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the fifteen days, and without giving B. any
Botice, F. paid the amount. Held, that B.
Was entitled to recover the amount from F.,
aud that F. could not protect himself on the
ground that he had paid the money in obe-
dience to the order of a Court of competent
Jurisdiction, as the Court had no authority to
Make such an order after T’s assignment, the
ouly remedy then available to his credifors
being that given by the Insolvent Act; but
€ven if the judgment had been that of a Court
of competent jurisdiction, it could not defeat
B's rights, as he was not a party to the pro-
Ccedings, and was not affected with notice
thereof,

Bethune, Q.C., for the appellant.

Richards, Q.C., for the respondent.

Appeal dismissed.

From C. C. Frontenac.]
RE ErLy.

Ingolvent Act 1875— Secs. 70. 71, 72, 73— Damages
on cancellation of lease.

[March 11.

One E. agreed to rent certain premises for
ten years, on condition that certain improve-
Wents were made. The agreement was evi-
denced by a letter from the landlord, to the
terms of which E. assented ; but no lease was
&xecuted. After the alterations were com-
Pleted E. entered, and while still in possession
under this agreement became insolvent. The
spectors cancelled the lease and delivered up
the premises at the end of the current year—
whereupon the landlord claimed to be allowed

amages under the 70th and three succeeding
Sections of the Insolvent Act of 1875.

Helg, affirming thé decision of the County
Court § udge, that it was not intended to limit

€8e sections to leases valid only at law, but
:hai:, they applied equally to leases valid in

Quity, and that thé landlord was therefore
®ntitled to prove.

D'elamere, for the appellant.

O'Sullivan, for the respondent.

Appeal dismissed.

From ¢, C. Hastings.]

REe JoNEs.
Insolvent Aet, 1875—Double proof.
ne:}ﬁere a creditor hold.s a(?cl.u'ity on the part-
D estate for the individual liability of
® Insolvént, he is entitled to prove against

[April 16.

the separate estate without putting & value on
such security. )
E, Martin, Q.C., for the appellant.
@. H. Dickson for the respondent.
Appeal dismissed.
m
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AccessorRY—See MURDER.

ADMINISTRATION—See EXECUTORS AND ADMI-
NISTRATORS,

AMBIGUITY—See WILL, 4.
ANNUITY—See PROOF.
APPOINTMNNT—See ELECTION.
AvucTION—See SALE, 4.

Ba1Lor AND BaiLkE—See MASTER AND SER-
VANT, 2.

BANKRUPTCY—See BILLs aAND NoTEs, 1, 2;
PARTNERSHIP, 2; PROOF.

BaNKS aND BANKING—See PARTNERSHIP, 1.

BEQUEST.

1. Gift of £10to G. P. after the death of
the life-tenant. G. P. was named as one
executor and trustee, but did not accept.
Held, that the usual presumption that
the gift was made to him as executor was
rebutted by its not being payable till
after the death of the tenant for life, and
that G. P. was entitled to the gift.—In re
Reeve’s Trusts, 4 Ch. D. 841.

2. Will appointing widow executrix, di-
recting sale of real estate, and the widow
to pay the debts. Bequest to the widow
of ““ all my money, cattle, farming imple-
ments, &e ; she paying my brother J. the
sum of , to him or his heirs; to my
brother L. the sum of ——, to him or his
heirs.”” Held, that the widow was en-
titled to the whole, subject to the pay-
mentof the debts.—Chapman v. Chapman,
4 Ch. D. 800.

BiLL oF LADING. .

December 22. 1875, G.& Co., fruit mer-
chants, bought a shipment of goods of
the defendants, payment by acceptance
at three months on delivery of the ship-
ping documents. Jan. 1, 1876, G.& Co.
applied to the plaintiff for an advance of
£2,000. They were already indebted to
the plaintiff, and he advanced the £2,000,
on the promise of G. & Co., to cover
their previous account with further secur-
ity. Jan. 4, the bill of lading, bearing
date Dec. 29, 1875, indorsed in blank by
defendants, was handed to G. & Co., and




