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been intended that this should have been done because it was contem-
plated that the shares should be sold in thc same market for defendanî's
henefit at a nioment's notice :n case of an increase in price satisfactory to
him.

2. There was an actiîal sale of the said shares on account of defendant
regularly made, according to the usage of trade ini that behaif.

3. The plaintiffs were entitled under the ternis of the notice sent to the
defendant to seil the shares îhout notice 10 him when the margin was
gone, as the defendant, not having made objection to these terms, nhust be
taken after a reasonable time, t0 have assented to them,

Stewart Tupper, K.C., and Phippez, for plaintiffs. Hoivei/, K. C.,
and /Phi//ipps, for defendant.
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aIJduiep/n:' yn A :renA/ions - Lien cjf regcis/ep-ed jwdgmen as

aý,,zipzst /and-1-,oceediný,s Io realize w/uil de//or in occupation--
kci ar-a/ion 0/ rigeii wi//ie'/ ,ie for- sa/e -- Yie /udrnients .Ae,

A'. SJ. /902, c. qIr, S. Q.

This action 'vas brouîih to have it declarcd that a certain parcel of
land conveyed Iw the debtor to ber son beo'the recovery of th e plain-
titi's judgmnent in realitîy belonged to the d~eltor, anîd that the son held the
land only as truste,- for the niother and had nio interest in :t, and that the
iîîdginent forrned a lien or charge on the' land, and asked that the land lie
sold to satisfv the judgînent. l)efendants adnitted that the land was the
m-other's and that the' son had no interest in it and that the conveyance
îAd lîeen made sole!y becaîise the' noioer tliouglit she might thereby

'i prevezîl the' gale of itie land t0 realize the plaintifrs claini, but they set up
ai! prnvrd Giat ti i-as lier act ual residence and homne, and claillned that as
t did rlot exceed $t,Soo in vaie it ivas exempt froi the proî'eedings, by
virtile of R.S. Ni. 1902, c. 91. s, 9. It %vas urged on liehaîf of the pliîîtiif
that the' conveyance Nvas fraiîdulent and void as against hinm, and that the
(lelîor ha'i !) Conveynk the land to lier son deçirived bierseif of the heniefit

j of thet exempition,. acrording to MAê/i,/ v. ill/e-leu, 14 M. k. 284, and
.l-cza/ ank v. rPen ,13 M. R. 19.

Heu,, iliat the' plait if was etîiiled to a declaration tlîat the' land wa.s
the' property- of ',he delîtor, :o that, if the exemptiîon sbould at any tinît'
lapse, the' Judgmcent iniiglt lie eiiforced agaiîîst the' land, lut Nvas tnt
enziîled to a luresenit sale of the' land lu realic.e bis jtudgnîleîît.

A'/nhv. - sfgiied on thue ground that thcre boîh the
grutralgalc uie i seîn thie reality of the traiîsfer and no
trust ini làvotir of the' grantor %vas allegcd or proved by him. 'l'lie righit
guueilb l'ihe PIidgieits .\r't 10 a dehtor to claim exemptin iii respect
of Ilus actujal rosideiice is clear anîd positiv'e anîd apîplieài to bis interest in
the prOPeri Y so 10on9 as lie Continuîes to ovcup)y it, %vliether that iîîteresî is


