
District Court, W. D. Pennsylvania. 1868.

IN RE BARNETT.
[3 Pittsb. Rep. 559; 15 Pittsb. Leg. J. 73.]

BANKRUPTCY—AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY.

[Crops planted by a bankrupt after the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, under Act March 2, 1867,
(14 Stat 517, c. 176,) do not pass to the assignee as assets for the use of creditors.]

[See in re Patterson, Case No. 10,815; In re Levy, Id. 8,296.]
[In bankruptcy. In the matter of Joseph Barnett.]
Opinion by JOHN N. PURVIANCE, Register of the 23d Congressional District:
The question upon which the opinion of the register is desired, is whether the crop

raised by the bankrupt in the year 1868, after the filing of his petition in bankruptcy, pass-
es as assets to the assignee for the use of the creditors of said bankrupt. The petition in
bankruptcy in this case, was filed on the 3d day of March, 1868, by the petitioner. The
said Barnett was adjudged a bankrupt on the 8th day of April following. Assignment of
his assets was duly made on the 15th day of May, 1868, to the assignee chosen by the
greater part in number and value of the creditors who have proved their debts; said bank-
rupt has not been discharged. The 14th section of the bankrupt act [of March 2, 1867,
(14 Stat. 522,)] providing inter alia for the assignment of bankrupt's effects and estate, is
specific in its terms, in this, that it provides for the assignment and conveyance to the
assignee of all the estate, real and personal, of the bankrupt, of which he was possessed,
or in which he was interested, or entitled to have on the day of the date of filing his
petition in bankruptcy, and declares that “such arrangement shall relate back to the com-
mencement of said proceedings in bankruptcy.” The assignment, therefore, does not relate
to or take effect upon after-acquired property, earned by labor, as in this case. The whole
proceedings as provided for by the law and as indicated in the forms prescribed, seem to
contemplate the true condition of the bankrupt, as to his means and liabilities, at the time
of the commencement of the proceedings in bankruptcy. Therefore, after-acquired prop-
erty earned by labor or otherwise, pending proceedings in bankruptcy, and before final
discharge, forms no part of the assets which under the bankrupt law passed by assign-
ment to the assignee for the use of the creditors. Taking the facts to be as stated in the
paper hereto attached, “that after the petition in bankruptcy was filed that Joseph Barnett,
the bankrupt, put in a spring crop, consisting of corn, oats, buckwheat and potatoes,” the
register is of opinion that the said grain, &c, raised by the bankrupt after the filing of his
petition, does not pass to the assignee as assets for the use of the creditor.

MCCANDLESS, District Judge, confirmed the register's report.
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