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Exercise 1 

The combined passenger- and loading vessel MS Bjørvigen was on its way from Bergen to 

Oslo. The vessel was going through Kristiansand harbor for loading and discharging of 

provisions. Cargo booms were used to move some shipments of coffee. They were mounted 

in pairs, each with their own winch. In connection with this loading operation, the cargo 

boom was not assembled correctly in that the swing arm was adjusted too low. The cargo 

boom hit Peder Ås who was present at the harbor as a spectator, watching the discharging. 

Ås was inflicted a serious head injury. The subsequent investigation uncovered that the 

misadjustment was caused by a misunderstanding between two of 

the unloading personnel. Both were employed at the Kristiansand harbor where they were 

paid by the job. It is not clear which one of the unloading personnel that made the 

erroneous assembly itself. The investigation showed, however, that the misunderstanding 

was caused by a communication failure between the two unloading personnel who were of 

different nationalities. 

Question 1: Is Peder Ås entitled to compensatory damages from the shipowner of MS 

Bjørvigen, and which basis of liability may the liability for compensation be based on? 

Due to the accident, MS Bjørvigen was behind schedule. The captain therefore decided to go 

on full speed for Oslo. As the ship approached the harbor basin, the speed was attempted 

reduced in accordance with existing rules. As the third officer was going to reverse during 

docking, the reversing machinery got jammed. MS Bjørvigen had take an involuntary “tour 

de triomphe” in the harbour basin. Due to lack of space and high speed, Bjørvigen hit the 

cargo vessel Neptuna furthest out in the bow. With its course altered, the vessel continued 

towards the quay where Bjørvigen rammed the quay structures about two minutes later. 

The subsequent investigation showed that the management of the shipping company MS 

Bjørvigen had drawn up good routines to make regular inspections of the vessel. However, 

the review uncovered that Lars Holm- one of the shipping company’s technical inspectors- 

had made a mistake as the ship was being examined before leaving Bergen. Holm had 

incorrectly crossed off that the reversing machinery had been checked, and therefore did 

not detect the defect in the reversing mechanism. 

Question 2: May the owner of Neptuna and the owner of the quay structures claim 

compensatory damages from the shipowner of Bjørvigen, and which basis of liability may the 

liability be based on? 

Neptuna suffered considerable material damages amounting to 20 million Norwegian kroner. 

MS Bjørvigen carried new sports cars. These stood on deck and skidded into each other 

during the collision with the quay. The quay structures also were inflicted damages which 

caused an economic loss of 10 million Norwegian kroner. The damages of the cargo (the 

sports cars) amount to 10 million Norwegian kroner. 



Question 3: May the owner of the sports cars claim compensatory damages from the 

shipowner of Bjørvigen, and which basis of liability may the liability be based on? 

Question 4: Provided that a basis of liability is present, may the owner of Neptuna, the 

owner of the quay structures and the owner of the sports cars claim compensatory damages 

for their entire loss? 

All questions shall be answered. 

 

Exercise 2: The carrier’s liability for correct information in the bill of lading. 

Give a presentation of: 

1. What information should be included in the bill of lading, 

2. the carrier’s duty to investigate, and 

3. the carrier’s liability for the information in the bill of lading 

All questions shall be answered. 

 


