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Ur of the Chanoery Division, that the oust of administration au fo r
4q. as they have been inoreased by the adminutr..tion of realty' are

t. "M te be borne by the ralty, in stili applicable; and accordingly
~3j~ ýthat -the- cost&-of-tIi uieiy an to--the -heirs-at law-ntust b.- borne.
~ by the realty; notwithstanding the direction contained in the
f will as to the payment of the testamentary expenees ont of the

personalty.

FRAUDULENT CON VEYANCE - POT NUPTIAL SETTILEMENT -N,

TENT TO RINDER, DELAY ORt DEFRÂUD CaIDITRS - 13
ELMZ o. b-R. .O. 354, a.l-CAo< OREJU -

V., XzNTs ACT, 1838 (1 & 2 Vîc'r. c. 110), s. 14-(R.S.O. c. 324,
S. 21) - RECCEIER - EQUITABLE EXEOUTION - TRtusTE -

Ideal Deddiing Co. v. Hollaid (1907) 2 Ch. 157. This wags
an action to set aside a pont nuptial settiement of an equitable
reversionary interest in.personal estate nmade by a debtor as
being a fraud on his credîtors under 13 Eliz. o. 5, (R.S.O. e.

d . 334, s. 1). The settiement was held by Kekewich, J., to be void
under the statuite because it prevented the creditor f rom, obtain-

7ý ing a charging order under the Judgments Act, 1838 (1 & 2
Vict. c. 110, s. 14,-(R.S.O. c. 324, s, 21) -. or frein obtaining
the appointment of a receiver of the fund by way of equitablej 21 exenution. The trustee of the setiement who had with knowl-
6ige of the settlor'â d3stitution prepared the settienient in gond
faith, and appeared at thec trial te defend it, was held entitled
te his costs out of the settled propertv. It appearing that there
xnight be a surplus after payment of creditors. it was held that

*the settiement ought flot te bê ordered to be delivered up te be
cancelled, but that the trustee sbeuld be ordered t e neur ini
ail acts necessary te make the propert.v ineltided in the gettie-
ment availabie te sati9fy the creditors' elpinis.

TRAnS NAME-C"OMP.INY-SIMiL4%RTY OF NAME-R TORT OF INDI-
VIDUAL TO URE HIS OWN NAmE-TÂàNsF'ER TO Co?-PANqv,

-ine Cjotton Àl;piiiners v. Harw#,ood.(1907) 2 Ch. 184 was an
action te restrain a defendant company f rom using the naine
of ('Rsh as part of its trade name. The defendant toinpany
had een organizeà¶ by a person narned 11grwood Cash, and the
comnpany was called IlHarwood Cash Co." Harwood Cash
was the son of a man named Cash who had carried on a busi-


