ReEmBHRE 8 1%

Fys b OHEERWIEHER FL0.B. e
Batkoll #3 BH%

(The Relationship between the Stoppage in Transit and F.0.B.
Contract)

B x© =%

H &

1. F&

I ERFEEY BH BT
1. EBHILES BH
2. SERYIEHESY THEHM
3. ERYILEY B’IT

I. F.0.B. ¥} HEAL ERHILE
1. BEAH F.0.B. 28] Rt
2. EBAL] #fre} HEHIE
3. MEEHS BT EEYILHE
4, ERFILHES FIR

V. &®

=2
m

EAE%kS] F.0.B. S "HEM 5|#,(actual delivery)E o= 7] uf

« WEABK HREN HE BEE §+.
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gk b ERY I F.0.B. 2t Bitke] B HA

woll il SlES e Tigol Tl olFoixl:= RRBITHRHA
(concurrent condition)olt}, 2L} &5d2 BHBHHN &, HEAS Y
fd Affo] MBS B2 Z UFE H43by] i MAREk B
Aol JHAAREES] “delol wixlE EBHA KPP o5& FAAA K&

S oiztA] HEAC] olo] tidt HelE E{i & 4 deA ML

i

T,

%

3t ERWREEE(The Sale of Goods, 1979: AFgoll A &= ©]3} SGAstz
B BIME(1)H2Z, "o & 7IEt HEEA tiE #HEol e ¢ ReE
RS WA RY HEALS R iAol HXAA old" A%
L] #emEe] chy ZtEe] HFIE ZHach

Ht

(7h) BEE S Sle Fdols H&E) iyt FEHE(lien)

(W) #pfnol 1 GAEE wd Fol BZ Aol XA E d woe
HI-#E(right of stoppage in transitu)

(t}) o] & BHET BHEMME(right of resale),

=& ol #FIZE "HAY HZE . (implication of law)oll &J3}e] ZEAE]
t #EFlel7] wiZol EWEMY Hir@Eely, HFBE(course of
dealing), E+ {B¥ (usage)oll &l3le] WA AL £3H 4+ gt}

mES HEASL oleid #F Zled 7t BEAN #E7 52 ERELE

& F.0.B. Riyzte] BAA Hafstaat gt

53] R#FC] FF-H F.0.B. W ERYILH] ALH=AE £5
3to] o] MRl WHH BAKS HBEI 9T Wae BEslax} P,

ol& #3to] AMolM = ScAst BkE] HHE FAoE ERWIEES 2
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RemBia £ 0%

313 F.0.B. 2] HAE Mg del JdoAM KAY RREE LBRIE T
t}.

I. ERALEY B89 &R

1. ERYILHES] B

BHEAS HX Aol AR S KRB 3 ol o2 EHiBHo] glo
8] E BEEFC] BEACL O REAANA FIEH ZFSod= #5He o
55 XA 2 HFE HESID RETMB/R7IRA] ol & EAY #EFIZE ol
= ol & #HEH Lol gt 2

ol #Fl= HMmALE cisiMY WA 4 gt TEY BEHS Bl
ofz ERrol ol ¥ I HHEHES HEANA HSAFIEE HEAC 1
WinS A /3t Réo] AFHE u7tx] HERS TFYE & J=E 3
=t QICHSGA S444R).

o] #Fle HAAN 4 HEANA Felsi=E BRI i HERE
of u|sted AAA 7X|7t gl a2y ol BERACl ZHTEERRESY B¢
1) STHRREER SIS "B BB oA &8EK AFE Hiks)

ALt = HifRo] =t &BEBE A2Y ¢ Je=Xts BETR 3

Feh=x o HEE BT o] Y EFol M= ZRBTHEEE 2

CHSGA £E614&(4)5H).

2) Booth Steamship Co., Ltd. v. Cargo Fleet Iron Co., Ltd.(1916) 2

K.B. 570. (D.M. Sassoon, C.I.F. and F.0.B. Contracts, London,
Stevens & Son, 1984, p.485)

- 50 -



FHE b ERYIEESL F.0.B. R3] Bitkel BT BIR

ofgt ALY 4 glth. &, HEAS KT BXAY BERRY <
3 ZojA ojn] FEHNE AT BRo LE WoAM T T L= WS
olth ¥ mtehd RXHEH HEACl ¥ Hhol HEES ASUEA T
TR Ade BRAY —BEES] 33t ol oY XEES ¥
AVEtE & qit) ol HEigHdo] Sle HRY BES FXAA HBALE 3}
olF ol& HEAA BEY HBWE A tRE AT HEAC SFE
BIEstA drh

ol ¥t HFI THLE HERK BHBE RTAI7IA oA x| RZA
AAE @l SFE X3 3td HEAAE BEAL =Ky #HAE
FHoE YA 4= AUEF gt dutH o HEAL ol HHE 7
BY =& HZAA BE#stL HR Aol "HEY MMMl 9(within a
reasonable time) R&& X#stAl ow Wwhe FEASA Aok 2y
R AV 18] WEEM A(trustee in bankruptey)> EHEACl s &
Re 5S¢ 9 BEINSOE RS KTAZ fid BRRE&EE2ESE 23
st HEALZ olE XML g RRAA H\FESIAU FHESA
of gtk ey HEACl ERAY RFERS olFE WS FYHA F

3) C.M. Schmitthoff, Schmitthoff’s Export Trade, Stevens & Son, 8th
ed., 1986, p.133.

