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tion for wrongful ditcharge before the end of
bis termi of engagement- The Great -Eastern,
Law Rep. 1 Adm. &t Ece. 384.

ADILTEIIY.-See Divniicr, 1,

ADVANCES.
(ioder the provision of the Statute of Distri-

butions, wbicb exeindes fromi sharing in the
personai estate of an intostate any chilfi whio
may bave been advanced by portion equsi to
bis share, Iseld, (1) that a preminîn of £540,

paifi on a son's being articled to an attorney,
was an afivance, though the profession was
afterwards relinqnishced; (2) that the price of
a commissionî in the arnsy for the son was an

advance,-wbether £288. paid for ootfit and
borses for the son on entering the arnsy, was an
afivance, quare; (3) that soms from £50 to
4£550, arnounting ini ail tsi £2,000, pald in dis-

charge of the son's garnblng debts, noupay-
ment of whicb would have compelled ind to
leave the army, were afi',ances.-Boyd v. Boyd,
Law Rep. 4 Eq. 305.

AOENT.-See FACTRoî.

AGEîtxs,ILN'.-SC Cm, TRACT.

AIDER BY VURDIT.-S(ee PLEADING, 2.

ALIMONy-see DîvocE, 2.

ANCIENT LIORT.-See LIOIr.

ANNUITY.

A testator directefi his trustees to invest bis
property, andi "witlb anfi ont of the annual
proceeds thereof levy andi rise the annual tom
of £100," andi pay it to S. for life. "sand from
andi after the payment of the saifi annuel suoi

of £100, aud subjeet thereto," to stand possessefi

of the saifi trust fonds on certain trusts. The
inene was insufficient to pay the anuuity.

-Held, that the deflciency mnust he made up ont

of the corpus..-Birch, v. sSlserrt, Law Rep. 2
Ch. 644.

APPEAI.
1. The Qucen iu Council bas jurisclietion of

an eppeal from the colonies in crimnal as well

as civil cases; but, in a erinsinel case, au appeai
syjîl ba granted only under speelal circum-

stances. T/se Queess v. Bertrand, Law Rep. i

P. C. 520.
2. Leave to appeal from a conviction of a

colonial court for a misdemeanor bas ing been

grantefi, subject to the question of the j urisdic-
tien of the Privy Council to entertalîs the
appeal, aud it appeariug that since sncb leave

tise appellent bad receivefi e frc pardon, the
Jucliciai Conimittee of the Privy Council de-

eliîïd te enter apon tle case, an d dismissed the.

apjîeal. Lerin v. lYe Qmnveî L aw lisp. 1
P. C. 5 '.

AssmeNîmcrT.

1. When a chose in action bias been assignefi,
equity would restrain a debtor froro setting ofF
against the assigoce a deht whicb bas become,
due from the assigner linos notice of the as-
slg nent, though resultIing froni a contract
made previously, unloîs from the nature of the
transaction it appoars the.t the original parties
intonded thet tise nue should ibe set off against
the other.- Watson v. Midl. Wale Rsailway Co.,

Law Rej). 2 C. P. 593.

2. A., the tenant for life of a trust estate,
mortgaged it, sud it was sold hy tbe miortga-
gee. Afterwards, tho purchaser and mortga-
gee, for a nominal contideration, assigned to .A.
certain aliegod arrears of profits of tIse trut
estate, which, as allegefi, the trustees had made

iexcoîs of the profits for wbich tisey haf
accountefi. Ic/Id, tiiet A. could ot mnaîntaîn a

bill, on this assignmont, against the trustees for
au accournt of the profits. 1121/l v. Boyle, Law
Hep. 4 Eq. 260.

5. A conveyane by a debtor of bis goods to
two creitors, for tîso henefit of tîsemscives andi
the othor creditors, passes the property at once,
avithout aîsy assent by tise trustees ;but tise
knowledge of the debtor, et thea tirre of tho cou-
voyance, that au execution is ont against bis,
goofis, is the eonmtrioctive çociefigo of the
trustoos, withie tbe proviso of 19 & 2o Viet.
c. 95, § 1, sud therofore the gonds are hounfi
by tîte delivery of tIse writ to the theriff.-
.11e/aoc v. T/selluson, Lawv Rep. 2 Q. B. 642.

ATrOPEac.-See BANsCRm'rCY, 2 ; CluxulPRdTv.

BAISIZUPrCr.
1. To subject a bankrupt to the penalties of

tho Bankruptcy Act, as liaving contractofi debts
wrlsout reasoneble expectation of being ahie to,
psy tlsem, it is not enougle thet lie contracted
iu the aggregate a grester amount of dehts tissu
bie coulfi reasonahiy expect to psy, hut tiiere
must bie particuler suhsisting ilobts, svbicls, et
the time avben tbey were contractefi, lie could
not reasonably have expected to he chie Un
psy.-lfrpa-te Branicrit, Law Hep. 3 Cli. 16.

2. -A. owed a fichU to B,, b ut hafi a claim against
B. for cosUs. A. became bankrupt. 1-1c/i, that
A.'s dlaim for costs couli net, ib benikruptcy,
bie set off against the debt due to B., beesuse
A.'s solicitor hsd s lien on the costs, andi tbat
thierefore excution miiglit issue against B. for
flic costs. -Ex parlfe C e/ccd, Law Hep. 2 Cb.

808.
3. Uridor 24 & 25 Viet. c. 13 1, § 73, if the

goods nf a trader are. les ie on anS. solO uîîder
ai exocutisîn foi' more tlîan £50, lie is to be
deensef to have commnitef su art of baî(krupt,
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