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This paper intends to discuss a brief analysis of the current international con
ventions on the "Carriage of Goods by Sea";- the Hague-Visby Rules of 1968 
and the Hamburg Rules o( 1978 - against the background of world problems on 
the complexities of maritime trade, and the legal impact of these accords not only 
on trade relations between shipowners and shippars of goods, but more distinc
tively when such conventions are applied as laws by Admiralty courts of acceding 
states. For the consensus is that, at these times when there is an enonnous 
demand for trade through sea transport among nations, by which international 
disputes may arise in respect of the parties' rights and liabilities on loss or damage 
to goods fu the course of sea transit, the need for a responsive Maritime Code to 
the modern requirements of shipping trade is inevitable. 

Advocates know of the old Brussels Convention of 1924 which came into 
force in June, 1931. ·This Convention, to some acceding states, is known as the 
'''Hague Rules of 1924", whilst in the United Kingdom and in some other coun
tries which also legislated on it, it has been described as the "Carriage of Goods 
by Sea Act, 1924". 

By text of the 1924 Rules, their main_ objective was to produce an interna
tional convention with which to standardise most of the important tenns· of bills 
of lading. The scheme, as indicated by their preamble, was to give the force of 
national law to rules designed to unify internationally the "responsibilities", 
"liabilities", "rights" and "immunitiesn attaching to carriers under bills of lading. 
In a nutshell, these Rules require the contracting states, by municipallegislatiqn; 
to apply the provisions of the Convention to every bill of lading issued In th~ 

" respective territory. ~ '~ 

But one gathers that this objective of the old Convention has only been par
tially achieved - since even after a period of 52 years from its effectivity - many 
states have not adopted a unifonn s}tstem of applying the Hague Rules. In fact, by 
1955, or 24 years since the effectiVity of these Rules, only 36 sovereign states had 
ratified or acceded to the Convention -as many nations had not embodied 
them in their municipal laws at all, while others differed in the way they had 
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