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Abstract

Laytime is the obligation of the ship's charterer to carry out loading /
unloading operations within the stipulated time. Determining the exact point
when laytime commences is determined by various factors and is important
because exceeding laytime would result in the liability of charterer against
shipowner and many cases has been formed on this issue in the Common law
system. However, under Iranian law, the subject is not addressed and the lack
of rules, reveals the need to study the matter. The present article seeks to
extract the criteria of commencement of laytime by adopting an analytical and
interpretive method and examining the existing judicial case law and arbitral
awards under common law system, which is the main origin of shipping law
and to study the most important issues around each criterion. The findings of
the article, indicate that in general, under the common law legal system, three
cumilitive conditions exist, which lead to commencement of laytime when all
of the mentioned conditions are met. These three conditions are the presence
of the ship at the intended contractual destination, readiness of the ship, and
finally the issuance of Notice of Readiness (NOR).
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1. Charterparty.
2. Voyage Charterparty.
3. Laytime
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1. Notice Of Readiness (NOR).
2. Port.

3. Dock.

4. Berth.
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1. Davies v McVeagh (1879) 4 Ex.D. 265 at 268.
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3. North River Freighters Ltd V President of India (The “Radnor”) [1955] 2 Lloyd’s
Rep 73; [1955] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 668.

4. Tharsis Sulphur & Copper Mining Co Ltd v Morel Bros & Co [1891] 2 Q.B. 647
at 651.

5. Tapscott v Balfour (1872) L.R. 8 C.P. 46.
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1. Stag Line Ltd v Board of Trade [1950] 1 K.B. 536 at 538, Approved by Lord Oaksey
in the Court of Appeal [1950] 2. K.B. 194 at 195.

2. Cosmar Compania Naviera S.A. V. Total Transport Corporation (The "lsabelle™)
[1982] 2 Lloyd's Rep. 81.

3. Novologistics Sarl V Five Ocean Corp (The Merida) [2009] Ewhc 3046 (Comm);
[2010] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 274.

4. Freight Connect (S) Pte Ltd v Paragon Shipping PTE Ltd [2016] 1 Lloyd’s Rep.
184.
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1. Groves, Maclean & Co v Volkart Bros (1884) C. & E. 309; Government of Ceylon

V Société Franco-Tunisienne D’armement-Tunis (The Massalia) (No 2) [1962] 2 Q.B.

416.
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3. Armement Adolf Deppe v John Robinson & Co Ltd [1917] 2 K.B. 204; applied in
The Demosthenes VV (Gerani Compania Naviera SA v General Organization for
Supply Goods) (No.1) [1982] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 275.

4. London Arbitration 14/05 (2005) 669 LMLN 3; London Arbitration 4/93 (1993)
351 LMLN 3.
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1.[1972] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 384; [1973] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 247 (C.A.)

2. Cumilitively.

3. Noemijulia v. Minister of Food, (1949-50) 83 LI.L.Rep. 500; The Epaphus [1986]
2. Lloyd’s Rep. 387; [1987] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 215.

4. London Arbitration 19/05 (2005) 676 LMLN 3.

5. LMLN 337—3 October 1992.
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1. London Arbitration 7/88 (1988) 239 LMLN 4.
2. The Mexico 1 [1990] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 507.
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LMLN 445—23 November 1996; LMLN 332—25 July 1992.
4. Draft Or Draught.
5. Draft Survey.