4) "HEI BBREIA,(vithin a reasonable time)(U.C.C.s2-607), "At3of wt
2} E{TOTRERY AN, (within as short a period as is practical in
the circumstance)(ViennalZfy #384&), "AlA¢lol,(BEMHE H69K),
"B IR RiBHT, (before the lapse of a reasonable time)(SGA
HITKR) 5ol AREE HERBRNOE AEEHU o] & =3z HiFHS
E BrubE FERQ R (question of fact)o]THSGA #5594).

(RTsE, WHEBE, 1989, WEmM, p.98)
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AeEwmBia #£ 1 %

AAZchE BAaRE&S BA Yotof Yty

ERYIEES "HEAC EBANA RS FlEsIe A2 ARANAL
BB Exst BEXAS EBALE FE HAs RANSE 5F
Y wizkx] Re& XiRstelol & g HiR=E st srhiedA o] #FY
EE#Eol drtz & 4 th o ol HEAL Mo i LHFRE} RE
A8l HHEE Atolol AL SETA e T, HEAS BXAC &
€ BEMCE dFsts A& T HRe #FE KA ok

ERFIEHES THE HEAL BERS 71 £7F At £ 7] g
BRAE E T2 HZ Ao tiste] o] #HE BARL 4+ odan BEAL R
BAZ HEAS tiilste olF yAatd 4 Urh?

2. BRI T8N
1) T#Rp, 0] BE

ERHILHES HFol ERFol UL digt TEY 5 gtk o7AM TEE
0l Mol HEAL SHS wut AR AL AAAA biFel oJ=27] #i
Ql H39] Mk BETA g dE Wich?

5) A.G. Guest, Benjamin’s Sale of Goods, 3rd ed., London, 1987, pp.
694-695.

6) Bloxam v. Sanders(1825) 4 B.&C. 941, 948.

7) Jenkyns v. Usborne (1844) 7 M. & C. 678.

8) Whitehead v. Anderson (1842) 9 M. & W. 518.

9) Gibson v, Carruthers (1841) 8 M. & W, 321 at p.328.
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eEs b OERWIEE ] FLO.B g2t Btk B3 B

o] HiMe mii= Hdol HEACIY 1 REAY HFE "y mojx o
R AR AL 28 tfilste] wR5IRE sI=F HRE Foud &9
BE Tl &0l ol KEHEHEEAE BZANA BEY Bro=
Wihol BEE, KES] EEA B 7B} REA(EE REA)NA FIEH o
T8 BRA £ 2 REAC] #18 EREA E& JIEle FFEA(EE RE
A2 2R g 5IRs7\7Hx e EiBdol de ZALE 2ot HES)
3 UTHSGA B458(1)3R). o714 ERolel: #1&S BARM BRete o
£ BEAP BRE 2 sl EBEAs RN 24 "BE, (in notion)o
< = BR3P BReE & 4 on, olet w2 BEFo

80

Ae wRE ERF UA o Zeg & wlE glch o 7t EXWEEfF]
A HEACl BB e BXAY REACA %HReS 51%std ols AA
RXAY 562 BEY 2oz #E] uidd v& 2 #Hfhol Mol
Sloj= EEAC) EBRMILES B 4+ At} H&el BRANA BRY
ERCE HEAL SHE oYY ¥ "FIUMY &.i(netural hands) &, HE
BA, EEREA E&= 71ebe] "B\I# /A (independent intermediary)
o] RETO AU Z ol Tl HEAS ESFLES FAY £ orhw

SGA £45fF= EEAS HEAOIL BERZAY REAC ozt E4d
“middleman” 22 Z}F3}a 9lom H]F F Ao o3t A= e
HRZAY REASE BA o3 ot &, #EBAY LFTol d& & BEY
gro] olu]glE iR, (in transit)QE ZHEFtchw

10) C.M. Schmitthoff, op. cit.,, p.133.
11) Bethell v. Clark (1888) 20 Q.B.D. 615, 617.
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HepmptE 2/ I %

