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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the efficacy of Indian admiralty 
conflicts. It attempts to ascertain the research of the growth of admiralty 
jurisdiction in India, to be more precise. The power used by the court in the 
admiralty boundary dispute is attempted to be used in this paper. According 
to history, India has had a long history of contacts with the seas. The seas 
were one of the ways to do trade with foreign countries before India attained 
independence. Following India's independence, the seas were crucial in 
carrying out numerous national operations. Admiralty jurisdiction in India 
has developed as a result of a complex interaction between historical 
precedents, legal systems, external influences, and modern problems. This 
analytical examination explores the complex history of India's marine legal 
system and sheds light on the elements that have influenced its evolution 
over time. Admiralty jurisdiction, which covers legal issues relating to 
maritime activities, navigation, and commerce, is essential for facilitating 
trade, settling conflicts, and preserving India's maritime sector. There were 
several potential for problems to occur in the past because there were no 
established marine norms of conduct. It is important to pay attention to both 
the law controlling maritime activity and the significance of the seas. The 
body of laws that control the sea is known as maritime law. An established 
set of rules is known as maritime law.  Courts now have more power to 
handle these cases in a timely and efficient manner in order to avoid 
problems. India now has regulations in place governing marine matters, such 
as the employment of arresting ships. Admiralty law is one of the legal fields 
that is being developed. As a result, the development of the admiralty law 
system is influenced by the case law system, precedent-setting court 
decisions, and earlier experiences. 

Keywords: Marine insurance, the International Maritime Organization's 
conventions, the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, and 
effectiveness. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 History, law, economics, and international considerations have all had an impact on 

how admiralty jurisdiction has evolved in India. Admiralty jurisdiction, which deals with legal 

issues relating to maritime activities, navigation, and commerce, is crucial for facilitating trade, 

settling conflicts, and ensuring that India's maritime economy operates effectively. The 

historical colonial legacy, legislative frameworks, judicial precedents, international influences, 

and current challenges that have collectively shaped the landscape of maritime law in the nation 

are all explored in a critical analysis of the evolution of admiralty jurisdiction in India. This 

examination examines how British admiralty law was imported and modified to suit Indian 

conditions throughout the colonial era in order to shed light on the complex interactions 

between India's colonial past and its current legal system. We can discover the persistent effects 

of British legal norms on India's admiralty jurisdiction by exploring the historical 

underpinnings and examining how these legacies have endured or changed through time. 

 This critical analysis centres on a thorough evaluation of the legislative turning points 

that allowed India to build its admiralty jurisdiction. We obtain insights into the development 

of legal provisions controlling maritime disputes, maritime liens, arrest and release processes, 

and other important areas of admiralty law by closely examining pertinent acts, rules, and 

amendments. This research places a major emphasis on the function of international treaties 

and conventions, including the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) 

and the International Maritime Organisation (IMO) conventions. From defining maritime 

zones and navigation rights to resolving environmental issues and aligning legal concepts with 

international norms, these international agreements have had a considerable impact on India's 

approach to maritime law1. 

 Another important factor that has influenced how admiralty law is interpreted and 

applied in India is judicial precedent. We can learn how Indian courts have influenced the 

development of admiralty jurisdiction, clarified legal principles, and addressed new issues by 

thoroughly analysing major cases and legal concepts. A dynamic and adaptive admiralty 

jurisdiction is crucial given the current difficulties facing the maritime sector, which also 

include environmental concerns, technological improvements, and the necessity for effective 

 
1 R.K Mukherjee, “History of Shipping and Maritime Activity of the Indians from 10 Earliest Times”.60 
(Oxford Publishers, 1912) 
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conflict settlement methods. This report assesses how India's legal system is coping with these 

problems and identifies possible areas for reform and development in the future. We seek to 

get a thorough grasp of the historical foundations, legislative growth, external influences, 

judicial contributions, and current relevance of India's development of admiralty jurisdiction 

by critically analysing this history. Through this investigation, we may identify the advantages, 

disadvantages, opportunities, and possible directions for improving India's admiralty 

jurisdiction in order to satisfy the requirements of a marine environment that is rapidly 

changing. Although the nation's development of maritime and admiralty laws after 

independence was relatively slow, the Elizabeth case decision ultimately prompted active 

legislative efforts to consolidate the law relating to the admiralty, which ultimately led to the 

adoption of the Admiralty Jurisdiction and Settlement of Maritime Claims Act of 2017. This 

section discusses some of the most important legal developments that took place in this country 

after independence. 

