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solicitors ta appear for the company, and con-
sent ta an' immediate judgment, which was
doue. A garnishee order was thùzi obtained
agailîst the insurance company, under which

the£ 3000w&spaid ta -thg -directors. and p

plied in part payment of the debt due to, theai
by the coînpany. it was held by the Court ai
,Appeal (afflriiiing Bacon, V.-C.> that the trans-
action did flot conistitute a fraudaient profer.
ecbe, and that as it was a payrnent ai a just
debt while the conpany was a going cancern,
[t was a dealing by the carnpany in the course
of business within the condition of the de.
boutures.
SOLlIGTOW R'5iS-PUND BBCOVPttDf-PROI41TY OF LIEN

-DI14CHAÂiGkD 6OLIû<ITOA.

In Re~ Iadsworth, Rhode~s v. Sugdden, 34 Cby.
D. 155, Kay, J., held, following Cortiack v.

Beisly, 3 D. G. & J. 157, that when a solicitor
is discharged by tbe client in an action before
judgnient. and the action is continued by an.
other solicitor, and a refuint recovered therein,
the lien of the latter solicitor for bis co.sts is
entitied tu priority over that ai the discharged
solicitor,

lit re ipooksbank, Bectii!erk v. Yantes, j4 Chy.
11 i6ci, i h au illiiiirat ion of a s, iewh at c un-
ous phase of the dortrine of election, which
Cotnrts of lequity bave established. hii this
caýe a testatrix, assuiniîîg lierseli tu be etu-
t led to a powor of appointmnctt, which iii
fact she dit! not po~ssess, bw lier will assumned
to txtrcîse [t ili favotur of certain liallncd Per.
so'ns, aînd by the' saiie will gavio t,> J., oint of
the ltrsons entitled ta the lîropeî'tv %he haU
as, -iiiied tc) ap)point, vertain otlier l1roperty
ovet whiulh she baU a righit uf dis-po-,aI. It
xtiîý. hîplU li Kay', J., that the tlavis,,e, J., was
hoind ta clect whether lie %vouild take uinder
or a-gaiiust thie wili, and! if tinder tho wvili, lie
i ii, colif'iri thle appoitutilmeut.

VE'0011 AN»DcAE Ëofîsc lu Ts-AroTO

The ofiiv point we think h ecssr to
îîi'tirc in de Thomfas, Thc'mufs Y. HOWell, 34 ChY.
P, 1~6. [a that relating to the equity d4ctrinie
0f conversion. A testator had entered into a
contract ta soli a parcel of tnt!, anti died
oefore coînpletion. lThe title was fanaitt bat!
as; tra a large part of the pr0PQrty, ant! the
triiatee of hiâ will cancelle the ic cartract.

It was lield by Kay, J., that the contract hav.
ing prov'ed abortive did not affect an equitable
conversion of any of the property comprised.
therein.

Kay, J., says on this point, ai 1-4 170
The titie being bad at the tirne of the testator's

death, and not having been accepted by the pur-
chaser ini the testator's lifetirne nor since hs death,
and the contract itself having been rescinded ho-
Cause of its invalîdity, I amn of Opinionu that the
contract did not effect any conversion of the estate
in equity.

INGB FOS inanoLAPXry.

In Petty v. Dan id 34 Chy. D. 172, KaY,J.
*held that irreguilarities in proceedings might,
if the court secs fit, under Ord. 7o), r. i (Ont.
R. 473 bu condoned. And alsr, that a sum-

imons or notice of motion to set kiside proceed.
ings for irregularity sbiou1d stato the several
Objections on which the applicant intends to

*insist (see Rule 107, T. T. iS ' ' . Holînested'a
Rules and Orders, p. 523). An oraer for an
attachaient had been obtained on pioceedingi

àwhich the court lield to be irregular, andi the
defendant liad been arrested thoreuinder, but

*under the circunîsitanices the cctirt refused to
set a5ide the order; but in the exorcise of its

*discretion discharged the defondant froin
prison, niaking no or Uer as tu costs.

'llie case of .7o>reti v. Hwtter, .34 Ch%-. 1.).
18.is Sotilewhat sitilar it) its circunîstance.s

to lVilmot v. StaÂ.er, z Ont. K. 78. Thte action
was for specifie performanceofa a contract for
the purchase of lands. The miemorandumt iu
writilig k;tated thitt Gý(. S. Lawson. a,, the
solicitor foi the venuo, andi the said R.
liunter, do hereby respectivoly agrec~ tu and
withi echd other to complete the sale agrite
ably tQ the cotidition%,;" The naiîne of the
vendor was tiot disclosed, hut one of the
conditions of sale provided for tfl elivery of
ait abstract of titie comînencing with a
spccified deed. Il was prov~od that at the
anction at which the defe, daut p)urchaîed.
Lawson informed hlm that fie il awson) wsie

*the henofieial owner of the property. Blut [t
was held by l<î,y J., that the contraet was [n-
vaUt! under the Statute of Fraudàà for oriiittitig
the tine andi description of the vendoa d
tliat the doieds îaîtstioued iu the absttract te
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