
is withill the very words of sec. 26. Appeal dismissed wjthcosta.
E. G. Porter, Belleville, the first execution creditor inperson.
J. English, Napanee, solicitor for second 1executioficreditor.
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WA1ID v. BENSON.
Paries.I~Saine Interest-A Solicitor will flot be Appointed10 Bepresent De fendants, not Parties, as tilere is flot Au-tliority to do so under Rule 200.
That idue Provides for the authorizing of one or moreparties to. defend on behaif or for the benefit of ail -oartiesrnot alrcady defendants, where there are numerous parties'having the 'same interest, so as to dispense with the necessitYOf illakino' thern defendants.
Bedford v. Ellis, [1901] A. C. at p. 10), Wood v. Mc-Carthy, [18921 1 Q. B. 775, and Cornel v. Smnith, 14 P. P.275, at p. 277, referred to.
W. J'. ElIiott, Toronto, solicitor for plaintiff.
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TRIAL.

'iMcNEIL v. DAWSON.
Frwudulent ('onveyance-Mortqaqe by Wff e to Ifusband, inýEffect a Preference, uithtin 60 days of Creditors' Action-Presumption not PRebutted - R. S.- 0. ch. 147, sec. 2, Sub-sec. 3.

Action tried at St. Catharines, brough t on the 23rd May,1901, by the plaintiff on behaîf of lierseif and ail creditorsof defendant Loretta J. Dawson against lier and her lis-band, to set aside as a fraudulent preference, a mortgage datedlOth April, 1901, made by ber in favour of her husband.
G. H. Levy, Hamilton, for plaintiffs.J. E. Varley, Si. Catharines, for defendant G. Dawson.G~. F. Peterson, St, Catharines, for defendant Loretta J.D)awson.
MEREDIT11 .J-We the mortgage was given, the wifewas insolvent to lier knoýwledge andj that of ber husband... there was an indfebtedness by the wife to, ber hus-band at the timie the mortgage %vas given, and the mortgagebastheeffet f gvin hm a prference, and the intent to


