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The orcr «vlim~ril àrcolblvey"'shoiuld be Ïead in'h
alternati e, and. a cognovit càllusively given,'is void, though preSSUre...........
was used. (a)~

Sec. 4-8 of-the Indigent- tèbbr' Act- ifide nuil a-àd'votd,: as agpîtS
creditorg generai1yany gift, conveyancè, etc., With-intent to defeat or d.~
hie creditors, or give one ôy mote of thenr a preference. This section nas
incorporated -unaltered in Ont: Rev. Stat. 1877, c. 18,- sec. 2.

Inthe-earlier cases decîded undet 'this section -the presuIT13(;ni
of« fraudulent inten t wvas, without any serious controversy, heki zo
lie rebutted by proof ôf pressure. (b)

SBut in .Brayley v. E/ix (c) & case decided in 1884, theinl.w
of- ex par1 Grei and cx par1e Hilin the preceding ycar, (se. *ýo
att/e), made itself fet, and the Ontario Court of Appeal '

e qually divided on the point, Spragge, C.J.O., and B3urton,J..
ho~lding that évidence of pressure was admissible as-bearing on t,îý

intent of the debtor, while Patterson and Morrison, J.J.A., took i he
other view,,miaunderstanding, as the later cases conclusively shc~,-
the real significance of the utterances of the English Court of
Appeal. (d) The arguments of Spragge, C.J.O., at p; 577 of his
opinion, seemn tô us conclusive that the former construction of the
statute is the correct one.

Ini Long, v.,Ilàntrock (e), the Court of Appeal wvas stili divided in
opinion on the subject.

But when this case came before the Supreme Court (g)l
the judges ail reasoned upon the assumption that the doctrine of'
,;ressture wvas applicable under the statute, and one of themn,
Gwynne, J,, expressed an emphatic digapproval of the views of'
Patterson, J.A., upon the subject.

In the Ontario Statute Of 1885 (C. 26, 8. 2) the words Ilor which have
such e«éct " were added after 11 preference,» and the section so anietd
appears in Rev. Stat. Ont. c. i24, SeC. 2-

(a) Alarffin v. MA/Apin (1883) 8 Ont. App. 675, rev'g S.C. 3, Ont. ReP. 499-
Compare sec. 33 POst.

(b) ClérmiiW v. Cativerso <î869) 16 Grant 5471 Bank of 1oronto v. Me-.
Z)ozi<aI (I865i 35 U.C.C.P.- 475, Tutéen v. Baven (î88a) 8 Ontý. App. 6o2z S'/ahrr
v. litver (à 882) 7 Ont. Rep. 1,58-

(c) (1884) 9 Ont. App, 565.
(d),(i884) 9 Ont. App. 565
(e) (1884) 12 Ont. App. 538-

(g) (1885) 12 S.CR. 137.
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