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[DEMETRIADES. J.]

SCHEEPSWERF BODEWES-GRUNO.

Plamntiffs.
And
THE SHIP «ALGAZERA», NOW LYING
AT THE PORT OF LIMASSOL.
Defendants.

{Admiralty Achon No. 271/79).

Admlr.;dty — Practice — Action in rem — Right of any person nterested in the
property affected by the proceedings to enter appearance ~ Rule 35 of the
Cyprus Admiralty Junsdiction Order, 1893 - Ord. 12, r. 24 of the old English
Rules not apphcable in Cyprus — Ord 75. r 17 of RS5.C (introduced in
England in 1962) not apphcable in Cyprus,

Sale of goods ~ Property in the goods — Passes upon delivery to the buyer, unless
a contrary intention appears — Contract for the construction and sale of ship
— «Builders certificates 1ssued, but condition that buyers wall not acquire the
property in the ship unti! full payment of the pnce — As balance of pnice was
not pavd the buyers or esther of them were not entitled to transfer ounership in
the shup

Mr. Abuzeid (D.W.4} and a certain Mr. Al-Sahy made an agrement mn
writing with the plaintiffs, whereby the lafter undertook to build for them a ship

in accordance with the terms and specifications desenbed therein at the
agreed price of 3,700,008 Dfls

After the stup was constructed and tested to the satisfaction of the
purchasers, the latter, who wanted to register her in their joint names in Abu-
Dhabi in the Umited Arab Emirates, asked the plaintfis to provide them with
the «Builders Certificates. The plaintiffs acceded to the request after the
purchasers signed a document {Exhibit 4) to the effect that the ship will not
become their property until full payment of the contract price including
eventual extra prices. Eventually, Mr. A)-Sahy signed and delivered to the
plaintiffs two cheques for the total balance due at that time, namely Dfls
650,000 These cheques were never honoured.
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As a result the ptainnfis filed the present actron agamst the ship The wnt ot
sumimons is addressed to the sard Al Sahy and Abuzeid the owners of the ship
ALGAZERA and all others interested in the said ship

[n gneng evidence Mr Abuzeid alleged that the balance of the contract
prnce was a debt owed personally by Mr Al-Sahy In shon the case of the
persons who defended the action was that Mr Abuzeid bought the shares
owned by his partner in the ship and that he transferred ownership of her to
Cense Mantime Company S A (hereinafter referred to as Cense} a company
reqgistered in Panama under the name of «SHERRY JOY»

it should be noted that the lawyers who defended the action appeared on
behalf of Cense and that by reason of such fact counsel for the plainufis
subrmtted that the action 1s undefended because under Ord 75 r 17 of the
Rules of the Supreme Count of England their appearance 1n order to be a
good one had to comply with and follow the requirement of the rule

Held {1} Rule 35 of the Cyprus Admuralty Junsdiction Order 1893 1svery
clear in that it gives the night to e\ ery person mterested i the proceedings to
enter an appearance without any formahty or prior leave of the Court It
follows that the provisions of Ord 12 ¢ 24 of the old English Rules ar not
apphcable in Cyprus Furthermore inany event the provisionsof Ord 75 1
17 are also notapplicable n Cuprus as they were ntroduced in England after
1960

It foltows that «Censwes were atitled (o appear and deferd the action as
persons ntterested i the res ks howen er a different matter whether they
have proved their interest m the ship and/or ownership of the ship

{2} In the hght of the ewndence adduced the Court made the following
lindings namely that the defendant ship was registered in Abu Dhabe wn the
jomt names of Mr Abuzeid and Mr Al Sahy that the ship transferred by Mr

Abuzed to Cense was not the ship built by the plainuffs that the <hip
built by the plamtiffs was never registered in Panama and that the allegahon-
relating to the sale of the share of Mr Al-Sahy to Mr Abuzerd should be
rejected

