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time limitation period enforced); Reeser v. NCL Bahamas Ltd., Civil Action No. 05-
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%Gibbs v. Carnival Cruise Lines, 314 F.3d 125 (3d Cir. 2002) (minor burned feet on hot
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" Dillon v. Admiral Cruises, Inc., 960 F.2d 743, 746 (8th Cir. 1992) (trip and fall in ship’s
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of stomach cramps misdiagnosed as having bladder infection goes into contractions and
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»See Henderson v. Carnival Corp., 125 F. Supp. 2d 1375, 1377 (S.D. Fla. 2000)
(passenger injured on catamaran trip while on excursion from cruise; notwithstanding
Carnival logo on catamaran and crew member shirts, cruise ship disclaimer of ownership
or control of catamaran company enforced); Mashburn v. Royal Caribbean Cruises, Ltd.,
55 F. Supp. 2d 1367, 1370 (S.D. Fla. 1999) (day trip to Coco Cay Island owned by cruise
line; passengers rented Sea-Doo, signed waiver and were injured in accident; no
negligence found); Dubret v. Holland Am. Line Westours, Inc., 25 F. Supp. 2d 1151,
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enforced).

**Hernandez v. Holiday Inn, N.Y.L.J., Mar. 23, 1993, at 21.

Winter v. I.C. Holidays, Inc., N.Y.L.J., Jan. 9, 1992, at 23 (holding that tour operator
has duty to select responsible independent contractors).

See Berzonzine v. Maui Classic Charters, 1995 AMC 2628 (D. Haw. 1995) (350-pound
handicapped passenger broke ankle because of inattention and lack of assistance by crew;
misrepresentations in brochure that cruses were “suitable for handicapped individuals”;
$42,500 in special damages awarded); Sharpe v. W. Indian Co., 118 F. Supp. 2d 646, 652
(D.V.I. 2000) (passenger left cruise ship to board waiting tour bus and was struck by
failing railing; time limitations in cruise contract enforced as against cruise ship and
clause that stated, “the exclusions or limitations of liability of carrier set forth in the



provisions of this contract shall also apply to and be for the benefit of agents, independent
contractors, concessionaires and suppliers of carrier as well as owners and operators of all
shoreside properties at which the vessel may call” was unenforceable against dock
operators and local truck company responsible for accident).
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app. §§761-767).

“"Moyer v. Klosters Rederi, 645 F. Supp. 620, 1987 (S.D. Fla. 1986).
“Kunreuther v. Outboard Marine Corp., 757 F. Supp. 633, (E.D. Pa 1991).
“Howard v. Crystal Cruises Inc., 41 F.3d 527, (9" Cir. 1994).

*46 App. U.S.C.A. §762.

» Dooley v. Korean Airlines Co., Ltd., 524 U.S. 116 (1998).

*In Re Korean Airlines Disaster of Sept. 1, 1983, 117 F.3d 1477 (D.C. Circuit 1997),
aff’d, 524 U.S. 116 (1998).

“"Moragne v. States Marine Lines, Inc., 398 U.S. 375 (1970).
41 F.3d 527, 1995 A.M.C. 305 (9™ Cir. 1994).

“Id. at 529.

20210 F.3d 565, 2000 A.M.C. 1521 (5th Cir. 2000).

>"Motts, 210 F.3d at 569.

Id. at 569-70 (quoting Smith, 684 F.2d at 1111).

>1d. at 570.

d. at 571.

*Motts, 210 F.3d at 571-72 (footnote omitted).

%0516 U.S. 199, 206-07, (1996).



1d. at 199.
¥1d. at 215-216.

**In re Horizon Cruises Litigation, 101 E. Supp. 2d 204, 213 (S.D.N.Y. 2000)(quoting
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%In re Plaquemine Towing Corp., 190 F. Supp. 2d 889, 892-94 (M.D. La. 2002).

°'1d. at 893.

“*Barbetta v. S/S Bermuda Star, 848 F.2d 1364, 1371 (5" Cir. 1988); The Great Northern,
251 F. 826, 830-32 (9" Cir. 1918); Di Bonaventure v. Home Lines, Inc., 536 F. Supp.
100, 103-04 (E.D. Penn. 1982); Cimini v. Italia Crociere Int’l S.P.A., 1981 AMC 2674,
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