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as the embargo might haw bt , „ prcn,.d Recent
to be merely a temporary measure and War
removed at.onee, or the Imimt mi-lit ]i ive ^«ses
been content to take delixvry iu warelum^e

'"

and not export for a time, i Jagcr v To/mc
("y Runge, 114 I..T. 647

: 32 T I R '>c)i ( A
and see Ancircr^mie,^ Co.. IML, y. 7>Wo. ^n'^X^
<- Co., 1916, 1 K.B. 402, 1915 3'> T l" r
161.]
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A case frequently referred to in the old
reports is Hadly \\ Clarke [8, T.R 959;
which is usually cited for the jnoj position 'that
a contract to carry gotxls is not dissohed by
an embargo im])osed b\- tJie Government of
the country m wJiose jx^rts the vessel ma>-
happen to be, when the embargo is only a
temporary restraint. The embargo in that
case was made till " further order " though
it lasted two years.

^^

In some quarters it is questioned whether
the case is not virtually overruled by
tspostto v. Boimlen [1857, 7 H. & B 7631
where a neutral ship was chartered to proceed
to Odessa and there load a cargo for an
Knghsh freighter. Before the ship arrived
there war had broken out between England
and Russia, and continii<-i till after the
time when the loading should have taken
place. In this case the contract could not
be performed without trading with the enemy
and in such a case it is cuuveni. iit that it
should be dissohod at owv, so that the
F)arties need not wait i.i,!,.fi„itelv for the
mere dianrc (»f the uar coming to an end