{3) From the authonties on the subject of the transfer of the propertv of
goods from the seller, manufacturer etc to the buyer 1t appears that the mere
handing of the goods by the seller to the buyer passes the propern,
immediately unless a different intenton appears from the terms of the
contract of sale In this case there was such different intention (See Exhint 4)
It follows that the buyers, namely Mr Abuzeid and Mr Al Sahy or either of
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them could not unti full payment of what they owed to the plaintfis, part with
the ownership of the ship wathout the consent of the plaintifs

(51 In the light of the abave judgment will be entered for the plamnuffs

Judgment as per claim
with costs 5

Cases referred to

Asimenos v Paraskeva[1982)1 CL R 145,

Pitnia Shipping Enterpnses Inc v Georghiou[1982] 1 CLL R 358

Admiralty action

Admiralty action for the equivalent in Cyprus Pounds of the sum 10
of 650,000.- Dutch Guilders (Dfls) balance of the agreed pnce {or
the construction of the defendant ship “Algazera”

L. Papaphilipou. for the plaintiffs
E. Montanios with D. HadjiChambus for the defendants.

Cur adv. wult 15

DEMETRIADES J. read the following judgment. This 1s an action by
which the plaintiffs, a Dutch ship-building company, claim the
equivalent in Cyprus Pounds of the sum of 650,000.- Dutch
Guilders (Dfls) balance of the agreed price for the construction of
the defendant ship. 20

The wnt of summons was issued against the defendant ship and
is addressed to ‘‘Abdul-Hamid Mirza Al-Sahy of Abu-Dhabi and
Suheil Hanna Masud Abuzeid of Esher Surrey, Great Britain, the
ouwners of the ship ‘ALGAZERA’, and all other interested in the
said ship.” 25
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The undisputed facts of the case, as presented to the Court, are
in brief the following Onthe 3rdJuly 1978 Mr Abuzeid, Defence
Witness No 4 (R W 4) and a certain Mr Al Sahy who 1s not a
witness m these proceedings entered into a written agreement
with the ptaintiffs {which was produced and 1s exhibit No 3 before
me} by which the latter undertook to build for them a ship in
accordance with specifications and terms descnbed therein The
pnce agreed for the construction of the vessel was 3,700,000 -
Dfls When this contract was signed the ship was already under
construction as Mr Abuzeid had earlier entered into an agreement
with the plamntiffs for her construction and had then paid, on
account of her pnice, the sum of Dfls 1 200 000 - made out of
funds partly available personaily by him and partly from a loan
made to him by Mr Bodewes the Managing Director of the
plamntiffs He 1s witness No 3 for them

A photocopy of the agreement exhibit No 3 was produced and
1s attached to this judgment as Appendix A’

It 1s an undisputed fact that on the day exhibit No 3 was signed
by the parties, Mr Al-Sahy paid to the plantffs the sum of Dfls
800 000 towarde the nnce nf the shin and that on a later day he
made a further payment of Dfls 800,000 It 1s, also, an
undisputed fact that after the ship was constructed she was tested
and the purchasers were fully satisfied with her performance As
they intended to have her reqistered in their joint names in Abu-
Dhabi-in the United Arab_Emurates, they asked the plaintffs to
provide them with the “Buillders Certificate” The plantffs
acceded to their request after the purchasers signed exhibit No 4,
which reads -

«Herewith we 1 Abdul Hamid 2 Saheil Abuzeid
declare that the received builders certificate gives no nghts for
the ownership of the mentioned smp This ship wall only be
the property of the above mentioned owners after they have
pad the full contract pnce of the ship inclusive eventual extra
pnces »

As Mr Abuzeid told me, this docurnent was taken by tum to Mr
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Al-Sahy for signature and that after it was signed by him and Mr.
Al-Sahy, he handed it to Mr. Bodewes who then handed to him
the “"Builders Certificate™

[tis not in dispute that a balance of the contract price is still due
and payable and that after a visit of Mr. Bodewes to Abu-Dhabi Mr.
Al-Sahy paid to him the sum of Dfls. 400.000.- and that he further
signed for the balance then due and amounting to Dfls. 650,000 -
two cheques, the first payable on the 7th July and the second on
the 7th August, 1979. It is. also. an undisputed fact that these
cheques were never honoured.

