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RECENT DECISION IN ADMIRALTY & INTERNATIONAL TRADE LAW
	Posted
	Issue
	Citation

	
	
	

	26/2/7
	Stevedore’s liability is not governed by US Cogsa in a carrier’s claim for indemnification, as distinguished from a cargo claim.
	American Roll - On v P&O Ports Baltimore (US Court of Appeal)
No 06-1058 ((4th Cir., February 26, 2007)

http://pacer.ca4.uscourts.gov/opinion.pdf/061058.P.pdf

	16/2/7
	ARBITRATION - Whether an exchange of emails is a written agreement to arbitrate
	APC Logistics Pty Ltd v CJ Nutracon Pty Ltd [2007] FCA 136
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/cases/cth/federal_ct/2007/136.html


	20/12/6
	ADMIRALTY AND MARITIME JURISDICTION – action in rem in Australia commenced by foreign party who had commenced London arbitration against Australian party – no statutory basis for commencing the in rem action – no election or waiver or abandonment of arbitration – nature of action in rem discussed  

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION – proceedings begun in this Court by Australian party – stay sought by foreign party under International Arbitration Act 1974 (Cth) – stay granted 


	Comandante Marine Corp v Pan Australia Shipping Pty Ltd [2006] FCAFC 192
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/cases/cth/FCAFC/2006/192.html

	17/11/6
	Losses arising from a 6 day detention of the ship Doric Pride as a High Interest Vessel for inspection under US security procedures whilst under a trip-time charter for a voyage from Gulf of Mexico to South Korea was to be borne by disponent owners and not charterers
	Hyundai Merchant Marine Co Ltd v Furness Withy (Australia) Pty [2006] 2 All ER 188


	12/10/06
	Maritime liens are ‘stricti juris’ and can not be extended by construction, analogy, or inference
	Bominflot, Inc v M/V Henrich S  (US Court of Appeal)

No. 05-2242 (4th Cir., October 4, 2006)
<http://pacer.ca4.uscourts.gov/opinion.pdf/052242.P.pdf> 



	27/6/6
	Surrogate arrest under s 19 of the Admiralty Act 1988 – the phrase “the owner” in s 19(b) does not include demise charterer.

Admiralty Act 1988 (Cth)  ss 3, 17, 18, 19 

International Convention Relating to the Arrest of Sea-Going Ships done at Brussels on 10 May 1952 
	Comandante Marine Corp v The Ship ‘Boomerang 1’ [2006] FCAFC 106
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/cases/cth/FCAFC/2006/106.html

	24/5/6
	BUNKERS ARREST - ADMIRALTY AND MARITIME – effect of seizure by the Australian Fisheries Management Authority (“AFMA”) of a boat pursuant to s 84(1)(ga) of the Fisheries Management Act 1991 (Cth) (“the FMA”) – automatic forfeiture pursuant to s 106A of the FMA of, amongst other things, a foreign boat used in an offence against s 100, s 100A, s 101 or s 101A of the FMA – whether it extends to bunker fuel on board a boat – whether forfeiture of a boat prevails over arrest of bunkers under the Admiralty Act 1988 – whether bunkers come within the meaning of ‘ship’ in s 17 of the Admiralty Act or are ‘other property’ – whether bunkers are susceptible to arrest under the Admiralty Act separately from the ship on which they are to be found.


	Scandinavian Bunkering AS v The Bunkers on Board The Ship FV “Taruman” [2006] FCAFC 75

http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/cases/cth/FCAFC/2006/75.html