 India now has regulations in place governing marine matters, such as the employment 

of arresting ships. Admiralty law is one of the legal fields that is being developed. As a result, 

the development of the admiralty law system is influenced by the case law system, precedent-

setting court decisions, and earlier experiences. Many of the ideas discussed in this essay can 

also be utilised to comprehend how admiralty boundary disputes are resolved2. 

HISTORY OF INDIA'S ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION 

 Indian admiralty law has a rich, centuries-long history that has been shaped by 

indigenous customs, colonial control, legal reforms, and international agreements. India has a 

long history of marine trade that dates back to antiquity. Important maritime hubs include the 

Indus Valley and the port of Lothal. Indigenous populations living along India's coastline 

created their own traditions and laws to regulate maritime trade and settle arguments involving 

shipping and navigation. British admiralty law was introduced to India with the introduction 

of European colonial powers, primarily the British East India Company. In order to resolve 

maritime conflicts, the British established admiralty courts in significant port towns. Indian 

admiralty law adopted English common law ideas such marine liens, bottomry, and salvage. 

Under British colonial authority, India's formal admiralty jurisdiction was established by the 

 
2 R.P Anand, Origin and Development of the Law of the Sea, 10 (MartinusNijhoff 7 Publishers, 
Hague/Boton/London,1983). 
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Indian Admiralty Courts Act of 1861, a key piece of legislation. This law gave admiralty courts 

the authority to hear issues involving ships, including crashes, salvage, and cargo damage. 

India's marine laws have been codified and consolidated over time. The legal foundation for 

admiralty jurisdiction was further developed by the Indian Admiralty Court Act of 1891. 

However, the breadth of these early legislative initiatives remained constrained, and they failed 

to adequately address current marine concerns3. 

 India continues to use British admiralty law after attaining independence in 1947 while 

attempting to modify it to fit local circumstances. The Admiralty (Jurisdiction and Settlement 

of Maritime Claims) Act of 20174 is just one example of the steps taken to modernise and 

streamline admiralty jurisdiction. International treaties, such as the 1982 United Nations 

Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), have an impact on maritime law in India. India's 

approach to marine law has been influenced by UNCLOS' definitions of maritime zones, 

navigation rights, and environmental laws. This Act modernised and reformatted the legal 

framework for maritime claims, marking an important turning point in the history of admiralty 

jurisdiction in India.  The Act emphasised marine liens, increased jurisdiction, instituted 

procedural improvements, and complied with international norms. An ongoing process of 

change and adaptation to shifting maritime conditions, technological improvements, and global 

legal developments has characterised India's history of admiralty jurisdiction. The development 

of admiralty jurisdiction in India has been a dynamic story influenced by indigenous customs, 

colonial rule, judicial changes, and international agreements. The progression of maritime trade 

from antiquity to the current legal system shows India's dedication to ensuring efficient control 

of maritime activities and fostering a thriving maritime economy. 

REVIEW OF THE 2017 ADMIRALTY (JURISDICTION AND SETTLEMENT OF 

MARINE CLAIMS) ACT   

 The crucial legal change that fundamentally modernised and reformatted India's 

admiralty jurisdiction. The 2017 Act's main features, ramifications, and contribution to the 

development of admiralty law in India are the main subjects of this critical examination.  The 

2017 Act marked a substantial break from previous conventions by replacing the antiquated 

and colonial-era Indian Admiralty Courts Act of 1861. The new Act aims to bring India's 

 
3 R.K Mukherjee, “History of Shipping and Maritime Activity of the Indians from 10 Earliest Times”.60 
(Oxford Publishers, 1912) 
4 The Admiralty (Jurisdiction and Settlement of Maritime Claims) Act of 2017. 
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admiralty laws into line with current international standards, practises, and new marine sector 

issues. The 2017 Act increased the scope of marine claims that Indian courts could adjudicate, 

enabling them to hear and decide cases involving maritime operations outside of their territorial 

waters. This extension increased India's influence in the settlement of international maritime 

issues by extending the scope of Indian admiralty jurisdiction. 

