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Ats lifetime no cause of action arose before he died; and that even assum-

111 that the debt was payable to Atkiflson on the day of his death, yet there

f0 evidence that he died after the time fixed for payment, the Statute

WoÎild flot run against bis adminiStrator until letters of administration were

fotk"out. Lopes, L.J., however, preferred to rest his decision solely on the

rcnr ground. As regards the latter point it may be observed that as regards

Wh'y the law in Ontario is modified by stte (RS« c3,5)uder
t (h letters of administration for the purpose of the Statute of Limitations

~ .c. 3) relate back to the death of the deceased.

INUAC-AIECLIINPOIAF CAUSE 0F DAMAGE.

Pnk V. Flemning, 25 Q.B.D., 396, was an action to recover on a policy of
narine ifisurance, whereby the defendafits insured the plaintiffs cargo against

cIarn~ages Occasioned thereto by collision. The vessel in which the cargo was

'bin arried met with a collision ; in conSequence it had to put into port for
repairs

te)and in order to carry out the repairs it became necessary to unload part
~the goods insured, and on the comrpletion of the repairs the goods were re-

QtIPdi the vessel, which proceeded on1 its voyage. On its arriva1 at its
4letînation it was found that the goods, which consisted of fruit, had been

da.iiiaed by the unloading and reloading, and the delay necessitated by the

"'irs nder these circumstances it becamne necessary to determine whether
C Pollision was the proximate cause of the loss. The Court of Appeal (Lord

I&Z8her, M.R., Lindley and Bowen, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision o'rilf Mathew, J., at

dam, tra, that the collision was not the proximate cause of the loss, that the

mage Was too remote, and that therefore the action failed.

1»TRACTCONL F LAWS-DiSCHARGE F p)EBTOR BY FOREIGN BANKRUPTCYEFFECT F AN

e4-1HDEET-ST'AY 0F PROCEEDINGS UNDER JUDICATURE ACT 1873 (36 & 37 vicT., c. 66) S. 24,

S(39)-(ONIT. JUD. ACT) R.S.0., C. 44, S. 52, S.5. 10.)

tri' Gibbs v. La Societe Industrielle, etc., 25 Q.B.D., 399, an attempt was made

ý fiuce the Court of'Appeal 'to overrule the decision of Lord Kenyon in

kt V. J3uçhanan, i East 6. The action was brought against the defendants,

14 jlch Company, to enforce a contract made, and to be performed in Eng-

Pa.Proceedings in liquidation had been taken in France to wind up the Comn-

and it was contended on the part of the defendantsthat in the first place
eect othsprceigwatOdischarge the defendants from liability,

r th1 if .the second place,, owing to the pendency of the procednsi h

. c outhsato uh to be stayed under the judicature Act (see Ont.

tQ 5,S.S. Io). But the Court (Lord Esher, M.R., and Lindley and Lopes,

lt4tWereagreed that even assumning the proceedings i., France were equIva-

tj oa ishrei b:nkruptcy in England, yet suc discharge was inoperai

SAnd that such proceedings in dhe foreign court furnished no ground for

'1"gthe action either before or after-judgment under the judicature Act.,


