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aof attainder in would seemGases toEngland suspend

&ca.Wyman a an­of settlement far more than removal with us toright
: but it is thatother state holden there thethough party

attainted, cannot a settlementacquire himself, maynew he
his after at­a settlement to children bom thecommunicate

116, ;6 St.tainder. D. E. Rex vs. Mary’s Cardegan­&
15 Rex Haddenham.463,East. vs.

of taken mustWe are that the several objectionsopinion
bebe and that there mustoverruled,

on the verdict the plaintiff.Judgment for

Wyman, andLow vs. Luke principal,Asa
Blaisdell, trustee.Daniel

of ato thehis securea of all particulardebtorpledge paymentpropertyA by
meaning of statute of 1834,the theassignment within July 5,not anisdebt,

assigned for the benefitofdistributionact thean for propertyequalentitled
creditors.of

thethatdisclosed, Wyman,answerin hisThe trustee
alland hiscircumstances, propertyin failingbeingprincipal,

attached,law becould bycreditors whichhisbyattached
inantrustee, attorney, pursu-of thehandsin theplaced
and Rus-said Wymanbetween thean agreementofance

thenWymanwho had claims againstCo.Shattuck &sell,
all rest of histhecollection,trustee forof thethe handsin

as collateral secur-accounts,and booknotesbeingproperty,
thatof company:saidof said claimspaymentfor theity

moreand accountssaid notesoncollectedhadtrusteethe
and athat;said claimstoenough paybut not$200,than

anddebtto thepayin his handsremainedsumsufficient
this suit.ofcosts
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lowof thedeliveryfor the contended that thePerley, plaintiff,
wym»n&a.notes and an withinaccounts to Blaisdell was assignment

“ “ofthe act propertyof the for the distributionmeaning equal
void,forassigned creditors,the benefit of and because there

was no for an of theequal distributionprovision property
among all the in tocreditors, equal proportion, according
their demands.respective

Richardson, J.,C. the ofopiniondelivered the court.
of that noJuly 5, 1834,The statute provides assignment

of of anymade for the benefit creditors debtor so assigning
in lawhis shall be valid the sameexcept shallproperty, pro-

vide an of all real,for distribution mixed orequal personal
estate the creditors, equalseveral inamong ; andproportion

question is,the in this case whether the agreement, under
which the notes and accounts were in theplaced hands of
the is antrustee, within theassignment of thismeaning

?statute
has decided,It been in the case of the Meredith Manu-

vs.facturing trustee,Smith andCompany Strafford, De-
term,cember 1836. anthat assignment made a debtor, ofby

ofparticularsome hispart property, merely for the purpose
someof particular debt or ispaying debts, not within the

statute.
The now arises, aquestion whether allof apledge man’s

for the of aproperty, payment debt,particular is within the
statute ?

We are of opinion that the assignments intended by the
statute are general assignments, to allpurporting convey the
debtor’s to trustees for theproperty benefit of all his credit-

willors who become parties to the andassignment, assent
to itthe terms which is made.upon Previous to the sta-
tute, were made toassignments trustees for the benefit of

increditors, which all the ofproperty the debtor purported
to be when it wasassigned, not all in fact assigned, by

von. viii. 67
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Low deceived defrauded.were and it oftenwhich creditors And

& a.Wyman that was thatprovision made favoredcertainhappened
to in full,were be first and the to bepaid residuecreditors

otherthe creditors.amongdistributed
was intended to suchprohibitstatute assignments.The

that no shall be. valid untilprovides assignmentthereforeIt
it make that hemaking shall oath has assigned,the person

ofintention the is to in theassignmentthe true placeand
all his ofassignees property every descriptionof thehands

law from It alsoby exempted attachment.is notwhich
distribution of all theequalan assign-for propertyprovides

the in equalall creditors toproportion, accordinged, among
claims.respectivetheir

havecould never been intended to embraceThe statute
of or all of aanyaor man’s forpledge propertya mortgage

a debt. A debtorof has an undoubt-particularsecuritythe
ofall his to one inconvey property his creditorstoed right

The statute wasof his debt. not intended tosatisfaction
And if he cana allpreference. convey hissuchprohibit

a debt,of thereparticular seems tosatisfactioninproperty
he should not be towhy permittedreasonsoundbe no

ofto secure the such debt.paymentpropertyall hispledge
wereand accounts innotes theease, placedthethisIn

and thebe collected moneytotrustee, appliedtheofhands
wasdebt. It in its natureof a particularto the payment
awith toand collectaccounts, powerthe notesofa pledge

werewhich theyfor pledged.the debtand paythem
that this case is not withintherefore, opinionofare,■'We

trusteeand that the is notstatute, charge-of thethe intent
hands, which hein his col-moneyofaccount anyable on
in as aforesaid.pledgeaccounts putandthe noteslected on


