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Ppossession of the coals, but was ejected by the
debtor. Heid, that the letter constituted an
equitable transfer of the coals ; that the cred-
-itor wus entitled to demand possession ; and
that, after he took possession, the coals ceased
to be in the order and disposition of the
debtor with consent of the true owner ; and
that, therefore, the creditor was entitled to
the coals against the debitor’s trustee in bank-
ruptey.— Kz parte Montagu. In rve O'Brien,
1 Ch. D. 554, '

8. Creditors to whom £287 were due agreed
to give the debtor further time and further
credit for goods to be supplied by them, so
that the whole amount owing should not ex-
ceed £500, upon having the moneys owing
or to become owing secured by an assign-
ment of the whole of the debtor's proper-
ty. The debtor made the assignment, and
received advances to an amount exceeding
in all the £500. Held, that the assighment
was not an act of hankruptey. Er parte
Sheen. In re Wisstanley, 1 Ch, D. 569.

9. At a meeting of creditors of a bankrupt,
it was agreed that a composition of 35, in the
pound should be accepted in satistaction of
the bankrupt’s debts ; that such composition
should be payable by three iustalments, in
three, six, and twelve mouths ; and that S.
be aceepted as security. The plaintiffs ac-

cordingly received three joint and several |

notes signed by the bankrapt and 8. for the
amount of their debt ; and they signed a re-
ceipt for the notes, expressed as ‘“being a
composition of 3s. in the pound, and in dis-
charge of our debt.” The first note was not
paid, and the plaintiffs brought an action for
the whole of their original debt without hav-
ing called upon 8. Held, that'the ‘plaintiffs
were entitled to maintain the action. The
composition was accepted in disearge of the
debt, and composition involves the fact of
payment.—Edwards v. Hancher, 1 C. P. D,
111,

10. M. handed the defendant a bill of lad-
ing of certain cases of brandy, and requested
him to land and warehouse the brandy io his
own name. This the defendant did, and paid
the expenses. A few days later, a bill given
by M. for the hire of a vessel from the defend-
ant fell due ; and the defendant, at the re-
quest of M., took M.'s acceptunce at seven
days for the amount of said bill and said ex-
penses, on receiving authority from M. to sell
the brandy if the bill should not then be paid.
The bill was not paid ; and the defendant
sold the brandy, which was, in fact, the
whole property of the defendant. M. went
into bankruptey ; and his trustec brought
trover against the defendant for conversion of
the brandy, on the ground that there had
been a fraudulent ‘' conveyance, gift, deliv-
ery, or transfer ” within the Bankruptey Act,
1869, § 6, subs. 2. AHeld, that the transac-
tion was not within the act, and was valid.
—Philps v. Hornstedt, 1 Ex. D. 62 ; 5. ¢. L.
R. 8 Ex. 26. ™~

See Custom ; MORTGAGE, 1; VOLUNTARY
SETTLEMENT.

BARRATRY.—Se¢ DANGER OF THE SEAS.

BEQUEST.—S¢e CHARITABLE Brquest ; Con-

DiTIoN, 1 ; DEvise; ELecrion, 1 ; Ex-
ECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS ; ILLE-
GITIMATE CHILDREN ; LEGAcY ; MARSH-
ALLING ASSETs ; WiLL, 8.

Biin 1N Equiry.

An original bill was filed in England by a
foreign republic ; and a cross-bill was filed by
E., one of the defendants, against the repub-
lic and its pwesident, making the president a
defendant for the purposes of discovery. E.
then made a motion that the original suit
might be stayed until the defendants in the
second suit had appeared and answered.
Motion refused. It seems that the republic
was bound to produce some person who can
give the proper discovery.— Republic of Costw
Rica v. Erlanger, 1 Ch. D. 171.

BiLr oF LADING.—S8ee DANGER OF THE SEAS.

BiLLs AND NoTEs.

The holder of a dishonored bill of exchange
released his claims against the acceptor, but
reserved ‘“ his entire claims against any obli-
gants other than- the acceptor.” Held, that,
as the acceptor of the bill was not discharged
from his liability to the endorsers, the endors-
ers were liable to the holder.—Mair v. Craw-
Jord, L. R. 2 H. L. Se. 456.

See BaANkruPICY, 1, 9; LIEN,

BROKER.

1. Trover for conversion of thirteen bales
of cotton. B. induced the pldintiffs by fraud-
ulent representations to sell him certain cot-
ton. The defendant, a broker, purchased the
cotton of B., stating that he would send in
the name of his principal in the course of the
day. The defendant purchased the cotton in
the expectation that a certain customer would
want it. The customer accepted the cotton ;
and the defendant sent 1B, an order for deliv-
ery of the cotton, in wlhich said customer was
named as principal.  The latter received the
cotton, and paid the defendant, who paid B.
The judge left it to the jury whether the cot-
ton had becn hought by the defendant in the
course of his business as broker, and whether
he dealt with the goods as agent for his prin-
vipal.  Both questions were answered in the
affirmative ; and the judge directed a verdict
for the defendant. A rule was granted to en-
ter verdiet for the plaintiffs, and was made
.absolute.  On appeal to the Exchequer Cham-
ber, the judges were equally divided in opin-
ion. This appeal was then brought. Held,
that the defendant had beem guilty of con-
version of the cotton, and was liable in trover.
—Hollins v. Fowler, L. R. T H. L. 757 ;8. c.
L.R.7Q. B. (Ex. Ch.) 616; 7 Am. Law
Rev. 286.

2. The defendant, a merchant in Liverpool,
employed the plaintiffs, tallow-brokersin Lon-
don, to buy fifty tons of tallow for him in




