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iwith the vemeti owner to inspeet or learn of the v'esie1 'a eonditioii
or the eàu»exa of daniage. Ilc inuat either aeeept tile tijîix
offéred by the earrier or flot ahip thé- gooda.

[n England and Canada the general rule of ev'idcnee woilld
appear to W sirnilar, but wîth some înodiflentiotna."

Qery.-low far would a elause 1w uplheld. whielh stirulatedt
that the onus of proof would, in ail eae, lwe upan the îîlaintiT,
seekirîg al condenmnation against the shipow'ner, under a bill or
Iading~ woul such a elause 1w cofltrary ta puiblic poliey, OP'
flot?

i hia 4 e flot been able ta find any jurinlprudence to the' etVeet
that it waould ln- contrary to publie policy. buit, on the contrary,
1 fimd that tht' Freupli eourt.i whe'u they have' rî'lust'd to ex(ineî-
ate tht' mhip)owntr tinder a elau4e vontraeting ouit of his negli.

Wcniro andi thut of his qervêitt. have held that the elatife hait, nt
Iefat. the' i'tret (If wliiting tut' onusN of prooI on to the 4*1argi
owiner."

XI. PRIO~RIT OF LIPN.
There séins to lie only ane eaxe so far decided ini the Unite'd

States, iundir the Ilarter Aet, whcerein priority of lien, ai; l'-
4. tween the vemasel ownî'r and the' eargo ownî'r, lias ben eonsidervd.

It watt the-re held that the cargo owner had the prior lien, upon
the g"ound that the negligence of the officers of the veqsel von-
tributed to cause the )o&% and1 that bath they and the shipowner
were preveUetd, thereby, froru rer-avering %with or hefore the'

j . cargo owner.1" In Cther words, although the shipowner iiiight
not be responsible for the fault of the officcrël in the manage.

p ment o? the ship, %o as to make hini hiable for the loas of the
goahe, nevertheless, ivas responsible for the acta of bis ser-

vanta tuo the extent of giving to the cargo owner a prior lien uponi
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