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1128 BANKRUPI‘.

may anly way be attended with a confequential damage or benefit to fome of the
creditors,——Tue Lorps preferred the annualrenters, S
o : Fol. Die. v, 1. p. 83.

m
1728., ’Vj’zi{y:lg_. Snita agaimt_TA’jn;c’m. .

. A pEBTOR, Withint 60 days of his bankruptey, -délivered to one of his creditors,
lint,’dales, &c. in payment and fatisfaltion pro ‘tanto.~Againft a reduction upon
the a&t 1696 it was pleaded, That the a& reaches not moveables, ‘the commerce
of whick' sught to be free.——Tuz Lorps found the réduion relevant to oblige
the deferider to reitore the goods or the value. - Pt

I IR : ‘ o Fol. Dic.v.'1. p. 83.

1729. February 4.  Eccies against Creprrors of MerCHIESTON.

- Tug nareative of an aflignation by d ‘bankrupt,: bearing money inftantly ad-
vanced ; it was put to the afignee, whether it was riot'in fécurity of a prior debt ?
He declared, that when :he lent his money, it wiis covenanted that he thould have
the aflignation, as part of his fecurity ; but when the money was lent, and the
bond writteh out, the aflignation was not ready, but that it was delivered to him
about a week thereafter.~~—Tge Lorps foiind -the affignation fell under the
fanQtion of the adt-of Patliament. .0 o0 0 oo

- Fol. Die.w; 1. pi 83.

1733. Fanuary 23. BUCHANAN against BaiLie ArBuTHNOT.

A Notour bankrupt having a afligned a bond to a trading company for ready
money, and having applied fome part of the price for payment of a private debt
due by him to one of the company ; and it being contended that this was truly a
voluntary aflignation for fatisfaction of a creditor; amswered, The aflignation
was to the company for ready meney, and not reducible ; and payment thereafter
out of the price to one of the company, was the fame as made to a third party,
and therefore effectual, unlefs it could be faid, that adual payment is reducible
npon this ac.—This cafe was found not to fall under the a& 1696, o

S | ' ‘ ~ Fol. Dic. v. 1. p. 82,

N

1} 51, ,_":}éz&z}ary 26 . -ﬂ_ Forzes avg"a;in;;‘tv ;B.'R.}‘:sﬁm;énd ‘Others,
GEORGE GFQ;R;B‘ES‘ béiﬁg'é‘reﬁi.tjbft(; 'Davidl Far-cjuhaf"ivr‘lv L. 19‘3.S.tcrliﬁg, arreﬂgél
in the hands of George Elmilie, and obtained decree of furthcoming for L. 94,



