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from the order may be entertained in either division, although one of the execu-
tion creditors has been barred by the order, and there is no appeal on that
ground.

A. D). Cartwrieht for the claimant.
C, Midlar for the plaintiff

.
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Hoocanoow o GILLIES,

Interpleader—Sheriff—Securily  for  goods  seised—tbailuve  of —Barving
clafmant,

The wife of an execution debtor had in her possession certain goods, which
were seized by the sheriff under the execution against ber husband and
clauned by her. Upon the sheriff’s application, an interpleader order was
made in the usual terms, and the claimant, having given security thereunder hy
an approved bond for the forthcoming of the goods, the sheriff withdrew from
possession. Before the interpleader issue came to trial, the goods were sold
for taxes, and the surety on the claimant’s bond hecame insolvent,

Held, that the security had nothing to do with the determination of the
claimant's rights, but only with the preservation of the property pending the
litigation ; and the court had no right to make an order barving her claim in
defauit of her giving fresh security.

/. A Macdonald for the claimant,

R Riddei! for the execution creditor,
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TINNING 7 BINGHAM,

LDartivs - Adding nerw  plaintifls Rule g5 % Adution contmenced” 2 Read
maller i dispute” - New cause o, action,

The original plaintiff was a daughter of a deceased insured, the defendants
were another daughter and two insurance companies, and the writ of summons
was indorsed with a claim to have the assignment of two policies by the
deceased to the defendant daughier set aside.  After appearance by the defend.
ant daughter, the administrator of the estate of the deceased was added as a
plaintiff, as such adiministrator, by an ¢v parfe order obtained hy the original
plaintiff upon no other waterial than the administrator’s consent.  The plain
tiffy then delivered a statement of claim alleging fraud and undue influence in
the obtaining of the assignment, and nlso alleging that, at the e of the
assignment, the deceussed was largely indebted and unable to pay his creditors
in fall, and that the assignment was a fraud upon his creditors ; and the plain.
tift daughter claimed to have the assignment set aside as being obtained by
fraud, and the plawtifi administrator to have i set aside as being a fraud on
the creditors,

After the action had been sutered for trial, the plaintifis applied, unier Rule
445 for an order to add certain ereditors of the deceased as plaintifis, upon an
affidavit of the plaintiff's solicitor, which stated that the plaintiff administrator
was appointed at the request of the creditors, and was prosecuting the action