 The Act sought to show India's commitment to international maritime norms by 

aligning India's admiralty legislation with UNCLOS5 and other international maritime accords. 

The legal clarity in maritime problems was increased as a result of the harmonisation of India's 

legal system with international norms. The 2017 Act brought about procedural changes to 

speed up the arrest and release of vessels, improving the efficiency and fairness of the 

procedure for both marine claimants and defendants. These changes aimed to find a 

compromise between making marine claims easier to pursue and defending the rights of vessel 

owners and operators. The Act strengthened the recognition and execution of marine liens by 

giving specific rights, like those pertaining to salvage and necessities, statutory clarity and 

precedence. 

  This focus on marine liens improved suppliers' and creditors' rights, supporting a solid 

legal foundation for maritime trade. The Act established measures urging parties to consider 

alternate conflict resolution procedures before turning to litigation, like mediation and 

arbitration. This strategy attempted to encourage quicker and more amicable dispute resolution, 

lightening the load on the courts and facilitating effective solutions. The 2017 Act incorporated 

electronic filing, electronic issue of processes, and other technical developments in an effort to 

modernise and update admiralty procedures. The purpose of these improvements was to 

improve the effectiveness and accessibility of admiralty procedures, in line with India's larger 

attempts to go digital. 

 The 2017 Act's effects on trade, investment, and the maritime sector in India are 

assessed in the critical study. It investigates if enhanced confidence brought about by the 

changes among domestic and external players has increased maritime trade and investment in 

India. The admiralty jurisdiction in India has undergone significant change as a result of the 

Admiralty (Jurisdiction and Settlement of Maritime Claims) Act of 2017. The Act has 

modernized India's approach to maritime law through enlarged jurisdiction, international 

 
5 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea,1982. 
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alignment, procedural reforms, and an emphasis on maritime liens. It has also played a crucial 

role in forming the legal environment for maritime trade, dispute resolution, and industry 

development. 

THE CASE STUDY'S STEPS WERE FORMULATED IN ADMIRALTY 

JURISDICTION 

 It takes a methodical approach to analyse and portray a particular legal scenario or issue 

within the context of maritime law when creating a case study for admiralty jurisdiction.  Pick 

a specific situation or topic that falls under admiralty law that you want to investigate. A dispute 

involving maritime liens, collision events, salvage claims, vessel arrests, matters relating to 

pollution, or any other area of admiralty law could fall under this category. The parties to the 

lawsuit should be identified clearly, including the shipowners, cargo owners, charterers, 

salvors, etc. Describe the relevant facts of the case, including the circumstances that gave rise 

to the legal issue. Conduct in-depth study on the laws, legislation, rules, and international 

agreements that are pertinent to the situation at hand.  

 Study pertinent case law, court precedents, and scholarly writing to learn how the law 

has been applied in circumstances like yours. Describe the legal framework that the case fits 

under. Identify the applicable court or tribunal, its authority to hear cases involving admiralty, 

and any applicable rules of procedure. Examine the legal justifications put forth by each party 

in the case. Discuss their stances, justifications, and counterarguments in light of the pertinent 

legal rules. In order to prove your points, cite relevant statutes and case law. Determine and 

discuss pertinent legal precedents that have affected or may affect the case's result. Compare 

and contrast these examples with the legal issues and facts of the current case. Examine the 

influence of any relevant international treaties, such as the IMO or UNCLOS, on the situation. 

Discuss how these customs affect the legal system and could affect the judge's ruling.  

 Examine the case's outcome's practical ramifications. Discuss the potential effects of 

the court's ruling on maritime trade, navigation, business dealings, and industry standards. 

Analyse alternative outcomes for the case in light of legal norms and cases. Examine the 

advantages and disadvantages of each proposal and talk about the possible results for the parties 

concerned. Summarise the case study's main results and make inferences based on the legal 

analysis. Consider the case's probable implications for the growth of admiralty jurisdiction as 

well as the lessons that might be drawn from it. 
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 List all the statutes, case law, academic publications, and other sources that were 

considered during the research and analysis process. Utilise headings, subheadings, and simple 

language to structure your case study in a logical and consistent manner. To support your 

arguments, use examples, quotations, and case study excerpts. By following these instructions, 

you can produce a thorough case study that successfully analyses and presents a particular topic 

within admiralty jurisdiction while showcasing your knowledge of the relevant legal 

precedents, concepts, and practical ramifications. 

