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4iulent Conveyance-TVoluntary Conveijance of Land by Father
Io Son for Bene fit of Son and other Children--C-ift-Actio? biy
Creditors to, Set aside-Financial Cire umetanc&2 of Father at
Time of Conveyance--EMience--Brewing Buiît&-Fear of
Prohib>itory Legislation-Gift nat Actuated by-Partiee-Trzis
tees and Beneficiaries Some Benefieiaries flot Defendtui
Action--Defeiice by Tru8tee-Form of Juâgment.

ýn appeal by the plaintiffs frein the judgmaentof llosi, J.,
414.

rhe appeal was heard by MEREDITI,' C.J.C.P.,RwE,
CiHFORD, MIDDLETON, and Lmýxox, JJ.
~V. B. Milliken, for the appellant s.
L W. Ballantyne and. F. H. Snyder, for the' defendants,
ondentz-.

ý1IEREDITH1, C.J.C.P., read a judgment in which hie eaid, thac
a was really no evidence of an actual intent to defeat, hinder,
eIaý' creditors; nor that at the lime when the gif t in question
made the giver wvas Îr anything lîke insolvent or financjally
arrassed circumistances, On the contrary, it wý-s preved that
ad been, and yet was, in a very profitable business fromn wbieh,
ad amnassed a very considerable fortunie.
t la true that certain legislation was being sought at the time,hi, if passed, miiglit be muinous te that business and to those
had their fortunes ini it; but that, had been souglit for y ears,
probably, net very man.v thoughvt that, if ever it should lie

ad, it vould be passeUi without mak,-ing sonie reasonable
>)ensation to those- whormight otherwýise li led. Eventuallv
as passed without any provision being made for any such
3>ensaton-the resuit being the ruin of the fortunes of manv,
iding apparently that of the giver of the gift lu question.
hit there was ne evidence going any way towards proving that
g ift of only a portion of a then large and valuable estate was

nu contemplation of such a ruin.
Ihis branch of the case created ne difficulty.
s te the preper formi of the judgment, ail the beneficiaries,
ell as the trustees, of the gift, were made parties; and oxze
of thc beneficiaries defended; se that new the plaintiffs'

L sto>d as if coufessed by all the beneficiaries but that ene.
trustees, ioweyer, wic> had the legal estate in the w.hole
e property in question, alse defended. 1