2) ERMILES] TFRY

(1) BRFEH| RED B¢

feRESFo] HEACETH HERX A O REAA HEEAS Hfol
HERAY FETO ole ¥ #EB$d oz F3che 28y} BR A
HEASRTE MEEHRS LolA ofF & RZ A, (sub-buyer)elLt &
BEAA REUS B¢ HEAS 570 EEYLHES JE Y] scALe &
BHHS FiE#Y Bt o1 EAlolth. &, Mol ot EX AL
I REACA FIE=A] A3 BEAL Frpoll olod H[F T ERAC] ¥
el FAEHES BHEAZ)Y fste BXAY REBEALZA BXAA 51#
d BLR ol& 5IRAUTIAE H@m EEFol e 22 FHrh

REERAAE Qitd oz BR A ERREAS B3l RS 51325}
71 dizoll EBS 1 REAC] EXAY AI2UZE M 51T of KT
th mretd FAF T EERARBEACl ERXRAAL BRFIEY KTRE=
BERZAY ol &aioleh v atef BZ Aol HEAA TR F¥FHw/ B
Aol &% MMAREAY Rt Hdro]l I3 E2teld RS KT
=2 |

3 #pho] HPIERA (common carrier)?] fifiio) ohlel B A Fig e
fafio] BEEW EES #TY ZAo= #EYUCHY 2 vlE Hfol B
ZAo] £7% Mol B Aol EHT Mol sl HEA BH2
HEV HAE BRERS UFEed RS KTEAL & + ¢l o

12) Lyons v. Hoffnung (1890) 15 App. Cas. 391.
13) James v. Griffin (1837) 2 M. & W. 623.
14) Van Casteel v, Booker (1848) 2 Exch. 691, 699, 708,
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gk b OERYEED FLOB i3] Bitho] T PR

2 BEAS Wi BEoHS FRSIL 7] ol kS HRe ER
o RE A E2fsict. opi7iAE F.0.B. RoA HEEAS BX Al AA
T Fffol BEE BWBSIL AMTMES UL el = ERHILHE

& ZHeThaL Hojop Frhw

(2) &Y B FEHT] 5I%ste 3%
fol $EET Byl FFESHY] diel RRA E£v 2 REAC] 2 5

i
o

Ug wfoll= RS KT ETHSCA 45 (2)H)

Lanel N.W.Ry v, BartletEEffollx® B Ao] =il R0 wie} B
FlEst=] B3 A=IAE HolE FERE A7|8E o Pollock$®E "H|S
BEACl B4 Aoy BRE FWHEE WRAA HANG 2ol
S Zwa BN HES Y MEAY KES KTHD MRS K
Taich, 2 fmstalch

S} SGA BASHE(E)ES THRA V1B BEA Ei REAC HEA E

2 REAO| chsto] BB 3IHE MELE ARY wols WRE HT
¢ oz Bl fEstel Mol WEY vl BE Hols A
1 ZIE7} o FolAW WRES KTV B WRAC HES EWeID o)
o= HZACIL 1 REAL] Sl 3IEERS AQst MRS BT o
Aoz molol qth. AZ EEAS AEA Gl BEAS FEM &h
RG-S MRS KTAA %t 202 Hojo} k.

15) Craven v. Ryder(1816) 6 Taunt 433: Ruch v. Hatfield (1822) 5 B. &

A, 632.
18) (1861) 7 H.N. 400,

_55_



REEmBeiE £ 1%

SGA #4568 (2)HS] HEL 27 Y= BXAY REAS RS 5|18
WS EFE JMAoF ¥t XS] “his agent in that behalf”3t XES 15

EY Heptiel TIE BATOlA FIEYE HAE 7 REAS njiirhw

(3) EXALENE ALsle] H4F31=S BAE U2 %

SGA #4584 (3)HL "Hfhol HEH Aol =T Fo] EBRA 7Iel %
FEAC thste RZAS $3td B@me RASIL £F BRAS Hsto 2
REALEN 5FHE ALY A& BAY oo ERL RT3 BHX A
ThA] THE HRHE HESIAEITY BEE ARIYCh T glEsta ok 2
23t F@A(acknowlegement )= ZEREF (estoppel )8 NEAT Aol A&
TEEATEHS PR, (an illustration of the doctrine of attornment)o]
th & RE7F BE uist #HE Z=F REA BT TEAS ¥
BELE REY EFE FFSIA Bt AAdS I RE REAC] Hrhv
B3 Aol EBAA A o2RY BR7 AS w7zix] ERAY £E 4
e RESIES 233 AL 2702 dste] HRAZ BEX AL REA0]
1 3R] KT Hohke ZEYL By Hche

I ERAS RS U S HEES A e FU2 BERAY R

17) Todd (1978) J.B.L. 39, 43-44: ERW I} npHIIR 2 REHH HE
A2 HE#EE BZACl RS FHEMNSE HSFRMBYUS of JAgct
(SGA £843%(1)(b)™H).

18) Mechan & Co, v, N.E. Ry., (1911) S.C. 1348, 1357-1358,.

19) Henderson & Co., v. Williams (1895) Q.B.521: Doublin City Dist-
illery Ltd. V. Doherty (1914) A.C. 823, 847-848.