 The development and comprehension of admiralty jurisdiction have been greatly aided 

by a number of landmark Indian judicial precedents, which have also helped to shape the legal 

environment and create key concepts for maritime law. M.V. Elizabeth and others. v. Harwan 

Trading and Investment Pvt. Ltd. (1993)6, a significant case that defined maritime lien concepts 

and their applicability under Indian admiralty law. The Supreme Court ruled that maritime liens 

have statutory recognition and priority over other claims on a vessel, including those resulting 

from salvage and necessities. Dredging Corporation of India v. The Owners and Parties 

Interested in the Vessel M.V. Laxmi Pride (2008)7 This case involved the seizure of a vessel 

to enforce a maritime claim. The Supreme Court emphasised the necessity for a balanced 

approach to arrest and release processes, underlining the significance of quick and effective 

remedies for maritime creditors. 

 The ship's owners and interested parties are pitted against the M.V. Arabian Pride and 

other parties8. (2016) The Supreme Court clarified in this case the conditions for seizing a ship 

in Indian waters. The decision emphasised the need to demonstrate a maritime claim's prima 

facie validity and to prevent the abuse of arrest warrants. M.V. State of Maharashtra v. Sea 

Success I & Ors. (2019)9 This case dealt with questions regarding the Indian courts' authority 

to hear maritime claims resulting from collisions. The Supreme Court examined the idea of 

forum conveniens and established guidelines for choosing the proper venue for certain types 

of lawsuits. 

 M.V. M/s Indian Farmers Fertiliser Cooperative Ltd. Alf (2013) This case addressed 

the fundamentals of statutes of limitations in admiralty claims. The Supreme Court emphasised 

 
6 M.V Elizabeth and Others Vs Harwan Investment and Trading Private Limited 60 (JT 1992 (2) SC165) 
7 Dredging Corporation of India v. The Owners and Parties Interested in the Vessel M.V. Laxmi Pride (2008) 
8 M.V. Arabian Pride and other parties. (2016) 
9 M.V. State of Maharashtra v. Sea Success I & Ors. (2019) 
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the necessity for strict respect to limitation requirements and explained the applicable limitation 

period for marine claims. The Bombay High Court established the fundamentals of salvage law 

in The Owners and Parties Interested in the Vessel M.T. Pavit v. The Owners and Parties 

Interested in the Vessel M.V. Rebai (2013) and examined the duties of a salvor in providing 

help to damaged vessels. M.V. In the landmark case of River Gee v. State of Bombay (1953)10, 

it was decided that admiralty jurisdiction is different from regular civil jurisdiction and should 

be used in accordance with maritime and admiralty law. 

 M.V. In Elisabeth (1983)11, the issue of whether there was a maritime lien over cargo 

for claims other than goods was raised. According to the Bombay High Court, a maritime lien 

might cover more than just goods and cover claims related to the voyage. M.V. The Supreme 

Court of India clarified the concept of "sister ship arrest" in Sea Success I v. M/s Godavari 

Sugar Mills Ltd. (2017), allowing a creditor to arrest a vessel even if it is not the identical 

vessel against whom the claim arose. as a result of these legal precedents, including the 

recognition of maritime liens, arrest and release procedures, jurisdictional issues, time 

limitations, and salvage principles. They have helped India develop a framework for admiralty 

law that is more thorough and cohesive, and they have provided direction for subsequent court 

judgements and interpretations of maritime law. 

INDIAN MARINE ACTIVITIES: LEGAL PRINCIPLES AND FRAMEWORK  

 International conventions and treaties, particularly the United Nations Convention on 

the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) and the conventions of the International Maritime 

Organisation12 (IMO), have had a considerable impact on India's admiralty jurisdiction. These 

international treaties have been extremely influential in establishing the legal framework and 

rules for maritime activity in India.  The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 

(UNCLOS) is a comprehensive international convention that regulates several facets of marine 

law, including maritime boundaries, navigation, environmental protection, and resource 

management. India has implemented the UNCLOS's provisions into its domestic legal 

framework as a signatory and party to the treaty. Maritime Zones and Boundaries: UNCLOS 

establishes a number of maritime zones, including territorial seas, exclusive economic zones 

 
10 River Gee v. State of Bombay (1953) 
11 M.V. Elisabeth And OrsvsHarwan Investment And Trading, Equivalent citations: 1993 AIR 1014, 1992 SCR 
(1)1003: Ibid 
12 International Maritime Organisation ,1958 
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(EEZs), and the continental shelf. These zones have an impact on India's admiralty jurisdiction. 