Mr. Al-Sahy was not called to give evidence as to why his two
cheques were not honoured. Mr. Abuzeid, who gave evidence on
behalf of the alleged present owners of the ship, said that the
payment of the balance of the contract price was a debt exclusively
and solely owed by Mr., Al-Sahy to the plaintiffs and that he was in
no way responsible for its payment.

Very briefly the case for the persons defending this action is that
Mr. Abuzeid bought the shares owned by his partner in the ship
and that he transferred ownership of her to Cerise Maritime
Company S.A., a company registered in Panama (hereinafter
referred to as "Cerise”’) under the name of “SHERRY JOY”".

Before ! proceed to deal with the evidence adduced and the
issues that call for decision, [ feel that | should answer the
submission made by the plaintiffs that this action is undefended as
it was filed against the ship, a certain Mr. Abuzeid and Mr. Al-Sahy
and any person interested in her and that the lawyers who
defended the action appeared on behalf of a company named
Cerise Maritime Company S.A., of Panama. He further submitted
that under 0.75, r. 17 of the Rules of the Supreme Court their
appearance, in order to be a good one, had to comply with and
foliow the requirements of that rule.

0.75 of the Rules of the Supreme Court was originally
introduced in 1962 and was revised in 1965. This Order is a
reproduction with amendments of 0.12, 1. 24, that was in force
before 1962. Before the coming into force 0f 0.75, 0.12, r.24 read
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(and [ quote from the White Book of 1955}

«[n an Admuralty action 1n rem any person not named in the
wnt may mtarvene and appear as heretofore, on filing an
affidavit showing that he 15 interested in the res under arrest. or
in the fund in the Regustry »

A note to this Order under the heading “"Practice” reads -

«In London actions the affidavit 1s filed at the Admuralty
Regsstry. and a note s there wntten on the appearance,
‘Affidawit of interest filed’, such note being initialied by the
proper officer in Admiralty The appearance 1s then entered at
the Central Office [n Distnct Registry actions the afhdawit 1s
filed and the appearance entered at the District Reqistry
Notice must be given to the plaintiff or persons interested as
by an ordinary defendant

‘Any Person not named — In actions in rem the wnt s usually
directed “to the owners and persons interested in” the property
proceeded against See O 2. 11 3 7»

The provision in the Cyprus Admiralty Junsdiction Order, 1893
that governs procedure in admiralty actions s r 35 which provides
that the parties named 1n the win ui sumimcns 2nd event nerson
interested in the property sought to be affected by the actron who
desires to dispute the plaintiff's claim shall appear before the Court
or Judge either personally or by advocate at the tme named 1n that
behalf m the wnt of summons

Rule 237 of the Cyprus Admuralty Jurisdichon Order, 1893
further provides that 1n all cases not provided by these rules the
practice of the Admiralty Division of the High Court of Justice of
England, so far as the same shall appear to be applicable, shall be
followed.

Rule 35 of our Admiralty Rules is, in my wiew, very clear in that
it gives the right to every person interested 1n the property sought
to be affected by the proceedings to enter an appearance without
any formality or prior leave of the Court. It, therefore, follows that
0.12, r 24, which makes provision that admiralty actions in rem
can be defended by any person not named in the wnit atter they file
an affidavit of interest attached to their appearance, does not
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apply in Cyprus In any event, 075, r 17, of the Rules of the
Supreme Court, which came into force in the Umited Kingdom
after 1960, are not applicable in Cyprus (see, in this respect,
Astmenos v Paraskeva, (1982) 1 CLR 145 161 and Pitna
Shipping Enterpnses Inc v Georghiou (1982) 1 CLR 358
365)

|, therefore, fecl that ‘Cernse "were, underr 35 of our Admiralty
Rules, entitled to appear and defend the achion as persons
interested n the res It i1s, however, another matter whether they
have proved their interest in her and/or ownership of the ship

Hawving found that the submussion of the plainhffs that the action
15 undefended cannot stand, the first 1ssue that calls for decision 15
whether the ship, after her constructon and delivery to the
“owners” was registered and if so in which country, 1n whose
name and under what name and flag

