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ENGL%811 CASES.13

SAL.E 0F GO0DP,-C.I.F, CONTRACI'-PAYMENT ON PRODIUCTION 01-1
8HU>PING DOÊCUMENTs-Losti 0p GooDs BEFOria TEND)ER or
DOCUMET-KNOWLFEDGE 0F VENDORS-OLICY 011 INSUR-
ANCE COVERING OTHER GOODS-VALIDITY 0FP TENDER-NON-
COMPLIANCE WITH TERMS 0P CONTRACT.

Manbre Saccharine Co. v. Carn Froduct.s Co. (1919) 1 K.B. 198.
This was an action to, recover damages for the breach of two
c.if. contracts for the sale of goods, in which some nice points of
law are discumsd: 1 Can a buyer under a c.if. contract refuse to
pay the contract pricea on tendeL of the ncsrydocuments,
because, prior to, the tender, the goods have been lost to the
knowlcdge of the vendor? MeArdiz-, J., who, tried the action,

nsrsthis question in the negative and holds that a contract
of that daecription is virtually a contract to pay on tender of the
documents. (2) It then became necessary to, decide whether the
tender of documents whieh had been made wasi sufficient: azid
as it appeared that the insurance effected by the seller did flot
cover solely the goods in question but al8o, other goods in wb.'h
the buyers were not :nterested, the learned Judge lield that this
w'a. not a sufficient compliance with the contract. (3) There was
stili a further point, the contract was for stareh in 280 Ihs. bags.
The goods shipped were in 220 lbs. and 140 ibs. bags; and it wais
held that, this also was not a compliance with the contract. Judg-

* ment was therefore given in favour of the plaintiffs.

MASTER ANI) S!ERVANT-CNRC Or~~~ F EVN
AUTHORIZED TO RECEIVE "TIPSi"-WRONGFliL DISMISSAL-
MEASURE 0Fi DAMAGES.

Manubes v*, Leon (1919) 1 K.B. 208. This wus an action
by a servant ta recover damnages for a wrongful dismissal. By
the terns of the contract the plaintiff was to receive 30s. per
week wages and to be authorized also to receive "tips" from
plaintiff's custoniers, wlîich lîad amounted to 30s. p er week.
The plaintiff was wrongfully dismissed. The defendant paid into
Court a week's wages in lieu of nodee, but the plaintiff also claimed
an allowanee iii res,)Pct of the loss of " tips. " This the County
Court Judge disallowed, but a Divisional Court (Lush and Bail-
hache, JJ.> held that the plaintiff waz cntitled to an affditional J
5s. in respect of the loss of <Lips."


