
PREFAfE rV

The following ]mfi,vn wen? in print hefon- Hir Siii,.ui.

Evans delivered IiIh judgement ii. lie enwe of the Kitn

and others (32 T. L. R. I(»), und In-fore the publication of

the Un!*ed .Stiites Note of Nov* nber '», IIU"), {].<- I'roda

niatioi.:* of AiigUHt 20, 1915, specifying varioun forms of

cotton to he treated as alwolute eontrahund, and of

OctolKT 14, iOlT), containing the revised lists of eontrahand
at present in force, and the Declaration of Ix)n< Ion Order in

Council, lOlrt, discontinuing the adoi)tion of Article 57
of the Declaration and providing that in lieu thereof

British prize courts shall ajiply the rules and principles

which they fornuriy olwcrved.

Reference should be made to th\ » m Council in

connexion with what is said on p. 1. . lO the adoption
of the Declaration of L.)ndon by Great Britain and her
Allies

; while the general statement on p. 6 that the
neutral or enemy character of a vessel is determined by
the flag she is entitled to fly now needs qualification. As
regards vessels sailing under the enemy Hag, the British
rule is that the flag is conclusive (the Vrow Elizabeth

(1803), n C. Rob. 4 ; I E. P. C. 409 ; the Industrie (I8r.4),

Spinks, 54
; 2 E. P. C. 297) ; but where a ship is flying

a neutral flag, it is permissible to go behind the flag and
inquire into the nationality of the owners (see Hoi.
N. P. L. ^ 51 ; anr lo dictutn of Dr. Lushington in the
Industrie, 2 E. P. C , p. 300).

A cursorj ref mice to the two Contraband Proclama-
tions mentioucd above will be found on p. 182 ; they

.
e also b( II included, with the earlier Proclamations,

in .'ppendix V.

The decision in the Kitn case, and the objections to
the British naval policy raised in the latest American
Note, should be referred to in connexion with the subject-
matter of Chapter XIV. The Kim case was concerned
with four neutral vessels which had been captured on


