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dise; the compan1y was to pay freight f roi Glasgow. The goods
were shipped, and arrived at the goods-station ini Ottawa on th(,
l9th February, 1915, the company flot having i-oncýv to pay the
freiglit, the goods were transferred to the C'ustoms warehousie.
On the 4th Mardi, the company paid the freight on certain of
the goods, transferred them to, theceompany's premises, and put
them on the shelves. On the 6th M.Narch, further freight was
paid; on the 8th, the balance, except a smnall portion, was paid,
and a proportionate quantity of the goods was transferred. On
the 2nd March, the company, through its agent, offered a com-
promise at 0 cents on the dlollar to its creditors. This was
refused; and the company, on the l2th March, made an assign-
ment for the benefit of its creditors; a winding-up order followed.

The contention was thattic offer of compromise iade on the
2nd March, the company tien being insolvent, waýs suci an art
1)f bankruptcy, that the receipt of the goods afterwards amounted
to a fraud upon the appellants, and thev should have a preference;
further, that tie property did flot pass, as tic, (oiflpany was enî-
titled to a reasonlU)l tiine to inspeet, aiid t1 sieadgnrnent was
mnade before tiat tinie had elaî>sed.

The creditors could flot sueeeed upon eithur of t Iese grounds.
Tic purchaser paying the freight, the ileivery \was at ( ÏIasgow,
and upon such delivery tie property passed, and nothing occurred
subsequently which caused the property to rcvest. Even if the
property did not pass until dclivery at Ottawa, tic conîpany,
b)efore assigmnent, took possession of the goods and acceptcd
them witiout objection. Tiere was no stoppage iii transitu,
nor any action taken l)y the appellants i11 any way to retain their
claim. The suggestion tiat an act of insol oency could prevent
the propcrty passing, if it lîad flot already passed, tvas wholly
unsupported by authority.

Appea! disniie wh costs.