(V1) Bl | ¥9 o)l | Vo | oo s G5 gl ks aslilad | AA

ol Bl s 8 e 31 (015 xS s 8 0 J S (b 5 T O35e5 JE L 4 L
b Lo e Slhes aSST Codns ool oy b6 g 93 31 e atS” SobT L ol
Sledie 0T ol b diadls 5 0k @\&coj\;,twjlﬁug}gj@z{
£S5l i Cob ol 1 el S adis 5 6,85k e Oleje SLET 10 csl,
Jo o e St b i8S ogel Je) b piS S s S Sl ol £33
(33 8 o oslial 255 055 5 Jales L Bilg 5 OT 0 5 sl 45 5,1 (Slasle
‘)“545[_)\.4)'?.&6215@;55)3.3}&6;)\{0-\'):&\5@‘)\}5@\6)l?5‘om
ki Calsay (ml oy ST OT 53 a5 1 355 sla, bl e (bl o 5,800 1,
A{L;.&fjlcij\&36j_f)hgtééSé)yﬁ.::;o;quﬁf)l“sLééU.\iw@
sl s 5355 o Jlgis 288 SaleT 3l ol e 5d 3ls Lolams| Joles Lo Eoy
Sg)yjﬁt&uﬂMJDY.QQ;Q‘JW&‘JJ%Q&;&L&@&UQF
chlely 225 0jl5 JEST 4 pll jlis,ge o5l 228 Sl (sl Lois g
r..iuiii.laj.,\a-)bual.‘,.:.w&;)\}aMl)fc(t;}jnoxﬁﬁjbr.»;@)\{ngﬂszgw
o sls g oddesls 15 0T (oS js 258 Ojly Lis g (i8S Co b S
éﬂ&)}ﬂ&sdbwww\)ijjy)ldbcwdw)jr&b#%dﬁ
38 55 s ge 23S SolT Blod ol 3l 55 5

S S gam Sslel Y-Y
Mbwjéj;)bSJLATjaJ}JJf-ﬂLL«.AJL:'Z:-‘)JJJa,.AJA)‘JiL‘Si&fhslf)ﬂam
DR e b 5 Dl e 5 ol Cale s sbmen 5 3lal 5§ e 48 a I ol al
ﬁéﬁuvc@}d)bﬁu@rl&;cw‘w)wb\cjj\}afs‘)bJ}.&LSALQOT

1. Ballasting.

2. Weir v Union SS Co Ltd [1900] A.C. 525 at 532-533.

3. Vaughan V Campbell Heatley & Co (1885) 2 T.L.R. 33; London Arbitration 1/91
(1991) 299 LMLN 1.

4. Japy Fréeres & Co V RWJ Sutherland & Co (1921) 26 Com. Cas. 227.

5. One Hundred Tons of Cement.

6. Free Pratique (FP).

7. Free From Sanction Restrictions (FFSR).
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1. Official Log Book.

2. Certificate Of Registry.

3. The Permeke, LMLN 416, 14 October 1995.

4. Tanker Vessel Examination Certificate.

5. London Arbitration 19/07 (2007) 723 LMLN 2; Gill & Duffus SA V Rionda Futures
Ltd [1994] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 67, Clarke J; London Arbitration 4/05 (2005) 659 LMLN
3.

6. London Arbitration 15/01 (2001) 566 LMLN 3; London Arbitration 7/02 (2002)
587 LMLN 4.

7. International Maritime Dictionary, Edited By De Kerchove, 2nd Edn (1961).

8. The Shackleford (Surrey Shipping Co Ltd VV Compagnie Continentale (France) SA)
[1978] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 154.
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1. Logs & Timber Products (Singapore) Pty Ltd V Keeley Granite (Pty) Ltd (The
Freijo) [1978] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 1 At 3.

2. London Arbitration 11/00 (2000) 545 LMLN 3; London Arbitration 1/00 (2000)
538 LMLN 1; London Arbitration 9/98 (1998) 488 LMLN 1(2); London Arbitration
19/04 (2004) 648 LMLN 1(2).

3. Odfjell Seachem A/S v Continentale des Petroles et d’Investissements [2004]
EWHC 2929 (Comm); [2005] 1 All E.R. (Comm) 421; [2005] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 275.
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Shorter Oxford English Dictionary, 3rd Edn (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1944
Revised 1956)
5. White V Winchester SS Co (1886) 23 Sc.L.R. 342.
6. The Austin Friars (1894) 10 T.L.R. 633.
7. International Ship and Port Facility Security (ISPS) Code.
8. Safety Of Life at Sea (SOLAS) Convention.
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1. Ship Security Plan (SSP).

2. Ship Security Officer (SSO).

3. International Ship Security Certificate (ISSC).

4. Declaration Of Security (DOS).

5. The Doric Pride [2006] EWCA Civ 599; [2006] 2 Lloyd’s Rep.175.

6. Carver, Thomas & Colinvaux, Raoul, Carvers’s Carriage by Sea (13th Edn.), Sweet
& Maxwell, 1995, P. 1315.

7. Charterparty Laytime Definitions 1980.

8. Vyse V Wakefield (1840) 6 M. & W. 442 At 452; Makin V Watkinson (1870) L.R.
6. Ex. 25.
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1. Baughen, Simon, Summerskill on Laytime (6th Edn.), Sweet & Maxwell Ltd, 2021,
P. 137.

