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preference of Partnership creditors over separate BEAVIS V. MÇGUIRE.creditors, affirmed on appeal. Conveyance for va/lueHinderlng ore delayingS. H. Blake, QC ., for appeal. 

crodiIn-,r~ Lzb/,CRose, .OC~. É14.,, lzbeh

BAILLIE v. DICKSON.
Promi'ssorY note-Notice- of diçhonour-Re-

neval-Princi.Pal and agent.
The note upon wbich this action was iristi-tuted bad not been properly starnped, and it wasurged that it could not be a payment or satisfac-tion of one of whicb it was intended to be a re-

newal.
Held that the plaintiff being aware of theObjection to the unstamped note, afid receiving

it i11 lieu of the paper wbicb he held, could floturge this as an objection, he having declared
Upon it as a promissory note.

Where the holder of a note employs a notaryto protest the same at maturity, it is bis duty togive the notary ail the information that he ispossessed of as to the names and residences ofthe endorsers. Therefore, where the signature
of an endorser was so peculiar that no one unac-quainted with it could decypher it, and thenotary when protesting lit made, as near as maybe, afac simile of the signature, and so addressed
the notice of dishonour to " Belleville, P. O.,"l-meaning, as he said in the evidence, " Province
of Oftario,"-and the notice neyer reached the
endorser.

Held, that the endorser was released.
Bethuner, Q.C., for appeal.
Geo. Kerr, contra.

IN RE RUSSELL, AN INSOLVENT.
Insolvency-Discharge of insoZvent-Conceai-

ment of assets.
A deed of composition and discharge wasexecuted by creditors, and they had been paidthe amount of composition. The insolvent,however, bad flot executed such deed, s0 that itwas incapable of confirmation.
Held (per BURTON, J. A.), that the insolventmîight stili move for his discharge under the Act

of 187 5.
A retention by an insolvent of portions of hisestate, and the concealment tbereof by himn must,to corne within section 56 of that act, be wilful

and fraudulent.

The defendant M. created several Mor~tgages
on his Property, in each of which is wife jo 01 ed
tbar er dower upon the poieof M. that he

would convey other property to er. FnlyM
sold te equity of redemption, whenteWf

camdthe conveyance of tbe other tad h c

M. then conveyed to a trustee for ber belefit.
Held, (afirming the decision of PROUDFOOTI

J.), that sucb conveyance in trust was not xok'n
tary, althougb the effect of it was to delay cre-
ditors in recovering tbeir debts; and it havi1g
been shown to be a bona fide transactioflý 1
could flot be impeached under 13 Eliz. c. 5.

Mosç, Q.C., and Beck for appeal.
S. H Bak~e, Q.C., contra.

ADAMSON v. ADAMSON

G1rant, Construction of-Stlatute of Li,.XUatbols.
Two several lots were conveyed to G. and A.

respectively, to the use of G. and A., their beirl
and assigns, as joint tenants and not as tenants.
in common.

Ield, that te grantees took the respective
lots in Severalty.

Held also (affrming tbe j udgmert of SpRAGGrti
C., 28 Gr. 221), upon tbe facts there stated, that
tbe tenant of an equitable tenant for life, ini set-
ting up the Statute of Limitations against dhe
equitable rerainderman, could not be aiowed
to compute tbe time during which e had beefl
in Possession prior to the death of tbe tenant for
life.

Per BURTON, J. A.-Tbe owner of an equita-
ble estate cannot, notwitbstanding the judicature
Act, proceed against a trespasser in his Ow11
name. H-e is still bound to sue ini the nam-e of
bis trustee.

The provisions of the Statute of Lirfitatiofis
as regards elquitable estates considered.

Per PATTERSON, J. A.-Under the circuim
stances appearihig in this case the plaintiff was
entitled to recover in respect of the equitable
estate.

Bethu ne, QC., and Moss, Q.C., for appeal.
Mowat, Q.C., and MacennaP, Q.C., contra.