20) Johann Plischke und Sohne G.m.b.H, v. Allison Brothers Ltd. (1936)
2 All E. k. 1009,

- 56 -



Wyt b ERH LS F.O.B 2Ete) Bitkel 3t B

BALZA S EUUCtE AE7Y BEXAHLY Alo]o AUA= REY]
uFol EENHRIIA] HEES TN e A4l kgt E
BAL] Eigolojo} il

(4) BEACl HEe £l 2

SCA #HASKE(4)HS "BEZ A0l BWASITE AAsIY ERBA 7El RIEA
e REAC 2 SHE ASST A woll, WS HEAC BR &
He ALY APolT WES KT 202 NA gich MEstn ol
o

HEAL H& 3IHE BRNOS AYY 45 oouy ol HEAS
ERWILES 24A7E T30} oAt HR3ITEES AL BEol U
o 27 HEel HEAC HRS GHY BE/ 929 uF FRAC HE
S 3IEY WO Yo% MRS KTHA Yk HEAC H@e] BE
B - BRI A0l AT SR el iy WEAS WAILEC] &
THL & HZA MHY SAS AYSE T HEAS of HHE Wit
g+ otk A% WED HEACY 1 REAC HE3IES AZT 29
HEACS stz HEAY THE REEE Hol GAES 2SS 8 9

(N
1p

3 ERFILES VAL 71FHE Fojgich e 2zt R Ao] Ao cigt
HAEAY WaBRES Aol sAUTHH HRe] BTE 7] g3l RS

Adsts AL AZEeE UR Rotta & 4 gtk

21) Bolton v. Lancs and Yorks Ry, (1866) L.R. 1 C.P.431.
22) Ex p. Cooper (1879) 11 Ch.D. 68, 73.
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REmBtE 2 1 %

(5) R3ZAo| ATt ol 518st= 2%

SGA 28454%(5) K2 "Hdol BXAY MMY Mol 51EY s MR
o] HRALEAN HRET HHSI=A B HEAY REASZAN h%31e
e 2t A5 Aol st AAE EAelvh il A3t Ak BRA
of osto] MY Mol EXA A MfeR FH=A REE #&
MREWES] Zoer RERF BITHR ot vehd EEE] BE
of gaigict

Berndtson v. StrangeHE{FollXN? Cairnsf)2 "FH A A|P/ELS Hko)
fae] A A(servant) ], EMREA BZAY EAALR etz
A gich gho} EMRETE REMEHS A Aste] 2alo] #i¥eel F Alowner
of the voyage)oletd =4l Mife]l SHHEZE Hi MR} HAS =AY
fEA%Z7E Aoh? o] 9 MERF L HEAC ERHLEES PSS U
BE2] U T RXEE HEAS ol& A 4 ¢k 919 Berndtson
v. StrangeE ol AP HEA-S HZ Aol MM Mt HHS St =t
Aol #gRLt BEE (order or assign)E WMBTEEY MEFHS Wyt
ch ol BRY MEERS ST HEAC] ERHLES 27 S8t
ERAL MRS HEAZ BRAY S Focta zhalgddot, 23x%
BRG] ohd F¢ MRS vt HEEAL MEY #AACY HHE
23) (1868) L.R. 3 Ch. App.588.

24) REMRFAAM ¥IF PRl MEEHS FRIT el EHE] REA
o Exsta &Y EB Aol Hrl. BREMRIO| ohd Z¢ MRS
faEel gxtoln] EBRTWRMS EHEHJ EBAL MEV S

(C.M. Schmittoff, op. cit., p.481).
25) (1867) 4 Eq. 481.

- 58 -



kb ERFIEHESL FLO.B. R Bkl BT PR

REAC] opur}. uteld BEAS EEYLLES Akt Hct

(6) EBAC] RENLE BIHEE HESIE= 3T

SGA ZB454%(6)3HS "HEA 7Bt RIEA Ex= KEAC] RZA B 2
REA] tiste] e FIEE REOR HHY oo RS BKTT A
o2 &b, FAIR ot o H(HFHL ERBACl HE AL 2 RE
Aol tiste] zptAQl EEBES T st KIES EREAY FEH
o BIEIEES st otk o71A "Bl . (delivery)= Mol Hyifiof
FEStl HZAolU 2 REAo] 51%3te ZE u|yich uwepd RHEL
HZAIY 2 REAC] #@E 7170l 51%Y E¥F slx #ERACl T
po= Adstd RTHY HEAY ERYIEHES RTH2 735t o
th o7|A "REMOZ, (vrongfully)®t ol HBAC]l EBRH ==
2] oBR FIEE AET ool BN EE# de A& UL
ol ERAOl RIHE EREoIL N oiy FEHC gloewA 3IEE