The UNCLOS regulations are used to establish India's maritime zone jurisdiction, which in 

turn affects the extent of India's admiralty jurisdiction. The freedom of navigation on the high 

seas and in other designated areas is upheld by UNCLOS. The rules of the UNCLOS on 

navigation rights, transit passages, and innocent passage affect India's admiralty jurisdiction 

and how Indian courts handle maritime disputes involving navigation-related issues. 

Regulations for the protection of the marine environment are established by UNCLOS, 

including clauses covering pollution and responsibility. Based on the UNCLOS principles, 

India's admiralty jurisdiction may handle matters concerning maritime pollution, oil spills, and 

environmental harm. 

 The IMO is the specific United Nations agency in charge of controlling shipping. To 

improve maritime safety, security, and environmental preservation, it has created a number of 

conventions and norms. India's admiralty jurisdiction has been impacted by the IMO 

conventions in the following ways: The SOLAS convention establishes minimal safety criteria 

for the design, outfitting, and operation of ships. Cases regarding ship safety, collisions, and 

other events that have an impact on the safety of mariners may fall under India's admiralty 

jurisdiction. The discharge of contaminants from ships is one of several aspects of maritime 

pollution that are covered by MARPOL treaties13. In accordance with MARPOL laws, cases 

of maritime pollution, including oil spills, may be brought under India's admiralty jurisdiction. 

 International Convention for the Unification of Certain Rules of Law Relating to Bills 

of Lading: India adopted the Hague-Visby Rules, which regulate the rights and obligations of 

parties under bills of lading and have an effect on how cargo disputes are handled in admiralty 

cases. These rules were influenced by IMO conventions. Ship Arrests: In order to comply with 

international standards for facilitating the enforcement of maritime claims, IMO agreements 

have had an impact on the processes and guiding concepts pertaining to ship arrests in India. 

In conclusion, international agreements and treaties like the UNCLOS and IMO conventions 

have had a substantial impact on the admiralty jurisdiction of India. In order to define marine 

rights, obligations, and liabilities, these accords establish a framework that directs the legal 

rules and procedures applied in admiralty matters falling under India's purview. 

 
13 The International Convention for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships, 1973 
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 In India, admiralty jurisdiction is essential for promoting marine trade and commerce 

and has greatly boosted the development of the maritime sector there.  A legal foundation for 

addressing disputes resulting from marine trade and commerce is provided by admiralty 

jurisdiction. It enables parties involved in maritime transactions to pursue compensation for 

problems including cargo damage, charter party disputes, collisions, salvage, and other 

maritime-related difficulties. Admiralty jurisdiction provides efficient and effective dispute 

settlement methods that boost investor confidence, promote investment, and lessen stakeholder 

uncertainty. 

 Parties may use measures like vessel arrests to enforce their maritime claims under 

admiralty jurisdiction. By doing this, creditors are guaranteed a legal means of recouping 

unpaid debts and obligations arising from maritime contracts, such as unpaid freight, 

demurrage, and damages. The availability of such remedies supports timely contract 

completion and encourages financial accountability, establishing a dependable and transparent 

marine business environment. Maritime liens, distinctive property rights attached to vessels for 

certain claims, are recognised and enforced by admiralty law. This idea aids in protecting the 

interests of parties, such as suppliers, ship repairers, and seafarers, who provide goods and 

services to boats. Admiralty jurisdiction incentivizes the provision of important services to 

ships, hence encouraging efficient maritime operations, by ensuring that these creditors have 

priority rights over the vessel14. 

