
had Court: the shipowners c timed te be paid onit of the proceeds
hurch freight and damages for letention, or demxurrage for detention of
naïve the vessel, Lord Sterndt.le, P.P.D., held that they were entitled
to be to freight, but h8 disallrwecl the dlaim for damages or demurrage.
tic»i

gave P3RnZi, COURT'-CAPTRE IN NEWMRL WATER-THREE MILE
.onal LIMIT-MI3TAxE op CAPToffl-DAMAGEs A.ND COSTiS.
ntire The DÜ8sseldorI (1919) P. 245. The vessel in question in t1iis

ed case was a German vessel which had been seized white within the
Of territorial iimits of a neutral country, owing to & mistake of the

officer who effected the capture as to the location of the three mile
limit. On an application to condemu the ve8sel and cargo as prize,

lED Lord Steradale, P.P.D., ordered the vessel and cargo to be released;
UR but as the officer of the King's vessel had mcrely misca1cufiýted the

distance and had no intention~ of violating neutral waters he
a refused to award the clainiants cither damages or coçstý;

Id PRizE COUiRT -DOCTRINE OF INFECTION---CONTRABAN X ) AND INNO-
erle CENT CARGO- SHIPPED ON SAlLE VESSEL-PASsING 0F P1XOPERTY
IBO --NEUTRÂL 3HIPPERS, ANDI CONSIGNEES.
lie The Parana (1919) P. 249. On the vessel in question in this 5
or case a neutral shipper had shipped contraband goods and also
mn "innocent" goods which hie liad contracted to seli to a nieutral
d consîgnee. The question to be decided was whether the innocent
d goods were liable to condenination, which depexided on whether

1, they were the property of the shippers; this question Lord Stemi-
7, date, P.P.D., held must be determined according to prize law and

according to that law he found that the "ininocent" goods stili
e remnained the property of the shipper notwithstanding that under

municipal law the properlty had passed to the consignees upon the
date of the seizure. The whole cargo was therefore condemned.

y
t PRIZE COURT--SEIZtTRE OF BONDS ETC., FROM LE'TER MAX--

e GoODS OF ENEMY ORIGIN--SALE, BY ENEMY TO NETJTRAL-
RE-SBALE B'Y NEUTEAL TO NEUjTRAL--CONTINUOUS VOYAGE.

2'he Noo'rdam (1919) P. 255. Two or three points of interest
are decided ini this case. First, that goods bon4 fide bought fromn
their Gerwan owvners by a xieutral and delivered in the nieutral's
country and from there re&ro1d to a neutral in another country are
not hiable to seizure as prize, and the doctrine of cor tinuous voyage
does net apply in such a case. Secondly, that whero securities for
money belonging to an enelny are transmitted by letttr mail, mutch
securities are flot exempt from capture under the Hague Conven- '

wv


