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possession of thie roalis, but was ejected by the BAIRRIATRY. -Sec DANGER 0F THY SEÂS.debtor. Held, Iliat the letter coustitnted an1
equitable tianisfer of the coals ;thnt the cred- BEQI.ES'T. Sec CIIARITAIILE BEQUEST ; CON-
itor Wasq etîtitled. to dvinand possession ; and IDITION, 1 ; DEvisE ; ELuCcîON, 1 ; EX-
that, afler he took pîossession, tlie coais ceased lCJOSADAMNSRTR LEto be in lthe oider antd dipstioi tif the SUOSAO.DIITAO< 1
debtor witlî consent of thtc troc owncer ;ani (tITIMATE CHfILDIIES; LEGAcy ; MARss-
that, tberefori', the- creîfltor was entitledi t0 ALLiNG ASSEis ;X WIL, 3.
the COals against the deltor's trtuste- iii baik- Btî lEUI
ruitcy.-Ex parte Moiugî lu BIL INBrie-,

iolul Ini 9l O'Brien

t'October., 1876.

8. Creditors to wboîn £287 were due agreed
to give the debtor furîher tinte and fuiitlhtr
credit for gos to be suppliei bv tht-m. s0
thal the wbole amounit owing sborild not ex-I
ceed £500, upon iaving lie mont-va owing
or to, becorne owing securd by an! assîgil-
ment of the whoie of the debtors Itroper-
ty. The debtor mnade the as-signim nt, sud
rei-eived noivsures te, an amounit cxceding
iu ail the £5001. lIrld, that the- assigunient
wss flot an art of hankruptey. Ex- parle
Slaeen. li re Wisstenley, 1 Ch. D. 560.

9. At a meeting of creditors of a bankrupt,
il was agrced that a eomipositioni of 3s. il, tht-
potund should be accepteid in Satisfaction of
the banlrnpî)'s debîs ;thal suclh composition
shouid ha payable by three iiiataluîents, lu
three, six, and tweive mnonths ani Ihat S.
be aceepted as seeurity. The îtiaiîtifit sc-
cordingiy rcct-ivct hree joint snd several
notes sigued by the battkrtt1 îî and S. for cthe
amoinit of their dlebt suad titcv sigurd a re-
celip for lite notes.,xrsc as "beiutg a
coullîosîtion of 3s. iii lite ptuid, sud in dis-
charge of our debt.'' The, firt ilottte was ilt
paid, sud the- piaintiffs lîrought tou action for
the- whoia ouf thcir original tiebt witiottl hav-
ing rslied ripout S. Held, tbat'thc *jtliintiffs
were entitIed lto maittain liii action. The
compositiotn was ari-eptud lu discliarge of the
debî, sud comuposîiton itvolves lthe fact of
payinenit.-Bdwliards v. -Hanicler, 1 C. P. D.
M1.

10. M. hauded the defendlant a bill of lad-
in& of certain cases of brandîy, snd requestcd
Miîn lu land sud warchuîuse lthe brandy it bis
own naine. Tihis the defentiant diîloîi u Iaiti
the expenses. A fewN days laIt-r, a bill giveit
by M. for the itire of a vessai froin lte defeud-
sut fi-il due ; sud the dlefrtist, aI s the re-quasI of M., took M.'s arccetuuiteea seven
days for lthe snouit oif staid bill anti saiîl ex-
pentaes, ou receiving anthoriîy frotu M. 10 sdil
the brandy if the bill shouid îîot thten tue paid.
The bill was nt psid suad lie defejîdaît
soid the brandy, wiih vas, in faret, the
wboie proîîerly of lthe dfnaj. M. vent
itîto baukruptcy ;anti bis truster broulît
trover againsl tbe tiefendatît for conversionu cf
the brandy, on tIhe grotind that Ihete hall
beau s franduient "convcyîucc, guif, îiciiv-
ery, or transfer " witbin tue Baukruptcy Art,

lh 1869, §6, suba. 2. Hein, thal the transac-
tion was flot witbiin tbe art, sud was vaiid.
-Pîilps v. Horsedt, 1 Ex. D. 62 ; s. c. L.
R. 8Ex. 26. .1ý

Set CirSTOM ; MORTGAGE, 1 ; VOLTJNTÂRY
1ETTLEMENT.

'n originatl bill was fild lu Eugiand by a
foreigii repulir ;sud s cross-bill waa biled by
E., nule of the- dfendants, tugainst the repub-
lic and its lu cuident. îîtking lthe president a
ilefeuîdaul ft>r the tuiposca of discovery. E.
then it ade a mtotion tbat the original suit
mliglul be sîsyed rtutil lthe dlefendautts ilu the
second suit hadl appeared sud answereti.
Motion refnscdl. Iî seemas that tue rcpubic
wvas bound lu luroduce soute Iterson who cau.
give lthe proper di8t-oveýry..-Bt-publie of Co6ta
Blets v. L'riauqer, 1 Ch. 1). 17].

BILL. 0F LADiNG.-See DANGER 0F THE SEAS.

BILLS AND NOTES.

The itolder of s dishonored bull of exchsîtge,
relcuaed lais claims agaitast the acreptor, but
reserved " lus enlire dlamas against tîny oidi-
gants other thau tbe acreptor. " Held, that,
as the acreptor of the bill )%,as nt discltarged.
front Ilis iiabiily o the enidorasi,. lthe endors-
e-rs wcre liable lu the boîtier-Mair v. Craw-
ford, L. R. 2 H. L. Se. 456.

Sec BANEIuITPreY, 1, 9 ; LiFN.

BRoR .

i. Trover for conversion of t]tirtct-n bales.
of cottoît. B. iitdureed lthe plàilutilfi* by frand-
nietat reîurt-st-ttitaos ta ai litho crtain cot-
toit. The defe-ttant, st broker, ltirchasedl the
rotton of B., sîtting that lie tvoîtd, send lu
the riante of lais pîrirtcipal ili the course of the
day. Titi îlvfcîdaîat tuî-ciaseui lthe cotton ln
the- expectalion thaI a certain cisatoiner woluld
want il. The enstomer accepie aihIe cottou ;
and the defendutut seutl i. an orîler for dehiv-
ara' of the colloti, lu wiîiclî said customer was
namned as îîriîîeiîa. The latter received the
colton, sud Paid lthe deft-îttait, wlao paid B.
'l'lie juidge icft it bo tue jury wbetlter the cot-
ton hadl bteun bought by lthe defendaul ln the
course of bis )unsitîcass s bruker, and wbether
he (lt-tlt vwith tbe gooda as aîgent foîr bis larin-

uPtai. Botît qui allons were sitswered in the
ettirroaative ;sad lthe jutige direclcd s verdict
for lthe defetîdatit. A mile avas graîiîed to en-
ter verdict for lthe plainitiffs, andi was made
tîbsointe. On ahîpeai 10 titi Exciaquer Cham.
ber, the jîudges ware equally diu'idt-d in olân-
ion. Titis appeal wss tîten brouglît. Held,
that the defendant hsd ileen gîîilty of con-
version of the rolton, anti was lialîle in trover.
-Hollst, v. Foîcler, L. R. 7 Il. L. 757 ; s. c.
L. B. 7 Q. B. (Ex. Ch.) 616 ; 7 Amn. Law
Rea'. 286.

2. The defendant, a marchant lu Liverpool,
employeti the plaintifsi, taliow-brokers lu Lon-
don, bo boy fifty tous of tallow for hlm in
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