3y3tx] e Ffolch

(7) H&EE 57t 5lfEsks 2%
SGA 4K (T)HS "Hdae] dF7F BRA £ 2 REACA 51EY %

fol= I BERERg ol Wdte] ERPILHES JAY 4+ oo gt I g%
o] FIEOT Hpanel ARol B HHE EI%e ARE UXE + U= ¥
BollA st A F-polls 3R] ohusitt, L HESL it

A3 SCA HIERIS HEES HAE VT HFESEH SCA B2k BE
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REEBHE #H 0L %

ol B A2 [Alsich e MEHE HRY —RIEE A
5IEE YBHES BESIL USE FT3Is Yl ? #ERFol A FHA
dsdthe A2 —WMEIEE wRdA S BB FIEE kA des U
EhdTiil & < gtk Hustd EEAS ERAEHEC AFH] Hide B
AAE FIEsHA] U LS 7IBE £ S dEelch. 2 P ES
ST HZAo ERAL #tel] wiel o] & AN 2] FIER UolEd FHE
€ UEHITH ol EWH 5 uiet A BB L7 "ot

3. ERBILHES ’IT

1) EEHILE] BITHE

SGA FH46HEE T(RZRT HEALS BRo Bold BEW HES S
AL BEE MBS SHY ERA JIE ZEA = BEA st Bx
e BHS YoRA ERHILES WY £ Atk (2)2 BHE BES
VAR SHsHs % E= 3 KAo] tiste o|E ¥ £ gtk (3)kAd o
g BAE AA0] YT FE tistel HRAIA Wl 3IEH7 Aol
2 BAA B REAC tistel o]8 AU £ ot B o REAA 8
2] ohstd 71 Aol Ydrhi MESL Atk

ikl AL ERUILES A7) sl S WA e o
26) Jones v. Jones (1841) 8 M. & ¥. 431: Tanner v, Scovell (1844) 14 M. &

W. 28: Bolton v. Lancs and Yorks Ry. (1866) L.R.1 C.P. 431, 440.
27) Mechan & Sons Ltd, v. N.e. Ry (1911) S.C. 1348, 1358.
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Bepk b OERYIEHEDE FLO.B it Bitkel] T BHAR

otth®  9]e] SGA HE46MR(1)HY “....& TEYE £ Url’(...may
exercise)?| “may” (1)HA AFE 27Hx] Fikol 7Hedt FYgt whyo]
obd& ¢Alsta gicth

HEAS B3t o2 B Al oyt kS T3] dio
HRAS HEAS HEHE 78R 1 EEHS dotB7] 18 A=Al
AEg T2 U HEAC HHES #KRSIAILAL olo] IS Fojsloo}
gt &, fiEe MEEFC BERXAd &ste] #3FoA BE=IR Aot
& HEACl FHIMESF 27314 U3 WibH ZY¥E FAY £ 9ch
JgA e ERAZ HEAC] EXRE TER EEN BE/ UASS 432 3
& B9t HYIE 1THE YL T8 Hart gk g EHRACl HE
A8 Aol chste] BASHA A RIte Boe WHERIHKRE U

o2 (by interpleading) A})& B3I 4= Qit}®

r.l

EHEIEES BAals B8 HEAC ERBAMNA HHE AL A& &
Foto] HBALE 3lodF MRS BZAA 51 A] UA=EE ALY B
HEAS frol oiet ERAOl REY AS HRANA E#HSIE 2oz
SOl BEAY Bas EXAY "T2T &%, (full agreement)E 0]
FojAof girt v
3 HEAY Bae HAE 3 BEFY 5 A= AlgloA] FojAo} &
28) Snee v. Prescot (1753) 1 Atk. 245, 250. Litt v. Cowley (1816) 7
Taunt. 169.

29) The Tigress (1863) 32 L.J. Adm. 97, 101.

30) The Tigress (1863) 32 L.J. Adm at p.102: Bethell v. Clark (1888) 20
Q.B.D. 615,

31) Ex P. Watson (1877) 5 Ch.D. 35.
32) Nicholls v. Le Feuvre (1835) 2 Bing.N.C. 81.
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Rembpie £ 1 %

th wiebr] Bdaol Aol B#EEo Aedl AHFAel sl MZolA Bimst

1]

= Al2e I drh Yustd O AA2 PHRES HHFSE A

o

247] = Zolch.

2) ERAKAO tidt @A

9le] SGA #AGEE(3)ES] MRAKAN oYt Birs BEES wEa 9
o FHEOR 1 @i MR 2 deo] HE @A Fojd £ g
ch #Edol MW Dy BAIE L MEIL FAET B, (reasonable
diligence) & 71&8A MR At 9B Ut WEAKAL olen
%7} 27 tlEol wel WRACl A HHE Tk Balo] MRol %
MMARERREA e BRAA FIERIcAE HEAA ciste] 2 Aol
ghch, @

Scruttondl#e] Asjuo] olstd EEWILES HEAol HRAA EE
Ael BBl whslol Aol W& IES 27U WES B ol
dold Mmel 3IES 27w + Qo EMRARM BEH WEALS HMHE

AN ZEEANNA thdt HEFIEE ol glo] W& U] o=} 9

b
2,
oy
o
n
B
s

U ERE LS EBAY ol #HE Wlsle e
= HEAA #HERe 278 5 3t

ERARKS R BREW i #ERK017] dlZoll £Rie] o
33) Kemp v. Falk (1882) 7 App. Cas. 573, 585-586.

