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ADMIRALTY—~J URISDICTION——COLLISION BY FORBIGN GOVERNMENT
'8HIP—F'OREIGN PUBLIC VESSEL—APPEARANOE ENTERED UNDER
MISTAKE OF LAW-—EXEMPTION FROM ARREST.

The Jassy (1906) P. 270, was an action in the Admiralty
Court for damage by collision against a vessel which was the pro-
perty of a sovereign state. The vessel had been arrested, and
an absolute appearc1ce put in, and an undertaking given to put
in bail, Subsequently the chargé d’affaires of the foreign state
addressed a letter, in the nature of a certificate, to the Seoretary
of State for Foreign Affairs stating that the vessel was the pro-
perty of such foreign state, and asking that the proceedings
against the vessel might be terminated, and stating that the
appearvance had been put ‘u, and undertaking given, under mis-
apprehension, and a copy of this letter was forwarded by the Sec-
retary of State to the Registrar of the Admiralty Court for the
information of the President of that Court. The defendants
applied to dismiss the action and in the circumstances and not.
withstanding the appearance and undertaking Barnes, P.P.D,,
held that the action must be dismissed.

COLLIFION—MEASURE OF DAMAGES—PROSI'ECTIVE PROFITS.

The Racine (1906) P. 278 was an action in the Admiralty
Court to recover damages for a collision, and the only question
discussed is the measure of damages. The plaintiff’s vessel,
which was totally lost, was, at the time of the collision, proceed-
ing from a home port under a charter to a foreign port, and wa-
thence to proceed under charter to amother port, and thence
under charter home. The .Court of Appeal (Williams, Stirling,
and Moulton, L.JJ.) affirming Barnes, P.P.D.,, held that the
measure of damages was the value of the ship at the date when
she would have accomplished the homeward voyage together with
such sum as would represent the profits which would have heen
realized from the three successive charters, less a reasonable’
percentage for contingencies,

ApMIRALTY—DAMAGE BY FIXE TO CARGO—'‘BY REASON OF FIRE’’
~MurcHANT SHIPPING AOT, 1894 (567 & 58 Vicr. c. 60) s
502 (1)—WARRANTY OF SEAWORTHINESS,

The Digmond (1908) P, 282 was an action brought by the
plaintiffs against shipowners for breach of warranty of seaworth-
iness, Owing to the negligence of the erew in overkeating a
stove a fire broke out on board the defendant’s ship and the




