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whore tlio event whirh reiuUis the contract
nicapable of peiiormance is the cessation or
n(Jii -existence of ;m express condition or state
of tlinii^s .i^'oin- to the root of the contract"
[Leiston Gas Coiiipaiiy, Ltd.. \. Uiston-ann-
Si:.ch'cll Urban />.('., 19l(S, 2 K.B. 428; 32
T.h.R. 588, /)iT l.m-ci Rcadiui^ .

It is often a question of jii- ct}- whether
•^a particular ca • can be vaid to he
an absohite conir.ict or conditional in the
sense indicated.

A number of cases on both sides of the
line have been decided, but the law has now
been finally laid down by the House of Lords
/'. A. Tamplin Steanis/iip Co., jjd., \.

Anglo-Mexican Petroleum Products Co ltd
1916. 32 T.L.R. 677^.

The facts there were as follows :- -

A st(;anier was cliartered from the
owners for 5 years from December 1912 for
the caiTiage of petroleum and crude oil

or its products, the charterers having libertx
to sublet the steamer on Admiralty or other
service without prejudice to tlie ch.-rter-
jxirty, the charterers however rem;.ming
responsible. A clause in the charter-part

\

mcluded restraint of princes. In Februar\'
1915 the Britisli r,o\x'rnment requisitioned
the steamer for Admiralt\- transport service,
and she was then fitted up and used for the
transport of troops. The owners were the
IMaintiffs, and the defendants were treated
as the charterers. The case went to arbitra-


