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This was another of the actions arising ouxt of the postponlement
of the Coronation. In this case, it niay be remembered, a ship
ivas hired to convel, passengers to see the intended naval reviev;
I3y the ternis of the contract £300 was to be paid on accou'it of
refreshirn-ents on a day prior to that fixed fcrr the review, and the
contract expressiy provided that in the e vent of the ca,;celiation of

W, the review before any expense was incurred there should be no
liabiiity on the part of the defendants. The plaintiff expended a
small sum for extra knives and forks, but notaing for refreshments.
A cheque for jJ3 > 0 was sent in accordance with the contract, but,
before its presentation, payment was stopped. The plaintiff sucd on
the cheque, but the Court of Appeal agreed wvîth Ridiey, J., that lie
couid iiot recover, as, on a Lrue construction of the contract, in the
event of the canceilation of the reviev the defendants were onlly
liable to reim-burse the plaintiff any expense then incur. -d
by hii.

CONFLIOT 0F LAWS-CONTmACT 05TAINFD ABROAD BY DURESS-CONTRACT

VALID WVHERE MADE.

Kazifnan v. Gerson (1904) i K.B. 591, xvas aîý action tried bv
Wriglit, J. Thie action xvas brouglit on agreement ta pay a certain

sumn of money, and the defendint set up that it hiad been obtained
by duress and threat of crîminal prosecution of tbe defendant's
husband It %,as shewn that the agrecement sued on was macle in
France, and that according tc the laws of France it w .s legal and
binding, notwithistanding the durcss. WVright, J., gave jucîgment
for the plaintiff (i903) 2 K.B. 1 4 (notcd ante vol. 39, P. 614). WVe
are not surprised ta see that the Court of Appeal (Collins, M.R.,

'4 ani Rorner and MNathew, L.JJ.) have corne to a différent conclusion.
The Master of the Rails adopts the view of Story, that %vliere an
English Court is asked ta enforce a cointract made in a foreign
country it is entitled to entquire whethcr, thoughi the contract may
be valîd according to the laws of that country, it violates some

mora principiwhiclh,ifit isnfot, ougit taobe universa]ly recognized-
The distinction %vhich \Vriglit, J., drew betwceen physical and mor-al

f durc.is the Coui, of Arnpeal founci iot ta be tenable. In thecir vicw
ail duresq is immoral. A\s the Master of the Rails puts it, Whiat
docs it matter Mwhat particular formi of ý.ocrcion is tised, s0 long asI the wvill is cocrced P


