ay

ety

L

rd The m v “Thalas

P

i

s On Bo

1ie

E
ey

Iy 1

& Late

o Lader

e

£
fe

ok b et

gy
& e

grodlo

1 I .
1 ecanth

the amo

; &j}/




g
St

]
jra
s

i

€

e

premi

5

yuned 1t i

i

j
et
o
i
e

s

ALY

p

Y
&

L

an

e

¥
1

oy
ik

sign

oy
el
H

§

e
DR

DE




khgm

court the power to vary t
i J

16 (A)). And

what amount was

Mr. Shaw’s argument

ey b

ally o

there was no oblig

ause certain suspens

5 ‘;iﬂ”w“w

o d

nk has shed, gt least prima ‘e that at

(21]




ErsGus i

=

MW, Shaw 3

=3

S

~-~w

Sheriff of Cape Town v M

" ey

1 her & others 2001(3) S

" , PN
LOMDEny s

A v VMV YAL Kaziemah” & others

n
4

e of ave

o

¥

(Unicorn Lines (P

it is pr1

supra at 821 Hj.

5o me a

mount owing by the

hetw



m“

ring the vessel (MT

offered for sale

mount owing

- the Bank

e Company

Tay
Pk

nderstan o Mr.

nge the boand @ am




i

o
s

i

o

S
o

e
2
ol

A

B o

¥

¢ v
4
L
o
Soan

s

ih

0o

A1E

y
i

e

il

order

he