2. Zim Israel Navigation Company Ltd V Tradax Export S.A. (The “Timna”) [1970]
2 Lloyd’s Rep 409 at 411.

3. London Arbitration 15/01 (2001) 566 LMLN 3.

4. The Port Russel [2013] EWHC 490 (Comm); Lloyd’s Law Reports, [2013] 2
Lloyd’s Rep. 57. Trafigura Beheer BV v Ravennavi Spa.

5. London Arbitration 15/80 (1980) 15 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter (LMLN)
3(2).
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London Arbitration 13/02 (2002) 594 LMLN 1(2); London Arbitration 12/01 (2001)
562 LMLN 3; London Arbitration 8/81 (1981) 44 LMLN 2(2).

2. London Arbitration 8/08 (2008) 748 LMLN 2(2); London Arbitration 9/96 (1996)
434 LMLN 3; London Arbitration 31/92 (1992) 338 Lloyd’s Maritime Law
Newsletter (LMLN) 4.

3. Government of Ceylon V Société Franco-Tunisienne D’armement-Tunis (The
Massalia) (No 2) [1962] 2 Q.B. 416.

4 Inchohate.

3 s any pt0OT 51 5L 515 sles L;:LJ deMbhie dibee (ws >l tdasee dw ¢ oLbLL O

D08 o (VAY) OF o 5Less (FA 693 ¢ oo gt (i Oilefllo i L5 & 9,



(V1) Bkl | ¥4 oylad [ Vo Il | po s G5l iyl ools aclibad | A€

ol y3lo Ladl &) gots &S (51 S LT Aadlel &S Lis g odidie ol o 1 il Ol pikin
Gl Lol g g0 Bl g gy 3l ey 1 3,15 (5 d;@a) Col JbL cdsly
sk el b b a5 5ol i

oy 53 Gl o8l 1 (Bl Gl plss e IS
o o sls IVl by 1y 258 SsbeT dadhel 03 4 s bl o ") S S
(53 8 10 S o Jos oylol Sl 3 elul e 258 s &S5 szl el pl
iE al g ST JolS” glaedlel dsos 51 oy B0 i 5 (6,850 Slos Ol jonte
OB oy g 3 st Bl 0k Ad 313,40 3 53 ol oy (6l i O Sl S
(il odys 8 Games 3l 5 by b 4dS a8 ol s,ls aib s 288 sl b o b b s
dp Some (il ok 3l 0T 51 iy 4 oadl Lol 65 2 503 8 3l | 4l
13 8 35 03lizals s go alie 35150 53 iy dons o8 515 IV atzul ¢ OT 317l O
Lz 3y pl 3 o L;LAJL‘.AC)«L;:&A»)F«Q}M@T» ok, oS

S5S b S48 Cl pl 05 sl | ol SKas & dl po ol 43 aST e
5 U581, 0T ( 2tS ST idlel 05 sl @xfT,‘..mﬁ,p OLT sl b
Aol w258 SbT adlel ety obs by 5 5 b i il S
ST &Sl guks 1 oy 7 035 2 e T, 58 0y 5> e ) B2
iy lad Lol ey o eSS L5ty 01,5187 el s 4 o pasms &5 (287
s e Ol e ST Te 1, 0T 565, g 1 aedle! T3 S5S e
:}5-L;.,\:gd;l.»‘.,\é\Ls;i’.f&ba453}.3a.\..i:d‘)!.\:.w\&:;g-ujbtgi)):.sﬁuﬂdib
S sphe ol b i 53 W o3l plonil s sdilas S8 4 SSIL
2915 T 5 ados o sls il 03 g pime el sz sl Py 23S (ST dudle!

1. Christensen v Hindustan Steel Ltd [1971] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 395.

2. The Mexico 1 [1990] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 507.

3. The Mexico 1 [1988] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 149 at 154 col 1.

4. T.A Shipping Ltd V Comet Shipping Ltd (The “Agamemnon”) [1998] 1 Lloyds
Rep 675.

5. Glencore Grain Ltd V Flacker Shipping Ltd (The “Happy Day”) [2001] 1 Lloyd’s
Rep 754; [2002] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 487.

