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and that he did flot actuall1y discharge the bond until some tiaxe
àfterwards will jnot invalidate the transfer of the security. (b)

9. Prmsure, effNot of, whore debt net yet du$-The fàct that the

one of the circumstance:g to be considered by the jury as bearig
upon the fraudulent intent of the debtor. (a)

'In cases where the payment ' as been made before the debt Ivas
due, that circumstance has sometimes been relied on as an indication that
the payment is voluntary, and at other times bas been said to be
itumaterial, but neither in the one case nor in the other do these facts of
themselves furnish any criteria; they are oniy ingredierits in the wvhole
question upon which the jury are to corne to a determination.Y (b)

The fact that the debt for which a security was given on trie
demand of the creclitor was flot yet due is sometimes mentiored
among the reasons assigned for avoiding the transaction. (c)

10. Fra.nd flot conolusivhly negatived by proof of Pressure--A
necessary deduction from the priraciple that evidence of pressure
is adrnitted for the purpose of rebutting the presumption of
fraudulent intent on the debtor's part is, that it is stili open to
the attacking creditor to shew that the transfer, although made
under pressure, was actually frauduient. (a)

IlThe motives and Intentions of the bankrupt niay be material or
inunaterial, or, to speak accurately, niay be more or les. material, according
to his situation, to the nature of the threat, and the degree and period of
urgency by the creditor.Y (b)

Thus a threat of proceedings is flot always conclusive proof
that the paymnent was flot voluntary. It may stili be a question
for the jury to say whether the payment wvas made under fear of
compulsion or voluntarily, with a view to favour the creditor, as
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