
 

Mock exam instructions for English Law of Contract  

(Please note that writing a mock exam is not mandatory) 

________________________________________________ 

Submission deadline  10 November at 15:00 – submission in Fronter  

1. Students type their name on top of the paper + level (bachelor or master), and submit it in 

the correct hand-in folder in Fronter: bachelor or master. For mock exam purposes, we use 

the same questions for both levels. 

2. Students can submit papers individually or together with fellow students. (Please consider 

working in groups, since this can maximize your learning!) 

3. An upper limit of 2,500 words applies, confirm the number of words on the top of the 

document. If you consider that the word limit is insufficient to respond well to all 

questions, you can choose to submit a response to selected questions only. Your response 

should be structured and concise. 

4. You are strongly encouraged to respond to the mock exam while placing yourself in an 

exam situation (four hours, only permitted materials, etc.), especially if you are not used 

to four hour school exams from your previous studies. 

5. Submission in Fronter 

a) Log into Fronter with your usual password and username https://fronter.uio.no/ 

b) Find the Fronter room: JUS5260-Fellesrom 2014 høst 

c) Go to the folder “Mock Exam”, find correct subfolder and submit in one of the 

following folders: “Hand-in folder bachelor’s level”, or “Hand-in folder -master’s 

level”. 

d) NB! If the paper is submitted outside the folder, other students may view it! 

 

If you have problems with the access to Fronter  please send an e-mail to 

elisabeth.reien@jus.uio.no. If you have substantive questions concerning the mock 

exam, please contact  

 

6. The papers will be corrected and  a tentative grade and some explanatory comments will 

be made available in Fronter. The mock exam will also be discussed in the lecture on 19 

November.  

 

 

Mock exam – submission 10 November 

 

https://fronter.uio.no/
mailto:elisabeth.reien@jus.uio.no


English Law of Contract (JUS5260 / 1260) 

Mock Exam, Autumn 2014 
Exam question 

Please answer the following questions in connection with the following case scenarios. In 

answering the questions, you are to apply English law of contract. Question 2 is to be 

answered only by Master’s level students (not Bachelor’s level students). Thus, Master’s level 

students must answer questions 1, 2 and 3; Bachelor’s level students must only answer 

questions 1 and 3. 

1. Mr. Money (M) is a wealthy businessman residing in London. He has developed a passion 

for ocean sailing, so he engages Mr. Builder (B), who is a boat-builder based in Cornwall (on 

the south-west coast of England), to construct a yacht for him. The initial negotations for the 

building project are conducted over the telephone in December 2012, and in the course of the 

conversation, M informs B of a long list of specifications for the yacht that he wants. One 

such specification is that the yacht is to be 36 feet in length. B notes down these 

specifications. M and B then agree on a price and delivery date for the finished yacht. The 

price is to be £50,000, with £10,000 to be paid when work on the yacht begins, which is 15 

January 2013. The remainder (£40,000) is to be paid upon delivery of the finished yacht, that 

date being agreed as 15 May 2013. When the agreement is written up by B, the specification 

as to the length of the yacht is mistakenly omitted, but neither B nor M notice this and both 

sign the written agreement. 

On 10 April, B phones M to say that he is having difficulties in finding an experienced 

assistant who can help him to build the yacht and that because of this he will not be able to 

complete the yacht by 15 May. He also says that the costs so far have been much higher than 

he envisaged so he demands an extra £5,000 to finish the yacht. M replies that the delay is 

okay and that he is also prepared to pay the extra money but that he definitely wants the yacht 

by 1 June at the latest as he is hoping to sail the yacht in a boat race on 6 June. B does manage 

to finish building the yacht by that date, but when M travels to Cornwall to look over the new 

yacht on 2 June he finds that the yacht is only 35 feet in length. He complains to B about this, 

claiming that this is in breach of what they had agreed. B replies that the fact that the yacht is 

slightly shorter than 36 feet will make no difference to the sailing capabilities of the yacht. 

This assessment is corrobarated by an independent expert. The only problem incurred by the 

fact that the yacht is 35 feet rather than 36 feet is that the yacht’s sleeping compartment is a 

bit more cramped than it would have been were the yacht one foot longer. M, however, claims 

damages for breach of contract, and he claims these on a “cost of cure” basis – i.e., in order 

that the yacht is rebuilt so that it is 36 feet. M claims that he has problems with his spine so 

that it is important that he can stretch out properly in the sleeping compartment. M also 

refuses to pay B the extra £5,000. B resists paying “cost of cure” damages, claiming that these 

will be excessive relative to damages based on the difference between the market value of the 

yacht and its contractual price. B also insists that M pay the extra £5,000. 

Shortly afterwards, M’s cousin (C) hears of M’s difficulties. C is a keen sailor and has been 

thinking about purchasing an ocean-going yacht. C sends M an email and writes: “I have 

heard about your new yacht and that is not quite what you expected. I presume, though, that 

the yacht is a pretty nice one. I may be prepared to buy it from you for £45,000”. M replies by 

email: “Great! We have a deal”. A day later, C finds an advertisement for another yacht that 

looks more attractive for him and does not follow up on the email correspondence with M. M 

believes, however, that he and C have made a binding agreement for the sale of the yacht to C 

and is keen to enforce that agreement in the event that his claims against B fail. 

Advise M of his contractual rights in relation to B and C. 

2. Assume that the building in which B builds the yacht burns down in March 2013, thus 

destroying the boat which was then only half-built. Explain whether M may reclaim the 



£10,000 he paid in January, on the basis of the Law Reform (Frustrated Contracts) Act 1943 

section 1(3) and case law pursuant to that provision. Section 1(3) stipulates: 

“Where any party to the contract has, by reason of anything done by any other party thereto 

in, or for the purpose of, the performance of the contract, obtained a valuable benefit (other 

than a payment of money to which the last foregoing subsection applies) before the time of 

discharge, there shall be recoverable from him by the said other party such sum (if any), not 

exceeding the value of the said benefit to the party obtaining it, as the court considers just, 

having regard to all the circumstances of the case and, in particular,— 

(a)the amount of any expenses incurred before the time of discharge by the benefited party in, 

or for the purpose of, the performance of the contract, including any sums paid or payable by 

him to any other party in pursuance of the contract and retained or recoverable by that party 

under the last foregoing subsection, and 

(b)the effect, in relation to the said benefit, of the circumstances giving rise to the frustration 

of the contract.” 

3. Discuss the following claim: “The doctrine of consideration ought to be abolished. It has 

little real value for commercial relationships and operates for the most part simply as an 

unreasonable hindrance for business”. 


