
those prociédinrs have actufafly comtmenced, are oî course within
thie getier.il principle.(1

~O. ersdmnd~1~U hlb M t f t amotznt8 te -pt"eaup-*i
De.,cendiflg one step lolwer in th. scale of coercive influences, we
find it laid diown ,that "the simplest request may be sufficient, if

paymnt was the. result. of that request." (a) In other worcà a.
"deýinand or request rnade by a creditor,,although not accompanied

byainy threat, or expressed in angry or even very urgent tertns is
st"I' :iufficient to, deprive the act of a voluntary character." (b) Or
to al;!ýpt the statemnent of the samne judge on another case, Ilan
citwcnst request by a creditor, although flot accornpanied by a

tuLtor remnonstrance or very positive, demnand." (c) Thîs prin-
cipu. holds, although the creditor is on the most friendly terms
wvitiù the debtor. (d)

E)fx parte .Jenkins (1885) 3 W.R. 5à3; Morgan v. Brtdndreti (1833) 5 B, &
Ad. .

i) Pl'alock C.B. in S&rachan v. Barlon (1856) xi Extch. 641, (citingK Crosbv v.
SB. & Ad. 289~). S.P. Ex Oarte Ihiïder, 34 Ch. D. gprBe M..

( j. M Davidson ». ROSS (1876) 24 Grant Ch, 22, GMos v. it-Donad
jisq- 20 S.C.R. 587, aff' 1g Ont. Rxp. 290 '. i Ont. App. i~. The
taIt()'Ngý statement by Plorter M.R. (Ireland) seemns ta be irreconcilable

with th cases cited in this section: IThough somnething amounting ta
ureîr by tiie creditor was needed to get rid of the doctrine of fraudulent ere-

f1,cie' ver ylittie preference indeed woold stiffice, provided an atctual application,
wvith soiie circunmatances of urgency, was shewn." In re Bqyd(885> i5 L.R.ý
Jr. v5j

(b) F.vparle Craveit (1870) L.R. ici Eq. 644, per~ Bacon, C.J.B.
w) Ex paete Rlaekburps (1871) L.R. là Eq- 358, Per Bacon, C.J.B.
(il) Bovdolt v. Gillet (1835) 3 Cr. M. & R. ç79 A verdict flnding a transfer

of prnipcrty tot to be voluotary wvlI flot be set aside, where the évidence is that
the' dt'bta hall oved. meney to his son before marriage and had given him a bond
foi, flie ainounit whiclî, when he married, h.e had settled on his wife, and that sub.
seqîwnuilly the son, upon learning that the property in question had been releasod
froiuu a tnlrtgage, had, at the. suggestion of the trustees of the nmarriage settle-
meti, requested bis father to.transf'er the Oroperty in satisfaction cf t he bond.,
Bli,/u v. Prife (t834) 10 Binir. 408. Commenting on the contention thRt there
wwtî nîo importtrnity Park J. poxnted out tha t Ilurgency depends on the station in
whicli ecch party stands, and a very littie act on the. part of the son would be as
strong îtowards a t'ather as If a stranger had threatened to arrest him.' A case
.iiIlvhîlg thc marne transfer afterwards came before the. Court cf Ciiancery, and a
4imilitr rulnf was made: Rannatynt v.. Lead»r (i8.iî) yo Sîm. 35m. An instruc-
tioan lias ben approved, b' w'hicl the. judge left It to tie jury te say %,hlether tiie
Ra48igtlflneit originated wlth the. insolvent te the déetndant, as a favoured creditor,
or Nwii. tlier ;t originated in tiie request of the défendant 1 and told theni that
Il pressure " of the. creditor was not n:c:ssary, but that, if it origlnated with the
iIlqolv4'ilt, it could only have been maeby way cf voluntary preference, Mqgg

v.far(1838) 4 M. & W. 439; 1 Exch. 6qi. According te parkté B., lit lV'a
('ys v.Booker (18.48) à Ecci. 69t, this case decided tilnt Il is not ne'etssàry that

illet ic.,ï1ud have been any Ilpressure " on tic part of the creditor, a: apprehen-
sion oti tie part of the. iîîsolvent, that he would b. in a worse condition by not
nîuiuiit tic payment.


