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*ADAMS v.KEERS.

lage-Foredlosre-Execution Creditor of one of three Oipners
of Bquity -of Rede-mplion-Subsequeni Incumbrancer--Pay-
nra of MIlmtgagee's, Claim and Redempi<m of Mort gage-
'ooidation Of Securities--Rights of Oavners of Flquity-
ýeparate Right8 according to Share9 or Inter«et-Marshallin-g
;ecurtis--Appeal from Ma.ter's Report.

Ppeal by the Toronto Railway Company, made a defendant
SMaster's office, from the report of the Master in Ordinary
action for foreclosure.f

býe appeal was heard ini the Weekly Court, Toronto.
A. Harrison, for the appellant company.

W. Payne, for the defendants Keers and Fergusn.
R. Roaf, for the defendant Gray.
àsEz J., in a written judgment, said that the appellant
any was an execution creditor of the defendant Keers;- its
had been allowed in the Master's office, and it had, as a

quent incumbrancer, redeemed by paying what %vas due
the plaintiff's mortgage. The defendants Reers, Ferguison,
-iray (the respondents) were owners (pre-surnably as tenants;
Emnon, but in whatproportions did not adequately appear)
equity of redexuption. The interest of cach of the rRipondl-

was subject to the plaintiff's mortgage. The interest of
iwas, but the, interests of Ferguson and Gray würe nibt,
ut to the execution of the appellant conipany.
io appelant company contended that the Master should
apportioned the amount, of the plaîntiff's mnortgage accord-
the respective interests of the three respondents, and should

found the amount that each of them should pay tu redeeni
ýlaintiff , having regard to their respective interestat, and
1l have fixedl a date for payrnent by eaeh of thenu. In the
ative, the appellant comnpauy claimed the bepefit of the
nie of mnarshiallîng securities or of consolidLation.
ie respondent Ferguson contended that redenmption by any
f the owners of the equity put an end to the foreclosure
L. and foreed the appeilant coxnpany to launch soie othor
,ding to enforce its rights. The Iearned Judge did flot agree
Lhis. He vis of opîiion that ail reiredies posý,ble should
bnted lu the one action: Judicature Act, sec. 16 (h).
rhis case and ail others so rnarked to be repo)rtýed in the Oti9i
Leports.