34) Booth S.S. Co.Ltd. V. Cargo Fleet Iron Co. Ltd. (1916) 2 K.B. 570,
600-601.
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Feyk b ERYIEER F.OB. 2] Bithol] I R

BE ol #BER d¥E & 5 Urh
3) BaKel HHEE Y

SGA $B46#R(4)HE "WRmeS LAste EBA 7l ZFEA E& REAC
HEACR T8 ERYLE TFY BHE U2 dole HEA 2= 21 #
AclA e BoIEstoF Tt BFIES BAS HEAC] Rt}
ch i FAsia gl

EBRAS YL ol el BFstojof star, el oiy iﬁﬂ%ﬂ
Felz] olale] Jiw HEFIERHAE W& 4 slch¥

~l|

ghor IR A FR BAE FAISIL Qoo ol ZEANA HRES
SIEsHA HW EBALZ olof thgh ML Ao} gt ® dutsid HEALS
BAE HRbHol iy ERE B dfEolvl. HEAY ExRo ot
AAL ulE "HHES] B, (evidence of conversion)7} Hch®

HEAS WEAA BEAS Y SIHE HIHES ¥ WAEY ohjel
Aol AL e A HERACA FIEE BZE BHE 23 ct? H
BEAY] BRTELE EBAC Yy ZoE EBALEYE HRES FELA
U, = 5l tiE A& Blof she HPA HBE AAYcCL HEA
ERFIEHE BAS] HEEA Uy JREL HRY Y HFE A
5) Wilson v. Anderton (1830) 1 B.& A. 450.
36; Litt. v. Cowley (1816) 7 Taunt. 169.
)

7) Wilson v. Anderton (1830) 1 B. & A. 450,
8) United States Steel Products Co. v. G.W.Ry (1916) 1. A.C. 189, 203.
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BRewmBmE £ 1 %

253171 28t EBAA AIFY RIHKERS AFote Zojthy up
712 HEAL EBANA Fibid H3t AAE A Rt WAyt
e BERe L2 BAC tistel EBRAMA EAsteiof Ut F,
HEAS ERACA A48 gibETE) Udd BAS FHAZ & ¢

ct.
4) EEHILED REs

R L] wmERE tistet BAY + s #Flo]7] o K3k
HY HEAL BB+ Mol 42 HFEA ciste] RERHF ulet B2A
AA AFH RELol Bt BWHE FAY 4 ok npHdsixE #ER
o]l RTH Fol KXY HBEAS Whol FHHAE HRAAA AZH
Réol thstois o] BFME FAMY 5 b Zev EBAL 2pile] Ug
ERS R3] Sty Has BHHNSE 39 XXKEY HEAY ERY

HES RS FAY T cistes Ayt 4 o
5) EEWMILES BR

SGA BE48%R (1)L "o] kol uwiel T2 #lwEo) dxs AE Adslay,
HERWS RITBYH HEA 2l HEE == ERYIL#E BA= A}
39) Booth S.S. Co. v, Cargo Fleet Iron Co. (1916) 2 K.B. 570, 600, 601.

40) Berndton v. Strang (1868) L.R. 3 Ch, App. 588, 591.
41) Northern Grain Co. v. Wiffler (1918) 223 N.Y. 169,
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s L ERYIEEY FL0.B. 2¥te] Bifko] B3 P

Agte 2= MREA ohv¥cha F3sta et e

HEBRFIES TEY AR, HEAC HRe] 5FUE HEY + A2
olof whel #fe] WEHES HESIL REXBBTIA] ol& EFH A4 &
2A"che 2ty HEACl Wi FE#ES HEss 22 otk 2
gLt o] Z-¢ HEACl HEY HAHS I EHE oY ALE RX
BE HEAL RS BEAY + J1 23 ZWERSE op|H: HE
of thdte] o|& BRAoA 33+ + Urh

I F.0.8.2H2 B¥AY BAELE

1. BEFHIM F.0.B. 8%

EHEREKRS F.0.B. 2K HEAY BH5IES BXAY Rexihol &4
of dojilr] wiFol EEHILE FA7E 712 ot Avkshd EERHIE
B2 pitol it FiAES BEAY F REXHRES LA R HEAA ¥
ol thit #EFolct.