Durning the heanng of the action the plaintiffs attempted to
produce a number of documents, one of which was a photocopy
of the alleged registraton of the ship Production of this
document, photocopy of which was also in the possession of the
Master of the ship (P W 5) when the ship was arrested whiist lying
at the port of Limassol, and which 1s part of folio exhiit No 2, was
objected to by counsel for the defendants but after heanng
arguments | decided to accept it as exhibit No 6 in the
proceedings. This document, which 1s in English and Arabic, bears
the photos of the two owners and the stamp of the «Sea Ports
Authonty» of the Emirate of Abu Dhabi and 1s descnbed in Eng'ish
as «Ship's Registration Certificate» The names of the owners, the
tonnage of the ship, her length, breadth and depth, descnbed n
this document, all correspond wath the particulars of the ship given
n the «Builders Certificate» 1ssued by the plaintiffs

Assuming, however, that | was wrong in accepting this
document, this, in my mind, makes no difference to my conclusion
that the ship was 1n fact registered in Abu Dhabi by her owners Mr
Abuzeid and Mr Al-Sahy, as the defendants in para 1 of therr
Answer admit para 7 of the Petthon which reads

«The shipowners registered the vessel in their joint names
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under the flag of the Emirate of Abu Dhabi under the name
‘ALGAZERA’ or "AL JAZEERA'. [n any event the vessel was
carved or marked with the name "ALGAZERA's.

Itis true that the defendants by para 2 of their Answer deny the
contents of para 2 of the Petition by which the plaintiffs allege that
Mr. Abuzeid and Mr. Al-Sahy had agreed to the construction of the
ship by the plaintiffs but the evidence of Mr. Abuzeid on this point
does corroborate the allegations of the plaintiffs and the evidence
given by Mr. Bodewes on their behalf on this issue.

In the light of the above, I find that the ship was registered in Abu
Dhabi in the joint names of Mr. Abuzeid and Mr, Al-Sahy, to whom
[ shall hereinafter refer to as the “‘owners”.

The second issue that calls for decision is whether the “‘owners”
could transfer ownership in her before her price was fully paid, in
other words, before the two cheques of Mr. Al-Sahy were
honoured and any extras paid. This issue is related to the
«ownership» of the ship.

There is no doubt that the plaintiffs gave to the “owners’ the
right to register the ship in their names. It is, also, an undisputed
tact that both “owners™ signed exmbit No. & by which ey had
agreed with the plaintiffs that they were to become the owners of
the ship after they had paid her full price plus extras.

_The question, therefore, that arises is: Was one of the “owners”
entitled to transfer to the other what he thought his share in the
ship was, without the consent of the plaintiffs and could the
partner that bought the shares of the other partner in her, transfer

the interest in the ship to another person, in the present case
“Cerise”?

Before, however, | deal with this issue, it is, in my view,
pertinent to find out and decide the following question: Which is
the ship that was transferred by Mr. Abuzeid to «Cerise»?

According to the Bill of Sale, which was executed by Mr.
Abuzeid and which is exhibit No. 10 before me, what was
transferred to «Cerise» was a ship bearing the name <AL

35 JAZEERA”, which was registered in Muscat in 1979. The
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description of this ship is given in this exhibit which is appended to
my judgment as Appendix B’.

Comparing now the description of the ship as given in exhibit
No. 10 with that appearing in the documents contained in folio
exhibit No. 2, in which photocopy of the ““Builders Certificate™ is
also included, | find that the description of the ship given in exhibit
No. 10 does not tally with that of the ship constructed by the
plaintiffs, as neither the length of the ship transferred to «Cerises,
nor its main breadth or depth in hold from tonnage deck to ceiling
amidship agree. There is no evidence before me that there was a
transfer of the registration of the ship from Aby Dhabi to Muscat
and since | have found that, on the evidence before me and the
admission by the defence in their Answer, the ship was registered
in Abu Dhabi, it was, | find, the duty of the defence to prove that
«AL JAZEERA» changed ownership or was registered in Muscat.
This the defence failed to prove.

