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1. A, covenanted with the trustees of a mar-
riage settlement to effect insurance on his life
for £2000. A. was insured in two policles of
£500 each, On Oct, 28, 1889, A, handed one
policy to tho trustees, and on Dec. 9, signed a
memorandum stating that he delivered up and
handed over snid two policies to the trustees.
Doo. 18, A, was adjudged bankrupt; in Jan,
1870, he handed the second policy to the
trustees; and in Dec. 1870, he died. Notice
that the policies wero claimod by the trustees
was given to the insurance offices, after A. was
adjudged bankrupt, bat before any notice was
given by the assignes, Held, that the nssignee
was entitled to the money due on the policics,
as they werc in the order and disposition of
the bankrupt with the cousent of the true
owners, — &z parte Caldwell; In ve Currie,
L. R. 18 Eq. 188

2. Tho word “due” in the English Bankrupt
Act means ‘‘presently payablo,” — Er parts
Sturt ; In re Pearcy, L. R, 13 Eq. 309,

3. Under the English Bankrupt Act of 1869,
sn execution creditor who has seized the goods
of his debtor before petition filed for adjudiea-
tion of bankruptcy, was hcd entitled to the
proceeds. The BTth section of said act refer-
ring to traders includes only tradera at or
after tho uct came into operation.—ZEr parte
Bailsy ; In re Jecks, L. R, 13 Eq. 314.

4, Under the English Bankrupt Aot the
holder of & nots signed by tw> members of a
firm, by the firm, and by other pevsons, was
allowed to prove against, and receive dividends
from, the estates of the maid two partners and
agsinst the joint estate of the firm.—Zz paris
Honey; Inve Jefery, L. R. 7 Ch, 178,

8. A bankrupt who had not received his
discharge paid six months' rent in ndvanoce o
his landlord, who had notice of the bankruptey.
Held, that the money could not be recovered
from the landlord by the assignee in bank-
runtey.—&Er parte Dewhurst; In re Vanlohe,
L. R, 7 Oh. 185,

6. A dobtor promised to call and pay a debt
at an appointed time, but failing to obtain
monsy, he did not eall, but stayed at his place
of business, Held, that the debtor had not
absented himaself with intent to defeat or delay
creditors, and therefore had not committed an
act of bankruptey. — &k parte Mepor; In ve
Stephany, L. R. 7 Ch, 188,

7. A debtor to secure an antecedent debt
assigned the whole of his property, except a
pension, which wou'd not pass to the trustes
in bankruptey, and could not be taken in

execution by a creditor, Held, that the assign.
ment was an sot of bankruptey. — Kz parg
Hawker ; In re Koely, L, R. 1 Ch. 214,

8. Under the English Bankruptcy Act it was
keld that & judgment oreditor who selzed govdy
under execution, but had not actually self
them, before adjudication of bankruptey, was
entitled to sell goods and retain the procesds,
—8later v. Pinder, L. R. 7 Ex, (Ex, Ch.) oy,
8. ¢, L. R. 6 Ex, 228; 6 Am. Law Rev, 81,

Ses Proor,

Brquesr. -— See Devist; Liwgacy ; Power; Tay.
aNoy IN Cummon; Trusr; Wi
Brur, v Equrry.

The plaintiff, an Englishman, contracted iy,
France with the defendant A., a Frenchmay,
for the joint carrying out of certain nndem
takings. Tho defendants B. and C. were mar.
chants in London, into whose hands money
had come in the course of the tranasctinag,
The plaintiff brought & bill praylng among
other things that an account be teken of the
money in the hands of B. & O, under said
trapeactions. The defendants moved thet pro.
coedings be stayed until the determination of a
suit by the plaintiff againet the defendant 4,
peunding before the civil tribunal in Fraag,
Held, that there being portions of the bilf
which the defendants were bound to answer,
the motion, which was in the rature of a de-
murrer, muet be refused.— Wilson v, Ferrand,
L. R. 13 Eq. 362.

Biry or Lapivg.—S8ee SaLE 1; Satp,

Brrrs axp Nores.

1. The maker of & nots in 1846 indorsed the
note with his name and the year 1886, Held,
that the indorsement was a sufficient acknow-
ledgment to take the note out of the statute of
limitations. — Bowrdin v. Greenwood, L. R. 18
Eq. 281.

2. The plaintiff, for s consideration paid by
A, nccepted certain bills drawn by X., which
were discounted by the defendant, A, guaran
toeing payment, The defendant at the timeof
receiving the bills had no knowledgo whether
they were nccopted for valuable consideration
or not, but before maturity was informed that
A, was primarily liable, and the plaintiff only
as surety. After this the defendant agresd
with A, to hold over for a time the bills which
were then payable, Held, that the plaintiff
was thereby discharged. ~— Oriental Financid
Covporation v, Ouerend, L. R. 7 Ch. 148.

8. Indictment for forging au lnstrument be-
ing an L O, U, for thirty-five pounds purporting
to be signed by the prisonor and one W, The
latter's name waes forged. FHeld, that the ia-