 The rights and interests of different parties participating in maritime trade, such as 

shipowners, charterers, cargo owners, insurers, and crew members, are protected by admiralty 

jurisdiction. Admiralty jurisdiction promotes a steady and predictable environment for 

maritime commerce by offering a legal framework to resolve disputes and safeguard these 

interests. A strong admiralty jurisdiction can draw in outside capital and spur development in 

the maritime industry. When firms and investors have faith in the legal processes available for 

resolving disputes and upholding rights, they are more likely to invest in marine trade and 

invest in shipping-related industries. 

 By ensuring that maritime conflicts are quickly and fairly addressed, admiralty 

jurisdiction strengthens India's position in global trade. As a result, foreign corporations and 

 
14 Abhay Kumar Singh, “The Admiralty(Jurisdiction and Settlement of Maritime Claims) Bill, 2016-The Long 
Journey of an Important Maritime Legislation”(IDSA Strategic Comments, Oct 3 2016) Accessed on 
31/05/2023 
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vessels are drawn to operate in Indian ports and waters, enhancing India's reputation as a 

trustworthy and predictable trading partner. Legal clarity and predictability are provided in 

marine transactions through admiralty jurisdiction. The parties to maritime trade can be sure 

that their rights and duties will be maintained and carried out in line with recognised legal 

norms. 

 In conclusion, the foundation for promoting marine trade and commerce in India is 

admiralty jurisdiction. Admiralty jurisdiction supports economic growth, commerce, and 

investment in the nation's maritime industry by providing a complete legal framework for 

resolving disputes, enforcing claims, safeguarding rights, and fostering transparency. 

CONCLUSION 

 Inconsistencies in the Admiralty Jurisdiction Act 2017 are addressed in this paper. 

When perishable products are involved, long court proceedings prevent the commodities from 

being delivered on time. Therefore, arbitration rather than judicial settlement is used to handle 

the bulk of issues brought by businesses or individuals.  The central government should amend 

the admiralty jurisdiction act in the future to incorporate the compensation clause as well as 

the rights and obligations of seafarers, in my opinion. The role of arbitration in this case was 

negligible. Arbitration has to go through some additional improvements that can speed up the 

process of settling disputes.  

 The analytical examination of the growth of admiralty jurisdiction in India reveals a 

complex path influenced by historical development, legislative changes, foreign influences, 

and modern problems. The admiralty jurisdiction of India has undergone a significant 

transformation, beginning with its roots in indigenous maritime practises, incorporating British 

admiralty law during colonial rule, and culminating in the contemporary legal framework 

established by the Admiralty (Jurisdiction and Settlement of Maritime Claims) Act of 2017. 

Legislative landmarks, such as the Indian Admiralty Courts Act of 1861 and its modifications, 

show the ongoing efforts to modify admiralty law to fit the needs of a marine environment that 

is evolving swiftly. India's commitment to global maritime rules and harmonisation is 

highlighted by its alignment with international agreements like the United Nations Convention 

on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) and conventions of the International Maritime Organisation 

(IMO). 
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 The interpretation and application of admiralty law have been significantly shaped by 

judicial precedents, which have also contributed to the development of legal theories and the 

settlement of complicated maritime conflicts. With its modernization of admiralty jurisdiction, 

enlargement of its purview, and introduction of procedural innovations that improve efficiency 

and access to justice, the Admiralty Act of 2017 is a significant accomplishment. 

SUGGESTIONS 

• The Admiralty Act of 2017 should be regularly reviewed and evaluated for efficacy, taking 

into account its effects on marine trade, conflict resolution, and industrial expansion. 

• A closer fit with international maritime standards and practises can be facilitated by increasing 

interaction with organisations like the IMO and participation in maritime treaties. 

• Legal experts, participants in the marine business, and members of the public can all benefit 

from increasing their knowledge of and familiarity with admiralty law. 

• Promoting the use of other conflict resolution processes like arbitration and mediation can 

hasten resolution and lessen the strain on the judicial system. 

• Admiralty processes can be made more accessible and streamlined by utilising technological 

improvements for electronic filing, case management, and communication. 

• Investing in academic studies and training in admiralty law can help create a strong pool of 

legal professionals and academics with expertise in maritime issues. 

• Foreseeing new difficulties, such as environmental issues and changing trade dynamics, and 

making that the legal system is flexible and responsive to these developments. 

• By establishing centres for the efficient and specialised resolution of maritime issues, a 

dedicated forum can be created. 

 


