the mierciful consideration of the Crown.
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