6. The Shackleford (Surrey Shipping Co Ltd v Compagnie Continentale (France) SA)
[1978] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 154 at 159-160.



90 [ dyslr (BT 5 oyl pkde [ i) (2587 85 5 6,85 s Blojonta 31T by

EW.J{J}?)JLJL;e.guwcLgi‘))dyxm‘}:}\((g;;&)ji))o.«U)J.;)J.J;Aﬁ;UE.:D\)
o 5y See S poay ol (S s sl 3 Ly 258 o b S8
s 8 Js Ll 5 o pdthe Sy s Hako b s ki 5 6L ST Ll Jles!

s A
3 S a5 6,85k Sl Olesds ol S Ol (38 4T @ g
Ggy sl e bl el (255 ol 5 STl Ole O Sy 3,050 0p Sl
ho &y s 5 6,85k s Ol e ST (il ok jshie ldd ag) 53 S b
&ﬂ“)v\}{})}ﬂwg#b)yMJQ&SJ}&.M‘OJ)}}Oﬁw‘Lf:
a8 ST dudel o olg 5 288 B 5 S5 (SabT ol o€ 5l L
5 65Ok Slame Ol ds ST g by aw a5y dins o [ 15 G b2
OT SU 5 0l Cadl 5l e &K a0l O adin & Cwl (555,00 albs
L;:\JJ\JEuplﬁ-Jaj.iaﬁ-jrv\.c\i:g;&lw.&sdmxb&}jboyﬁbw
a3 o ek |y 0dsaniS Al jo dw 5y Jool Lol 03 dal g ST glols b b dlal 5
3 oS (ol 035 DL 0l gon s 5 6,8k Slme Olesota ST by a5
2 egalazs DU (b odaT 5 st Sl ek LBl & 5 03 by (oale Sols )55
4 ST ol oy 8 sl e G bl slaslae b s it a2y
s arie 95 oladl g b cdlle oo Sl aans &S 2l 68 O g0 53 (6318 i s i
2 bss,E s 28 Sl lis js 228 abs dgw S oluTil ol opl o
Sy Ly e a5 6,85k Slhes 53 Caliies ol go 84S s 285 5 8
a5l 0SS soled g 6313013 by b g) e SlCal I 5 5 (ke Coanl
c?f%.cﬁj‘ﬁtﬁé‘w&b&bdﬁ%c‘fﬁ3w‘5~\5“>">x@—éﬁa‘

sl

1. Ocean Pride Maritime Ltd Partnership v Qingdao Ocean Shipping Co [2007]
EWHC 2796 (Comm); [2008] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 511.

2. Emeraldian Ltd Partnership v Wellmix Shipping Ltd, Guangzhou Iron & Steel Corp
Ltd [2010] EWHC 1411 (Comm); [2010] 1 C.L.C. 993; The Helle Skou [1976] 2
Lloyd’s Rep. 205 (Sofial SA v Ove Skou Rederi A/S) at 214.



(V1) Bkl | ¥9 o)l [ Vo Jlo| po s G5 i gl ols aslilad | 45

L b adssd 5 6,8k e Ol ode o guast 53 33,13 b,k 5,158 ST s
Cod e dond 5 e Sl e 2153155 s o158 228 SUle 5 S e T
3,85 )13 23S llis fie o 53 (2584 elsle iy opl b Llecils 5
P s 4 st 53 (S WS e D Al B el 288 S
313513 55 (23S dedia p g ok b (S ime S onls 4 sl ‘cM\mT/,;ﬁ‘\:M
33 3 g0 o8 s O immen il dal (S (o8 g/l yu) ol
Ll ai 1y SobT el s ¢ SIG OT Sl 5 288 (S abT U5 o xS
Sl o romen 5 ) iS5 (3l 8 cab g o Mol a0 gl 55T 4 e b
o e 487 5 Juls 7 8L 33 s (S5LT oy gl il (2287 e 57 IS
sl 288 S stge 5 S 25 5 o ol IS s
9o OT si 5 (So55 (ST 5 odd painin dade )3 S ) gl I g
b ikl 455 8 o s Slows Sloje ST G e 2287 (SaleT dsdle!
ol bh Cole 4 oo b Ole Kol Se S ol 05 SO 6 S
3o 3 ey a5 (6, Slme Olse ST 1 fol cams 3 33 8 st
Lol 358 bt b dul oo b 21315 53 &5 Ghpe 53 Ll e adled
P pde Jsine g 3 65 Kol S il e b 55 55 a8l SLT
335 psloolztl b 5 adl 228 SobT Ladlel 47 5y 50 53 LS oBlel 1) 555
aw\gﬁé,;\w.\ip&f&u@ﬁ.@\@wtoMQTé\ﬁuw
B laes Olej 5T 25D st Ladhel Gl 548 salo |y (b adlel 0 50

