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onIy in pursuanco of.an -afftecedçnt agreemnent, but also in rsos
to the demand of the creditor. (é) So although anl assignment. of
ail the debtor's property is fraudulent and ýan act of bankruptcy,
e.ven...when- -made -under--presure,(see- IV. .post)ï- it is --othierwise
where it is made In furtherance of an anfecedent con tract. <d) Blut
an assignment by way of security will be set aside where the ta!:Ing
of it was deliberately postponed until the debtor was in a state of
insolvency, and the Intention fromn the very first, was that t.a
not to be taken until the circumstances of the debtor should .nr
it necessary to do so, (e) or where the giving of the. security '",aiq
postponed in order to prevent the impairment of the d~r
financial status. (f) Such an assignment, however, will be upP. Id,
where the creditor bas been making further advances to the d(J-'tLr
on the faith of the agreement that the security ivas to be pive~n
when called for. (g) That the pressing creditor has taken addito!ial
security for his debt will not affect his rights where there îiý no
abandon ment of the original contract. (h)

T .- W/*at circumsivances co*stt/4I legnt ptressure.
17. Genernally - In considering the general effect of the decisions

wvhich have deflned the scope of the doctrine of pressure it is nueces-
sary to bear in mind the fact that the word " voluntary " which 'vas
used by Lord Mansfield (see sec. i ante) to describe one of the cssCII-
tial ingredients of a fraudulent preference is ambiguous in meaning.
On the one hand it is apparent that the mental condition %viichi is
denoted by this word suggests as its antithesis the mntal condition
which exists when the debtor has lost, by reason of some external
influence of a positively ct>ercive nature, a substantial part of bis
power to exercise bis wfll freely in chosing between alternative
courses of conduct, In this point of view the -operation of

(é) Bills v. Smith (1865) 6 B. & S. 3t4: Hn V. Mortimer (1829) to B3. & C.Vacher v. C'ocks (i83oi i B. & Ad. 143. A/lan v. Ciurkson (1870) 17 C-t-ililh. 570. (See also sec, 32, POst.)
(d) Harris v. Ri/ddt (1849) 4 H. & N. x : Brayley v. RU/s (1882) 1 Ont. Rep.

liq; aff'd 9 App. Rep. 56.
(e) Webster V. CrickMore (r8g8> 25 Ont. App. 97. Compare Breese v. KAix

(1897) 24 Ont- App. 203-
(f) Ex Ptnté. Fisher (1872) L.R. 7 Ch. APP. 636- Compare the lritish

Columbia case citedî in sec. 33jpot.
(g) Ex parti Wilson (9873) 33 L.T.N.S. 62.
(A) Ex parte Seak (z86 4 ) to'L.T.N.S. 3 iS
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