
not actually preduce ,an f ncapacity for carrying on business;. a s
whlere it leaves the debtor enough property to buy qther stock. (b)

Usually, of course, the considerations upon which a conveyance
0 .f thie'debtor's Nwhole property is, ,as a egràl rule, deemned-to-be
iîîvalid, have no application where only a portion is conveyed. (c)

V. Statates wit/t refere>tce to w/tic/ t/te doctrine of pre~ssure
has been discussud.

Iri the following subdivision we shall state succintly the sub-
statice of the statutory provisions with reference to which the doc-
ti neic of pressure has been discussed and the construction placed
V-11(111 them, so far as it has a bearing on the subjcct matter of thi.;
ar! icle.

28. Engl1ah Bankruptcy Acta preceding thLeStatuteofi86g-It will
bc stifficient for our present purpose to note that the English
Bani;kriptcy Acts which preceded the general lav of 1869 containcd
no provision expressly relating to fraudulent preferences, and that
licil ly ail] the cases on which the doctrine of pressure wvas discussed
turned t.pon the effrect ut the provision (flrst enacted in i jac. i, c.
15, sec. 2, and subsequently incorporated in 6 Geo. 4, c. 16, sec. 3,
and in1 12 & 13 Vict., c. îo6, sec. 67), that a fraudulent conveyance,

&c,"with intent to defeat or delay creditors" wvas an act of bank-
ruptcv.

2 9. English Insolvent Debtoi"s Act (7 Geo. 4, e. 57, sec. 32)-By this
provision assignments were avoided, if made within three months
before irnprisonment, if the debtor " being in insolvent circumnstances
shiould 'tvoitntariy convey' any property for the benefit of any
lxirticular creditor."

1 t was held that the word "vol 'untary,» denotcd cithier an assign.
meînt made without such valuable consideration as is sufficient to
iinduce a party acting really and bona fide under the influence of
such consideration, or an assign ment made in favour of a particular

(h) Carr v. Burdiss (1834) 1 Cr. M. & R. 43; Young, v. Wraud (1852) 8 Exch.

C1(el IJim»WP v. Smit/h (1763)> W. B31. pi [a hinfJ 1
0le v. Allesutt (i8S6) iS

C.,.5o5 [a third] , Smith v. Timms (1863)1 H. & e. 849.