ORCID
Ali Moghaddam

Abrishami
Mazyar Aghasi Javid http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8604-9846

http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3876-3882



http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3876-3882
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8604-9846
http://orcid.org/0000-003-3876-3882
http://orcid.org/0000-002-8604-9846

W[ drslr (BT 5 cads ol pkda [ i) (2387 85 5 5,85 s Blojonta 3T by

@l:,o
b (Al
i iS Mame Blosk & jlust 5 Gl ges) adins 5 6,8 5L 53 b & jlast 5 gms ¢ L)

(YFVYY) (¥ 9 YY o kel Vo s cuj}é Sliim alzes

S5z syain s 5 YT b Jais fom Gpim mole b Gaim c$3)b ol 5
¥RV (s ply sl 1006 ¥ ol

0T 3 56 515503 gsles 5 (S obT Ledbhi sibas ci lis tasmadan ¢ o LbLL
(VYY) OF o 5leds OFA 095 ¢ oo st (G pim Olaflls e L2345y 9 by 2S5 cw )

010\ Pl b e e 5 (S Sl s e 5 L0 5 Jan S5 IS
OYAY O 51 okl (65 pgpor 5 2iS” oLzl

S Ll 01 O Dl Glaay ole (s JE s o Gpd oD o5 el £
OVVY ) oDl (65 sar

Sostor §1S DS ezl S o 5 SIS e (gt
OFEY Ol 1 ookl

m'\g” (@

Arbabi, Masoud, (Demurrage and Detention), Legal Reseraches, Vol, 7, No.
23 and 24, (1998) [In Persian].

Aspragkathou, Despiona, (The Asbatankvoy Charterparty Clauses for the
Commencement of Laytime - Interpretation under English and American
Law), Journal of Maritime Law and Commerce, vol. 40, no. 1, (2009).

Aspragkathou, Despoina, (Review of the Gencon Charter Clauses for the
Commmencement of Laytime: Analysis of the Time Lost in Waiting for a
Berth to Count as Laytime or Time on Demurage Clause), Journal of
Maritime Law and Commerce, vol. 38, no. 4, (2007).

Baughen, Simon, Summerskill on Laytime (6th edn.), Sweet & Maxwell, 2021.

Carver, Thomas & Colinvaux, Raoul, Carvers’s Carriage by Sea (13th edn.),
Sweet & Maxwell, 1995.

Collins, Nick, The Essential Guide to Chartering, (A. Tabesh Trans.) (1st
edn.), IRISL, 2008 [In Persian].

Davies, Donald, Commencement of Laytime (4th edn.) Informa Law
Routledge, 2006.



(V1) Bl | ¥9 o)l | Vo | oo g G5 gl ke aslilad | 4A

Foxton, David et al., Scrutton on Charterparties and Bills of Lading, (19th
edn.), Sweet & Maxwell, 1984.

Girvin, Stephen, Carriage of Goods by Sea (2nd edn.) Oxford, 2011.

Grime, Robert, Shipping Law, (A. Ramezani Trans.) (1st edn.), IRISL, 1991
[In Persian].

Hill, Christopher, Maritime Law (6th edn.), Informa Law from Routledge,
2003.

Ivamy, Hardy, Casebook on Shipping law, (M. Poornori Trans.) (3rd edn.)
Payam-e- Edalat, 2018, [In Persian].

Mashhadchi, Majid, Shipping and Maritime law (1st edn) IRISL, 1984 [In
Persian].

Schofield, John, Laytime and Demurrage (7th edn.), Routledge, 2016.

