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cy; and if, within fourteen days fromn the sale,
hie is adjudged a bankrupt, the money is f0 hoe
paid to the assignee in bankruptcy. Ais execl-
tien was levicd on the gonds of a trader; and
hoe, being isolvent, in consideration of the
witlsdrawal of the exeontion, assignedl to A., the
judgment creditor, the wshoIe of his property,
assd ceased to carry on the trade. The jury
found the transaction bune .iue. JJeld, that, as
the creditors gcnerally could have intcrfered
and takeas the proceeds of the execution, there
was no0 sufficient considoration for the assign-
ment to A., wbich 'was therefore void, and an
act of bankruptcy. - lVeudhouse v. .Murray,
L.aw Rep. 2 Q. B5. U54.

Se ADMINISTIATION, 4.
Buei. OF LADi-NO.

A. was indorsee of a bill1 of lading, drawn in
a sot of three, of cutton, which bad beau latoly
landed, under an entry by A., at a suffo ranco
whaurf, with a stop thereoni for froight; on
Marcis 4, A. obtained fromn M. an advanee oni
tise doposit of two copics of tho bill, M. assure
ing the third to be in the master's bands ; on
March 6, the stop for freighf being thon re-
miovod, A. obtained from B. an advassce on the
deposit of the third copy of the bil, wblch A.
had fraudulontly rotained. On MIarch 11, B3.
havinig boon thon iuformed of M.'s prier ad-
vance. sent his copy of tho bill to tica svharf,'
and had tise cutton fransferred is his owu

mm, and aftorwards sold it and recoivod the
pruceeds. Raid, fihit the bill of ladissg, wben
dopositod with M., rotained ifs full force, thoughi
the cotton hail beon landed and w arohoused;
that ihero iras a valid pledge of the cotton to
M., and ho could sue B., either for conversion
,ot the cotton or for flie prucoods of the sale.
[By Il &i 12 Viot. c. 11, § 4, gonds lauded at a
sufferanco wharf romain subjeof to the Saise
lieu for freight that they were hiable to ou
huard thoc ship.1 (Exch. Cl.)-.dfeperstein v.
Barber, Lawr iop. 2 C. P. 661.

Sec iNxEGsomENC; STOrrAux i TRÀY5ITU,

BILes AND NOTrES.

A., througls an agent, ohtaiued froin a banleer
is London circular notes, payable by certain
cos'respondonts of the banlrer in varions toreign
towns meutioncd in an accoompauying "leotter

of indication." The agent sent the lettor and
notes, by mail, te A. in Paris: the letter ar.
rh-ed safe, tise notes did not. I[Ield, thaf A.,
apart fruns any equif chie relief on giving in-
demuity, conld nut reover the uoey paid to
the baukers, o55 tendering tise letter of indica-

tion unly.- Ciistflaes Stoe Qsuus.sy (Io. v.pRer/rer,
Law flop, 3 C. P. 1.

Se PACTOa.

BuaND.-See LEAu cv, 3.

CAPJTA.-See AiD3,tNiSTPATION, 1, 2; Assassssr;

LEGAcy, i.

CAsREasse-See NvneîLý-CE; RAssWAv, 1, 2.

CHAMPsEseTv.

The plaintiff agreed te share with a solicitor
the profits arisiug frosu flic succo"sfnl prusecu-
flou of a suit f0 estahliihbis tithe tu property,
on bcbng iudomuînfied agalust tise costs. JJdd,
fbat thougis the coutret amounted tu chamn-
perty and maintenance, yef the plaintiff was
nut disqualifled from sbing, since bis tifl howas
vested lu hlm, hefore tise mnaking of the illegal
contreot. A decrce wus made lu biis favor, but

irithout costs.-Hitoss v. Woods, Lawr Rep. 4

Eq. 432.

CIIARITY.

i. A legacy f0 a charitable institution, irbicli

was dissolved in fhe testator's litetinse, lapses.
-Fisr v. Aitoreey-Genes'el, Lawr Rap. 4 Eq. 521.

2. Testatrix gave £1,O000 consols f0 A. and
bis succossurs, on trust, to apply su machs ut tise

div idonds as should froin timo tu finie ha noces-

sary f0 koeep lu repair bier family grave, aud to
divide the residue et Christmas, every year for
evor, amossg tise pour ut a parish. IJeld, that>
as there iras a gite fu A., the gift tu flsc pour

did not feul by reasuni ut ifs being a gift of rosi-

due atter a void gitt, and tisai there iras a guud

gifi ot the irbuole to tie charity, discharged
from the obligation fo repair flic grave.-Fi1c
v. .btterney-General, Lawr Rap. 4 Eq. 521.

3. A test atur gave tnnds f0 the Presidont and
Vico-Prosidont ut tie United States sud the
Guvernor ut Peunnsylvania, aud directed tinat
moral philusophy shoi-ld hoe faught therein, sud
a protessor engaged fo incuicaf e and advocate
the natural rights ut the blaclr peuple, ut every
cine sud couuntry, until they ho resforod to an
equaliiy ut riglit with tiseir -white hrethren
fhruughout the Unsion. The tru8tees declined
to accopi the trust. I/aid, that, tise court isav-
ing nu power f0 oufurco tie trust, nur tu seffle
a sobame cy près, tise objeet bcd failed, aud tie
fund £(aIl infu the rasiduie.-Ncew v. BRonakcr,
Law Rap. 2 Eq. 655.

Sec MuwrasÂsN2,.

Cincuesit NOTES.-See BssLLs A'S0 NOTES.

CouMNao CAriEi. - Se NoEGLsEarcF; RAss.wAv,

1, 2.

COMPANY.

1. -A. was înduced to taire sbires in a comn-

pauy by fraudîsient cusîcealsuants lu the prs-

pectus. Iu aine moriths, the cumpany failed.

IIeld, tIsai A. iras not thon entitled to relief as

Juno, 1868.]


