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each of the partners tnust have comnmitted an act of bankruptcy,
and that the infant partner had flot committed an), such act.

MORTIýAGE-A$IGNF:' OF scoUzrV OF nshrit'rroN-PAvMNrNI 0F INTEREST 11

Il& re L:rrietgtoll. (1894) 1 Q.13. i i, which is another bankruptcy
case, is also deserving of notice as bearing on a question fre-
quently raised in our own courts in such cases as Clarkson v. Scott,
25 Gr. 373 ; Aidoits v. Hicks, 21 O.R. 95 ; Frontenac L. & S.
SO.,etCy V. Hysop, 21 0.R. 577; Britisà' Canadian Loait Co. v. Tear,
23 0.R- 664, In the present case, a mortgagor having assigned
bis equity of redemption, the assignee paid interest on the
miortgage to the assignee of the mortgage fromn time to time, and
when sued for arrears he suffered judgment by default. Being
afterwards adjudged a bankrupt, the assignee of the mortgage
claimed to prove against his estate for further -ears of interest.
the original mortgagor having absconded ; but it was held by
WilLains and Kennedy, JJ., that there was no privity of contract
between the assignee of the equity of redemption and the trans-
feree of the mnortgage, and therefore there was no personal liabil-
ity on the part of the assignee of the equity of redeniption to
pay interest on the mortgage, and the dlaimi Nvas therefore
rejected.

CONTRÀCT TO INSURE PAYMENT 0F SUZM 1)EPOSITH'I> %VIT11 IIANK-INSURANCm-

SURSYSHP-SATUORVDISCHAR<,K 0F I>PIlRIFFECT 0F, AS AGAINSI
INStBFR.

Daite v. Tite Miortgage Jnuerance CorPoration, (1894> 1 Q.B, 54,
was an action to enforce a somewhat peculiar contract. By an
instrument purporting to be a " policy of insurance, ' the defend-
ants assured the plaintiff the payment of a sum of money depos-
ited by her in a bank in Australia. The bank made default in
payment of the suni so deposited, and subsequently, by an
arrangement between the bank and its creditors-to which, how-
ever, the plaintig did not assent, but which was binding on her,
and was carried out under the provisions of a statute and the
sanction of a colonial court-the bank was waound up, and a new
bank %vas constitutçd, and the creditors became entitled thereby
to certain rights against the new bank in satisfaction of their
debts. The defendants contended that this arrangement had the
effect of releasing them frQm liability, and that the new arrange-
ment aniounted to air accord and satisfaction. The Court of