Assuming, however, that the conclusion to which | have arrived
is wrong, it is my further finding, having regard to exhibit No. 14
which is, according to the defence, the Registration Certificate of
the ship «SHERRY JOY>», that the ship <Al JAZEERA» was never
transferred under the flag of Panama as in the said Registration
Centificate, which is appended to my judgment as Appendix C’the
ship is described, under the heading «Previous Names: «New
Construction» and under the heading «Previous Nationalitys:
«New constructions.

As it appears from the evidence of the captain of «<AL JAZEERA»
Mr. John French-Paris (P.W.5), after her construction and before
her arrest, she sailed for quite some time. Therefore, her
description as of «New constructions is utterly incorrect, in fact
untrue.

The evidence adduced by the defence as to how the alleged
transfer of the defendant ship was effected, comes from Mr. Peter
McHale (D.W.5), 2 solicitor practising in London. In giving
evidence Mr. McHale said that Mr. Abuzeid was introduced to him
by a client of his firm and that after Mr. Abuzeid gave him the
particulars of the ship, the Bill of Sale was prepared and telexed
instructions were given to his firm’s correspondents in Panama to
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effect the registration of «AL JAZEERAs. His evidence, which is a
lengthy one, sheds no light to the inconsistencies contained in the
various documents to which [ have earlier made reference and it is
of no use to the defence as it does not carry the quality, authority
and detail that was necessary in relation to questions for which
clear anwers were needed, namely why the said inconsistenciesin
the appended documents.

In the result, | reject his evidence as unreliable and evasive.

Although | have come to the conclusion that the ship «AL
JAZEERA=, which was built by the plaintiffs, was never registered
in Panama, [ feel that I have to deal with the issue of whether the
“owners” could part with the ownership of the ship in view of the
contents of exhibit No.4 which | have earlier quoted.

From the authorities on the subject of the transfer of the
property of goods from the seller manufacturer etc. to the buyer it
appears that the mere handing over of the goods by the seller to
the buyer passes the property immediately unless a different
intention appears from the terms of the contract of sale.

In the nresent case, as it appears from the contents of exhibit
No.4, none of the contracting parties intended that any part or
share in the ship would pass to the purchasers (xownerss) until the
whole of the purchase price, plus value of extras, was paid. The
handing over, therefore, of the «Builders Certificate» could not in
any way affect the intention of the parties which is expressed in this
exhibit that the «owners» or either of them cauld not, until tu
payment of what they owed to the plaintiffs, part with the
ownership of the ship without the consent of the plaintiffs.

Having found (a) that the one owner could not transfer to the
other his share in the ship, (b} that the ownership of the ship
constructed by the plaintiffs was never transferred to «Cerise» and
{c) that the ship was never registered in Panama, [ propose to give
a summary of the case for the defence as regards the events that
led to the alleged agreement between the «<owners», by which Mr.
Abuzeid bought from Mr. Al-Sahy his share in the ship and of what
followed after the signing of the agreement which is exhibit No. 11
before me and is appended to my judgment as Appendix D",
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Mr. Abuzeid, who is the main witness for the defence, said in his
evidence that after the ship was delivered by the plaintiffs to the
“owners’’, she sailed to Abu-Dhabi and that after she arrived there
the relations between him and Mr. Al-Sahy broke down because
of disagreement as to proposed charterers of the ship and/or
failure to find any. There was, also, disagreement between them as
to his suggestion that they had to lengthen the ship.

After protracted discussions and negotiations Mr. Al-Sahy
agreed to sell his share for £285000.-Sterling. When this
agreement was reached, Mr. Abuzeid visited a London solicitor, a
certain Mr, Meade, who is D.W.3, and asked him to prepare a
contract of sale. Two original contracts were then prepared and

typed.

Mr. Abuzeid met Mr. Al-Sahy in the lobby of the London Hilton
and both signed the contract. Mr. Abu Gosh (D.W.1) and Mr. Abu
Taha (D.W.2) signed as witnesses.