Tabatabayi, Seyyed Mohammad, Maddahi Nasab, Mostafa, (Notice of
Readiness and Demurrage Claims Derived from it: Examination of
Doctrine and Case Law), Private Law Research, Vol. 48, No. 3 (2011) [In
Persian].

Tiberg, Hugo, (Arrived Ship and Demurrage: An English and a Swedish
Approach), Scandinavian Studies in Law, 20, (1976).

Tiberg, Hugo, The Law of Demurrage (3rd edn.) Stevens&Sons, 1979.

Trappe, Johanes, (Laytime problems and comparison of law), Lloyd’s
Maritime and Commercial Law Quarterly, (1986).

o5 (2

Anders Utkilens Rederi A/S V. Compagnie Tunisienne De Navigation of
Tunis (The "Golfstraum™) [1976] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 97.

Armement Adolf Deppe V John Robinson & Co Ltd [1917] 2 K.B. 204.

Brown V. Johnson, (1842) 10 M. & W. 331.

Christensen V Hindustan Steel Ltd [1971] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 395.

Compania De Naviera Nedelka S.A. V Tradax International S.A. (The “Tres
Flores”) [1972] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 384; [1973] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 247.

Cosmar Compania Naviera S.A. V. Total Transport Corporation (The
"lsabelle™) [1982] 2 Lloyd's Rep. 81 Queen's Bench Division (Commercial
Court).

Mosvolds Rederi A/S V. Food Corporation of India (The "Damodar General
T. J. Park™ And "King Theras") [1986] 2 Lloyd's Rep. 68. Queen's Bench
Division (Commercial Court).

Davies V Mcveagh (1879) 4 Ex.D. 265.

E.L. Oldendorff & Co. G.M.B.H V Tradax Export S.A. (The “Johanna
Oldendorff”) [1971] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 96; [1972] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 292; [1973]
2 Lloyd’s Rep 285.

Emeraldian Ltd Partnership V Wellmix Shipping Ltd, Guangzhou Iron &
Steel Corp Ltd [2010] Ewhc 1411 (Comm); [2010] 1 C.L.C. 993.



89 [y slr (BT 5 cads ol ptde [ i) (2387 AR5 5 6,85 s Blojonta ST by

Eurico S.P.A. V. Philipp Brothers (The Epaphus) [1986] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 387;
[1987] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 215.

Federal Commerce And Navigation Co Ltd V Tradax Export S.A. (The
“Maratha Envoy”) [1975] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 223; [1977] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 217;
[1977] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 301.

Freight Connect (S) Pte Ltd V Paragon Shipping Pte Ltd [2016] 1 Lloyd’s
Rep. 184.

Gill & Duffus SA V Rionda Futures Ltd [1994] 2 Lloyd’s Rep. 67.

Glencore Grain Ltd V Flacker Shipping Ltd (The “Happy Day”) [2001] 1
Lloyd’s Rep 754; [2002] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 487.

Government of Ceylon V Société Franco-Tunisienne D’armement-Tunis (The
Massalia) (No 2) [1962] 2 Q.B. 416.

Groves, Maclean & Co V Volkart Bros (1884) C. & E. 309.

Kell V Anderson (1842) 10 M. & W. 498.

Leonis Steamship Company Limited V Joseph Rank Limited No. (1) 96 Ltr
458; [1907] 1 Kb 344; [1908] 1 Kb 499.

Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter (LMLN) 332—25 July 1992.

Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter (LMLN) 337—3 October 1992.

Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter (LMLN) 409 8 July 1995.

Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter (LMLN) 445—23 November 1996.

Logs & Timber Products (Singapore) Pte. Ltd. V. Keeley Granite (Pty) Ltd.
(The "Freijo™) [1978] 2 Lloyd's Rep. 1 Court of Appeal.

London Arbitration 1/00 (2000) 538 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 1.

London Arbitration 11/00 (2000) 545 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3.

London Arbitration 12/01 (2001) 562 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3.

London Arbitration 12/98 — Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter (LMLN) 488,
21 July 1998.

London Arbitration 13/02 (2002) 594 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 1(2).

London Arbitration 14/05 (2005) 669 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3.

London Arbitration 15/01 (2001) 566 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3.

London Arbitration 15/80 (1980) 15 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3(2).