Al HBEEBANA= BBREQR F.0.B. S o|&3th ol HEAY
EBMEBE FERHES FRSIY BEIHRSY BRBEA o7ld 2Rl
W ol Z o] HEE WHAEL S 34Tt e of 7)o FRANR] EF
2) o714 rﬁx?ﬁﬂ\:h% “pescind” ¥t ol F *}%?5}51 et o] F “to be

treated as discharged by the seller” ¥+ “terminated by the

seller” & FEmk¥tt} (A.G. Guest, op. cit., p.712).
43) Booth S.S. Co.Ltd. v. Cargo Fleet Iron Co. (1916) 2 K.B. 570, 581.
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REwmBHE £ 1 %

e HEALS RKETH BERES B3 HHdee ¥Anjzste
& 3451 HRol MEEEI FEARY KEI QxsR sl AEE
Al T3 Le 4+ ot 21U BAREKAAE BAST EALD of

N

0] XIAREE BrE o, dwtios FRRERTL ofd B¢ HE
Aol MBEHE ERA Qo= T foj 2ol AFHI7A= AlA7t A
3 3 7ol B AC] XM AEE(insolvency)o] EW HEALS ER$e &
of oj® HEFE WAIstoio} St=d] o] & EMEYLMEolet ¥ 4+ glth
A= F.0.B. ZRAMT ERMRERTE obd BRI F.0.B. 2K Z+
of #2 RZMHE HEAS 2317 flsted EEHibfEol Bl drtx

g 4 9tk
2. BRAL Hofiro} WRUILIE
1) @R A5

F.0.8. RiolAE EZ Aol Y ERACIU 1 REAC HEALS
B KHe SEsl] MRS AU AT Rl B AIA ol
A9E BENT HEAS WRHLES Y + orh ¥E HEAo]
223 BERACl RS ERY Ayl HIZEAL REACIEIR sidilx=
7 REAY SAETl ot 8 ERYLES BAY 4 odtkm Hojop &
booey ERACl B EEEHol el HEAS tielslel ®He A

1

&+ ole HWER7ER] ZEa olokd olBiyt EEACALY SR ERHYLE

Mo
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BFyk b ERYIEED F0.B. B2t Bifkol M3t BLE

S BB
ol SGA 32 (1)H] "HREW RiTol slolx HEACl BRAANA
Wamg $FY ATE FHA UV Ee BANE HHIL & Fede B
AA BEBY 5oz ERAANA HES FIEY djodes 2 ERAO
HZ Ao oJste = A7 AEES 7telA] ofusty B AA 5@
g o

&

9 oz gEichI FAS LRl VI HEs}
AXNY Bt
Aol ERTLES HEe EiZol KTl HEANA BN MRS

= EFIEA o]Zlo] F.O0.B.BYWE It &3 Zlo] Berndson v, Strange

(r

HEifoll M4 =elgodr}
e ERBACl BFERACl ofd RRABHO MEL ZF Mo
A ol Aol FIEET Kk L #EBo] RT3V wiio] ERPLEHEE

AESts 222 Holof Il

2) EAERY B¢

SGA #4548(5)Fell "ol EX AU EMT Mffo] 51EE oo MRS
BRALE e SASteEA BXAY REALEAM SFst=2 HRAY
REALZEAN GHSteAE 2 B¢ Aol uel 23 € R@olch etz
TSI Tl o7iA Tt fiRo] EEALEAM HRS LA HEA
< ERYILES B + Ao kel BERALY REALE 5% 2

44) (1845) 5 Moore P.C. 15,
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HeEmBiE #0105

ol ol HHE BAY + itk dFE B+ MRS EEAY A
ZAolth. AUHA fidgMtolLt MMM MRS M REAoITH
22 BERY B EREL HRZA MRS 185ty dEd #BRS
EZA REACIH ME BHS HRd 4HF7F RXAd Y BREN &
e 22 oujE Ao

3. MEES) BT WRHILE

BHERIMT F.0.B. Ziold HEAS Wi ME Ao Rk MK
S dFol RARKEE IS IS BREFRS WESH BXA
oAl AEYc vl MEBIHOl ARAAA BESLAE ZFol= BEAZ
ERFIEHS 2Tl o] B¢ HBAS Bo#S BRI AR ¢AI o
23 o] ERHILES] TH= FHSIT)
0|5 @Kol BRALRE UBEHA 43 RRAY olE2E A=
daElodet steele, EI #Hfol ot EiBdo] e Bole ESH
LS BAE = ke oln] falk@EHol BRAoA =x3ste] BRA0|
HEel ROES 5T Fol ERFIEY AL F940] oS FArin
g 4 olth
I #EiBdolelal stk EBACl ERALERE RXAY REAL
2 %uua 6756} 5 ARE Uolrtid MREFS RITHRY Bl &
45) D.M. Sassoon, C.I.F. and F.0.B. Contracts, London, Stevens & Sons,

