
execi tion creditor or debtor to consent to the sheriff's continuance
in pos~sessionl, and that his doing so was a continuing act of
bank-ruptcy; but the Court of Appeai held that there wvas but
one ,~ tOf bankruptcy,and that the sheriff continuing in possession
for tvcnýy-one days, and that, cconsequently, there "'as no act of
batnkrtitcy within threc ironths preceding the declaration of
baiikiupjtcy. Although the case turns largely on the English
lit:;ýi-Liutcy Act, it may perhaps bc of some use in dctermininig
tli i-1its of cxecution creditors unde: the Ontario A2t. relating to

as.;.;ne'tsby insolvents, (R,S.O., c, 147, s. 1 1 .

SALE OF 00005--BIL!. OF LAKflNG-SALF R 13V'RSON IIAVING' B3ILL 011
Pu,,ýs1N I'ROPERTY-'SISrsioN' oW( 11S-AIE, Go A~CT, j8t), (ý2

ýj VICT., c, 45), 51- 2, 8-q. 2 (RSO.c. .,5o, 4. ý,

Ch c/u v. PorketLls B.C.S.I'. C'o. (1899) 1 Q,13- ()3, the Court
or 4Appe)al (Smnith, Collins and Romer, L.J)have r-e\-erýcd the

ofkirîn Mathetv, J. (1898) 2 Q. 13. 6 1 (noted ante, %-cl. 34, P. 649).
It nid> bc rernenibered tiîat aile Steinman had conisignied the
ý,(d ini question taoane Pintscher, ta whomn Steinrinani sent the

bill tir ading, accompanied by a bill of excliange for the price.
IPiinclci- refused to accept the bill of cxchange, but kept the bill
(if lanand in frauci of Steirnani sold the goods to the plaitiifs,
andf indorsed the bill of lading to thern, and the%- paid hiim the
prvuc Steinrnani thiereuponi stopped the goods iii transitu, and
tlw' present action. was brouglit to recc>ver thc goodsi fronm the
bailrcs by virtue of the titie conferrcd oin the plaintiffs as bona
fidle iîndorsccs or the bill or lading. MatheW, J., carne to the con-
citisimn that lintscher was flot an agent of Stejornan, ettutsteci
\vili the bill of lading and competent to confer a title, Tho Court
of hnea ave corne ta the conclusion that, as thc plaintiffs hiad
takcn te bill or lading in good faith without notice of the righits
of Stuininani, rroi a person who held pJssessîon>t of it wiPth -lie

ccstof Steini-nan, they hadl acquired a gond titie, because
iuiuler the Factors' Act, 1889, s. 2, Pintscher %vas colupeterit to
tracîsfer the bill of lading so as to give a good titie to a bona fîde
trawýfercc, as if lie, 1intscher, were the dul>' authorized agent of
Stciniuan, and under the Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57
Vic' ', c 71), s, 25, s-s. i, the plaintiffs hiad a good title, and
Stuin~an wvas flot as against thern entitled ta stop the goods in


