
44-Vol. VII.] LOCAL COURTS' it MU-NICIPAL GAZETTE. [March, 1871.
before the comînencemnert of the suit. eleoted to out of twenty-three or thee ctreditors who hadtome in, and did corne ina, under the said pro. signed, aund who were crediors for over $100ceedings. and assented to said ssgmet and each, iras aloo proyed. The dlaims of the credi-
proved lim Clain, thereurader, ta wit, the Cause or tors whoâe signatures were proved exceedeciaction in the declaraticn metitioned. And defen- three-fourths in value of the total dlaims of aIl
dauts say that tiierenrte., tra wit, on tlae 8th day the creditors havirag demande of $100 and up-
of August, A.D. 18C,8. a deed of composition wards againet defendants. Meiny of the credi-and disebrarge, under the provisions eftthe ensid 'tors were co-partniers in tradý, and signed the
Act, and under the sarid -tsskigutraent, wfts marde Dames of their res4pective firme; othera signedand entereat into by and betiveen the defeudatits the mimes of the firm or of their principals by
of tbe firrat palrt, and the severai perSons 'hose procura~tion; but îlrey bad ail received the pro-
Dames aênd seails were thereunto stnhscribed and rnissory notes given'as the composition notes,
affixed, being aià,o respectiveîy creditors, or except the plaintiff and Hughes Bros., of Mon-
agents, or uttorneys Of creditOas8 Of the defend.. treai, whose debt was about $20t.39i. On the
ants, anrd bcbug ai tnajority irn number qf thoe <ç 19th August the plaiutiff proved bis deht nt
their crediiora who were respeCtiveiy creditor.s $152. 17, before the assigrace, and the assigneefor sums of $!00 aud upwqrds, and wîro repre- received it on the lSth October, 1869. The
sented nt leust t11r1eet'urtîrs in vaiue or the asqets of defendants' estate were $9,000 or
liabilities of the 1urid lefer)dRnts, Of thre geconJ $10,000. The nsraignee tbought 7s 6d. ina the £
part (which satid deed, wailiront the seheirate, wns was thre fuil value of tire assets. Tee Compesi-
set out ina tbe pdeil). And defendanîs aver th% tien agreed io be paid was lOs. in thre £.
there were no teeparate creditors Of eithpr of Tire assignee at first was named by the Board
themn the dcfendaarts, and that tbe dleed was of Trade of Belleville, rot an incorporated board,exeurare of thoe or nti caeditr b a rnRrty iii but afterwards by tbe Board of Trade of' King-

numer f tomeof hei crditrs hùwere ston. Severail crediiors had fiied their dlaims
respectivpîy creditors for rums of eioo and up_ before thre deed of composition was fiied. Thewards, and whe represented at leurrat tiaree4fourh op,Àinde a ie nte1t etin ale o te labliiesofthedeendnt ;and ber, 1868, and did not then contain the signa-
ail other requisitiorîs under thre In soiveot Act tures ofi the deferadants. The deed was confirmed
have been Obser-ved, 80 as te rrrake tire deed of by thc "learned Judge of tIre County Court of the
composition and didcharge have the 8aine elffect County of Hastings, and ire discharged the in-
with regard te the remainder ef tire creditors et soivent,3 ahsoiuîei'y on tic 2nd December, 1868,the defendants, or eitier et them, and ire bidug to )te the suarne extent upon him and tiiemnrde thug tie di.scbarge was opposed by the plainîjiff.thewer al-ýopariesto t. nd le as" if Tihe plaintiff appeaied against the decision ofsay ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ fedt thyhvhlasbenrayad *le learned Judge et the County Court ina Ililary811 thy hvealwys ee redy ndWiliing to Term, 1859, te g bis court. The judg 1ment of
pay the said comapos-iioni according te thre said tis court was given on tîre 6 th Marcir, 1869,
deed, secured as mentioned in said deed, and ailowing the appeai, and the rarder of the learned
thnt they offered te pay the sanie ilCcording te lug r i or eow grarrting the disciarge
the said deed, and bet'ore actionr preffere a i ftire insteins cour icctdt ersiddtenere ted thf 

taid plaintift tic Premîs 
t herecin

etedeed îthendosd piiraf the rm0fsajd note The principal grc-und on which the jndgment -

but the plenantf wnuîref nereofive deed. wa8 given wrrs the omission on the part of the
And thre deatfedanîs brn ut ire h arne. defendants Ira execule the deed of composition.

And he dfenaitsbri, ino C u nder tire Sec tire report, 28 U. C. Q. B. 266.
next plea, $28.55 as thre f'psîo ntiePan htiff'sdama îow matr.e; t. ., t on th pltiet the s-ignature et the d2fend'rnts* was affixed tefirst notd nvie by defeîîd.-nî aid nicse t tire dee-1 of' compo!.i tiiýn about iiree weelîs befere

mie~ ~ ~ ~~t tam tte o oiind dendicî ha thc i] t oif April, 1869, and after thre Commence-
tuhel isiof ce i tnder' ettire n'e b thire d" moent of tire action. It did flot appear lu thefendmnîs to tihe plairitif;. a nd ail , '<vdnevl:î 

engvn thebee.n dloneuand laapp2rr..î te rngae iearned Juîlge of lfic (ournîy Court t, a i.zn the
cfcui(iCren e t'le 89.:d deed deed, or uaLj, iL lird heen 'refrled atter il wa9O

Cr)irposiir ar l lsca valid in Ia, andte reiefase the rleferrd;taîrts fr*%rn the cause et action execu ted hy the uiefeadirnts. Tie witness wbOlu tc irîrolrcorypartet'thepleafreîlo saw iL srigrred by defendants surid it was executed
nd the mnrctr part 5 a o f rtee le, defiieod by thom ina Mar. Ponton's office. and Mir. North-bring t'he F-anc iet Court, anrd suy il iq ira rnp, theûeko thre Couuty Court, waas Io10 sutist'y tire cbrr et ic ie ti i present.the mnatî "lm of*~; ted plt i rep 0  efthe attrs herin lenlet to- 1 Tihe phr!ntiff's counsel ohjected at tire trialon tire lOtir Metrch the plaintiff jeineui issure that tie deed cf composition rmnd discirarge waO

un the pleas. 
net execuîed by det'cndants nt tie tinre tWS.Umader the Law Ilefrmr Act et 1868, thre cage action was brougit.wnrs taken doiyn te triai at thre Spring .ý 'ze 2. T bat thit dipeul only relates te partnershil)of16lfor the Ceurity or Ilastings, , dehts of' thre insolvenîs, and does flot hmnd nofl'Wilso, J.8, bfore assenîing creditors for partner.ship debts or othetThe nsignment by tire dlefendrrnîs or their debts.e;tate irrd efete Mr. Thomas, the offia 3The deed shouid have been for the benefitlissgnee, onr the 4uir cf Juiy. 16, as Set eut in o i heceios without distinction us tO

the pien, wuas prurved, nîrd that thre plaintif partnership debte or individuel debts.pro.ved iris dlaim bet'ere the assiguce under tIrai 4. There was ne proper or suffieient evidendOassignment at $151.17. 
of the execution of the instrument by the di#Tire execution eof tire deecl et composition and charging creditors, the execution et some bekr%,discirarge, dated 8ih August, 1868, by thirteen in the Dame et partnership firme, and il net being À