London Arbitration 19/04 (2004) 648 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 1(2).

London Arbitration 19/05 (2005) 676 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3



(VE0 ) Ol | ¥4 o)l | Ve | o a5 G b ipgn cals aslilad | Ve

London Arbitration 19/07 (2007) 723 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter

(LMLN) 2.

London Arbitration 31/92 (1992) 338 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 4.

London Arbitration 4/05 — Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter (LMLN) 659,
23 February 2005.

London Arbitration 4/93 (1993) 351 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3.

London Arbitration 7/02 (2002) 587 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 4.

London Arbitration 7/88 (1988) 239 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 4.

London Arbitration 8/08 (2008) 748 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 2(2).

London Arbitration 8/81 (1981) 44 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 2(2).

London Arbitration 9/96 (1996) 434 Lloyd’s Maritime Law Newsletter
(LMLN) 3.

Makin V Watkinson (1870) L.R. 6 Ex. 25.

Nelson V Dahl (1879) 12 Ch.D. 568.

Noemijulia V. Minister of Food, (1949-50) 83 LI.L.Rep. 500.

North River Freighters Ltd V President of India (The “Radnor”) [1955] 2
Lloyd’s Rep 73; [1955] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 668.

Novologistics Sarl V Five Ocean Corp (The Merida) [2009] Ewhc 3046
(Comm); [2010] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 274.

Ocean Pride Maritime Ltd Partnership v Qingdao Ocean Shipping Co [2007]
EWHC 2796 (Comm); [2008] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 511.

Odfjell Seachem A/S V Continentale Des Petroles ET D’investissements
[2004] Ewhc 2929 (Comm); [2005] 1 All E.R.

Ransgrain Shipping B.V. Global Transporte Oceanico S.A. (The “Mexico 1)
[1990] 1 Lloyd's Rep. 507 Court Of Appeal.

Sofial Sa V Ove Skou Rederi A/S (The Helle Skou) [1976] 2 Lloyd’s Rep.
205.

Stag Line Ltd V Board Of Trade [1950] 1 K.B. 536, Approved By Lord
Oaksey In The Court Of Appeal [1950] 2.

Surrey Shipping Co. Ltd V Compagnie Continentale (France) S.A. (The
“Shackleford”) [1978] 1 Lloyd’s Rep 191; [1978] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 154.

Tapscott V Balfour (1872) L.R. 8 C.P. 46.

Tharsis Sulphur & Copper Mining Co Ltd V Morel Bros & Co [1891] 2 Q.B.
647.

The Anco Elias Arbitration, 1977.

The Arundel Castle [2017] Ewhc 116 (Comm); [2017] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 370.



\'\lu\{j\zw@'\-)g@ﬁ\r-\iﬁ |)\w:§i;;ﬁjsﬁf)b)wuu,u.u)uTb,ﬂ

The Austin Friars (1894) 10 T.L.R. 633.

The Demosthenes V (Gerani Compania Naviera SA V General Organization
for Supply Goods) (No.1) [1982] 1 Lloyd’s Rep. 275.

The Doric Pride [2006] Ewca Civ 599; [2006] 2 Lloyd’s Rep.175.

The Gundulic Arbitration, 1980.

The Polyfreedom New York Arbitration, 1974.

The Port Russel [2013] Ewhe 490 (Comm); Lloyd’s Law Reports, [2013] 2
Lloyd’s Rep. 57. Trafigura Beheer Bv V Ravennavi Spa.

The Torm Estrid Arbitration, 1978.

Vaughan V Campbell Heatley & Co (1885) 2 T.L.R. 33.

Vyse V Wakefield (1840) 6 M. & W. 442,

Weir V Union Ss Co Ltd [1900] A.C. 525.

White V Winchester Ss Co (1886) 23 Sc.L.R. 342.

Zim lsrael Navigation Company Ltd V Tradax Export S.A. (The “Timna”)
[1970] 2 Lloyd’s Rep 409.

5 65 5L Sl Ol sde ST by 5 . (VF+ 1) L5k 4 sl BT 5 o oot il pkie 140 o9 4 Sl

dOi: N AV-WF (M (gt e mg s NS 3 gosls 5 ol wsy b  aiST Ay
10.22054/JPLR.2022.67763.2670

Private Law Research is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License.



