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Recent
War
Cases

THE LAW OF WAR AX I) ( OXIRAc I 'liap. \

Wlicre

perform-

ance wa3
not excused

Sale of

goods

body were icquisilior.cd by tJu- War Offic<-
It was lield that tlie vendor coulfl sue t]u
defendants for the last instahnent due. {Briiish
Berna Motor Lorries, Ltd., x. Lnter-Transpor.
Company, /V., 1915, 31 T.L.R. 200.]

I Weis & Co., Ltd., V. Credit Colonial r
Cowmerciul [1916. I K. P,. [m\ wiiere th.
goods sold c.i.f. before tlu^ war were cap-
tured ni a Britisli vessel and taken to
Hamburg before tlie tender of t lie document^
thus making tJie contract between the buy<

-

and seller impossible of performance, it ha.
been Ixeld by Bailhache J. that such captur,
did not prevent the tender of the relatiN.
documents from being a valid tender a.
the buyers could have protected themselvt
against the risk of capture by insurance
For further c.i.f. cases see p. 134 ante.

The Effect of Embargoes

embargo embargo upon a contract, it would appear
that there is no authority to show that a
mere embargo is a termination of the rights
of the parties under their contracts [Sh ith
Coney & Barrett v. Becker, Gray & Co 1915

If f '^'h^-
^^^ ^•^•^- ^"^^^^d in a contract

temporary ^'f
^'^^^ ^^^^ ^^ ^^g^r fo.b. Hamburg

contract is
thereby the buyer was bound to accept iii

nnaffected fulfilment of his contract any tender passed
on to him, the Court of Appeal held that an
embargo placed on sugar by the German
Government from export from Germany did
not prevent a tender from being a good tend< r
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