1984, p.497: C.M. Schmitthoff, op. cit., p.481.
46) C.M. Schmitthoff, op. cit., p.134.
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s b ERYEE F.0.B 2t Bitko] BT BA

BEILES 78 5 ot
4. ERYILES] HR

Az, PR BRAY REALEN HHES TR 3¢ ERYLHEL
AEYCE &, BERACl MEOIAUN B Aol BMEZA HREMZHS A
Aste] A& REAY BROE sl HMS RASIEE stAUL EBR
BREAM BRX Aol Wi 72X Zfolch

x|, NEEH (internal sale)?} BHEE (external sale)7} ALF =
7% REEES BHEEEZLO BARSIEBHE MM XMolch olu)
MEEES BX Al BEREFS SIIEE ol HFRS HHI Y&l o
7] Wi Eol HEALS ERYPLES BAY 4 dcdx & 4 Qlch.e

Az, BXAol HEAY RAENC] HEE RISV BEIS 3=
AX#E HEAY ERFILHES ST UA gt (SGA F47H(1H 8
B). 2 HEACl BZAY BHEITH RENE F e BERYILE
o] JHIITE ™ ghof MEFHol ERANA SIERT BZ Aol ol FE
F3FoA HWEE L BE - AEY Zvole HEAY ERGLES BR
Sta 3%V HFE 2 S3HA Hch o] RIS MEEHE o4l 3IBiERS
of 22 oie EBREHF FPol= Iz FHEHch
47) Van Casteel v. Booker (1848) 2 Ex. 691.

48) Fowler v. Kymer & M’taggart (1797) 7 Term Rep. 442.

49) Cowdenbeath Coal Co. Ltd. v. Clydesdale Bank Ltd. (1895) 22 R. 682.
50) D.F. Mount v. Jay & Jay {Provisions) Co. Ltd. (1960) 1. Q.B. 159.
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HemBHE £ 0%

V. &

2>

BHRERM F.0.B. 2ol EARERY B¢ HRYILES EE HE
ot iUzt BZ AL M FEREEL BAGC BREToLEREH ZB

13 o7l wiEelch

i
&
o

o EERARERY S B8 BRAEY XigAol BXAc] HEE
BZ Aol Y Hhaol tiy BHE \EshAU XAl =Y HEAS
BEE ol oyt EHE EBYLES F3to] HE3}ojof it o] B¢
HE A0l EBAFILES THEE B SEE 53N o]F BHEAUCR
st = ZYRES ke B3] ¢irh

3t F.0.B. ZolMe HHAS HR Aol ARIIER HEAY HBHILE
2 ERS W) 9T EBAL BEHES RKRAD Pl B3t T FAL
7He3t7] WEo HEAL EES AFT olFdol o] BHEAY 5 olrh
by HEAS EH5Y BNBAS FUL ERFIEHES JAdcHd
Bl & FRsA BABIY RS SEUCL st W2 B ES] BRKS
Z3tA € Zlolth

REHY HBEAS HRol thstel ERFILES Y + 7] w2l
BE R disld RoME Ex FEEMA(contingent interest)E 2t
3 gich s

ol RMHFBZES BEL BMERBHES 733517 wiFol METHSIT

51) C.M. Schmitthoff, op. cit., p.431.
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Hpk b ERWIEE D FL0.B. 292te] Bitkel B PR

o] & EERRY ARAo| MRste B LERE M= tlE HEALY Rkl
th ol AR o 8517 st BHEHH F.0.B.& 1 Bel 2 EEYL
stod o714 “T"s REXMBES WA ZT¢ HEAY ROHFRS BERsIe X
2F) g R BER o) T}

U2 JEARERS Binol vin|ste] HEA REE 2| F.0.B.& IR
¥e] BEMLE MY 7HX7} slti AR

=2l
=
-
g A

- R/ BOLEE, HBEE®, M, 1992
. BBEE, =%, 1992

- BT, RREEBH, HEM, 1992,

, BREERH, HEL, 1992

52) B&RAAM ALEID 9= RUFIREEHHQ “Contingency Insurance
Clause” = t}23} 2t}

“The goods described in this policy are insured subject to the
conditions of this policy against the risks specified, but this
insurance covers seller’s interest only.

Claims in respect of loss of or damage to the goods shall be

payable hereunder only if and to the extent that the buyer fails
to pay for such lost or damaged goods.

This company to be subrogated to the Assured’s rights against the
buyer as well as other parties.

Any assignment of this policy or of interest or claim hereunder
shall discharge this company from all liability whatsoever,”
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HEwmBE # I %

- —, W LRI, =3, 1992

- A.G. Guest, Benjamin’s Sale of Goods, 3rd ed., London, 1987.

- C.M. Schmitthoff, Schmitthoff’s Export Trade, Stevens & Son, 8th
ed., 1986.

- D.M. Sassoon, C.I.F. and F.0.B. Contracts, London, Stevens & Son,

1984.
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