After the contract was signed, the two witnesses left and Mr.
Abuzeid and Mr. Al-Sahy went to the car of Mr. Abuzeid, which
was parked outside in the street. There, Mr. Abuzeid took out of
the luggage boot of his car a Samsonite case which contained the
money, they were in cash and in bundles of various currency
denominations. They then got into the car, Mr. Al-Sahy counted
the money and he left saying to Mr. Abuzeid to post him the
contract. This was done because the copy or the other original
which was prepared by the firm of Mr. Meade had mis-spellings
and it was not signed. Mr. Abuzeid then went to the Dorchester
Hotel where he had photocopies of the contract made. On the
following day and after having lunch with Mr. Meade, Mr. Abuzeid
asked Mr. Meade to certify the photocopies as true copies. As Mr.

Meade was in a hurry to get away (he was going on holidays), they
gotinto the car of Mr. Meade, Mr Meade took out his firm’s stamp,
he compared the photocopies with the so called original and when
he found out that they were true copies, he certified them as true
copies. After this Mr. Abuzeid went to the flat of Mr. Al-Sahy but as
he did not find him there, he left and posted to him the original
contract. On advice, he later had the photocopies authenticated
by a solicitor who is so authorised by the Foreign Office. The
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signature of this Solicitor was, on the 11th September, 1979,
authenticated by the Foreign and Commonwealth Office in

London. After this, he went to Mr. McHale for the transfer of the
ship to «Cerises.

5 Mr. Abuzeid. in cross-examination. admitted that he was a
declared bankrupt in Holland and that he served a term of
imprisonment in Germany for dealing in stolen motor vehicles,
which, however, he did not know that they were stolen. He
alleged that the money he paid to Mr. Al-Sahy for his share in the

10 ship was given to him by a cousin of his who lives in Abu-Dhabi
and that this money he brought to England over a period of three
month. The money, he said, was given to him in Derams in cash
and he then changed it to English Pounds.

As regards the share capital of “Cerise”” Mr, Abuzeid said that its
15 capital is £750,000.-; that the shareholders are his wife, his
brother, Mr. McHale and a certan Mr. Peterson: that the
shareholders paid up the capital and that the money is not in a
Bank but is privately held by him. When he was asked to say what
he meant by this he replied that he did not wish to disclose where

20 the money was.

Having considered the above facts | find that the story given by
the defence is concocted. unreliable and untrue and | dismiss it
without hesitation.

Before concluding, | would like to say that assuming that the

25 story given by Mr. Meade as to the certification by him of the
- ~ -~ contract of sale exhibit No-11 is true, this bears no weightas to the
genuineness of the signature of Mr. Al-Sahy.

In the result, the plaintiffs succeed in their claim and [ find that
they are entitied to judgment in the sum of Dfls. 650,000.- or its
30 equivalent at to-day's rate of exchange in Cyprus Pounds, plus
legal interest and costs,

Costs to be assessed by the Registrar.

Judament as per claim
with costs
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APPENDIX A

The shipyard. Scheepewerf Bodewes Gruno b.v. Korte Borgweg
1 at Foxhol, Groningen Holiand? hereinafter called Yeard and the
messers:

Suhell Hanna Masud ABUZEID. born 22-1-43 at Zarka, | Jordan,
living at Dordrecbt, Dubbel Steynlean 178 and

Abdul Mamid Mirza Ali Alsahy, born 1948 at Bahrein, UAE.
Nationality P.O. Box 6158, ¢/o Weltrado U.A.E.

hereinafter called Owners have by mutual agreed to the following:

Clause 1

Owners declare to have instructed the yard with, likewise the yard
declares to have accepted the construction and delivery of a
doubie screw reefer coaster.

Chause 2

The yard shall build and deliver the ship according class
requirements of G.L.. unrestricted trade 100 A 1 RO and with the
- belonging class certificates.

The dimensions of the ship will be as follows:

Length o.a Abt. 41.98m.
PP »  36.50m.
Breath o.a. » 7 50m.

The ship to be equipped with two off G.M. propulsion engines of
455 M.P. each,

Clause 3
. In the contract price is calculated a basic price for the total reefe
plant, installation and insulation.

Clause 4

The yard has to deliver the ship at the port of Delfzijl, four months
after receiving the second installment, exepted always for strikes
lock out of employees, fire explosions unforeseen circumstances
of whatever nature, beyond the control of the vyard or
subcontractor suppliers.
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Clause 5
The agreed pnices for the ship1s Dfl 3,700,000 --say Three mllion
seven hundred thousand guilders and will be paid as follows
1st Instalment. 30% aftersigning the contract
5 2nd » Dft 850 000 -- In November 1978
3rd » DAl 300 000,-- In December 1978
4th nstalment  Dfl 850 000,--after a satisfactory tnal
trip has been made and the vessel s

delivered together wath the class cerficates to
10 the Owner

Clause 6

The ship or belongings parts will be the property of the Owner to
the maximum the height of the installments paid by the Owner

Clause 7
15 The yard has the nght to make some vanations in the drawings i
thus 15 better to their and to the class opinions

Clause 8
Tie shiip will e Suild in accordance unth the hereto belongings
rini specification dated June 1978 and signed by both parties

20 Clause9 - —————

————

This contract 1s vald under the General Conditions if the
scheepsbouwveroniging Hoogezand

Drawn up in good faith, read and approved at Groniggen, 3 July
1978

25 Owners;
1. Name Abdul Hamid Aleahi

2. Name Suheil Hanna Resud Abuzeid.
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CHEESWRIGHT, WURLY & CO.

Notacies Public
Commissioners for Osthe

2{/3 Ehilpot Lape,
London ECIH BaAG

Telephone: O 623 9477

Telex: 883806
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TO ALL 10 WHOM these presents shall
come, 1 ANTHONY JaACK BURGCESS of the Clity
o! London Notary Fublic by Roysl Authority duly
sdmitred and svorn DO HEREMY CERTLFY that
on the day of the date hereof I was present and
did pee SUMEIL ABUZEID, named and described
in the foregoling B11l of Ssle of the Motor Ship
“AL JAZEERA", duly sign seal and deliver the
said Bill of Sale and that the signatute
"5, Abuzeid” thereto subacribed is of the own
true and proper handwriting of the said SUMELIL
ABUZEID;

AND I DO FURTHER CERTIFY that the
sald SUNEIL ABUZELD declared unto me that
ot the day of the date hereol he wae the legal
owner of the sald Motor Ship “AL JAZEERA™ and
as such had the right to aell the same and that
the ssild Hotor Ship was free froo
encunbrances.

IN FAITH AND TESTIHONY whereof 1 the

snfd Hotary have oubncribed ny vame and

set and affixed my weal of Offlce at

Loadon aforeseid this twentieth day ol

Beprember One thousand nine hundred and

sevenly alne.
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Demetriades d. Scheepswerf v. Ship Algazera {1987)

[, ABDUL-HAMID MIRZA AL-SAHI of Welltrade Abu-Dhab.
Dalma Centre. Hamdan Street, Abu-Dhabi, United Arab Emirates.
hereby acknowledge receipt of the sum of £288.888 88 (being the
Sterling equivatent of 1 3 million gilders atan exchange rate 0of 4 5
gilders to the pound) from Suheil Abuzeid of ‘Hadleigh’ Sandown
Road, Esher, Surrey, England in full and final payment for ail my
shares 1n the motor vessel ‘Al-Jazeera’ registered in Abu-Dhabx.
UAE under number 412 and | confirm that all such shares are
totally unencumbered and that Mr Abuzeid 1s now the full owner
of all the shares 1n the said ship

[ further confim that the transfer of these shares does not in any
way affect the various cheques that have been 1ssued by me to
Harry Bodewes (Shipbuilders) which | undertake to pay and |
confirm that I shall not in any way seek reimbursement from Mr
Abuzaid in respect of any expenses or other outgoings mcurred
prior to the date hereof

[ understand the nature of this receipt that 1s being signed by me
and that it 15 fully legally binding and may be used as evidence of
this transaction 1n the laws of any country in which proceedings
may be commenced relating to this ship

Signed
ABDUL-HAMID MIRZA AL-SAHI

{Vendor)
Witnessed by:
Signed:
SUHEIL ABUZEID (Purchaser)
Witnessed by:
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