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terea thsec. Tfte -etoutant dlsputed the lain.
Tie Judie baving fonnd &Il questions of tact in tavor
Of théeWalmat.

11*U. tisat tise tac o! the clamant being thse vite of the
14410lvent did flot debar bier froin proving agaînst bis
eltate as a creditor, but he(d, that 'under thse circun,-
%
t
ances thse question wus a fair one for judicial en-

qulry, 'Md no ceSis were alloved tise clamnant.

(BftOCEVILia, MoDoSçAL, J.J.]
'le inselvent Mnade an assigumeut in April,1875. and amongst other dlaims filed againat bis

e8tate wus one of his wife.
1871, APrIl 20, To inoney lent.......~ 8 00

To live years interest on sain
at 6 per cent per annun,.. 89W 0

$1690 0
The inspectera of the estate centested the

edatai and put in thirteen grounda of objection,
Which May be summarised as follows: 1.
Ciliaut eas w1fe of insolvent, and flot eati-led tu rsnik; 2, paymeut - 3, that the moneys
Ivere a gift ta insolvent front bis wîfe ; 4, that
clairnt allowed ifisolvent sa tO deal with the
moineYS, that between bim aiîd bis creditors,
0ther thau Clainiant, the property purchased
thereliti, became the property of insolveut,
and 't wOuld be a fraud upon other creditors

toalwler to rank equialiy with the others ;5, leerii5eterd; 6, moneys belonged to in-
8 ,eet , the dlaim was a fraud upon credi.tors other than iflaulvent ; 8, the Tuoneyseulae5 4 'ere Preeeeds of equity of redeînptioa

ii taifl lanlds sold by one W. MeC. uinder
IiOthae front isevxt oribalance or residue
c fo tt e of d ~ d of 1 ale of l n , after d eb t a ud

other credi 'C., aud it would be a frauid upen
ors , î te afllow the claiînt te rank

býefer D ttlim did flot accrue withinsxyes
Vithin -uîntn 1 , cam di e accruesx years before flling of dlaim ;Il,%buait at tis alleged debt "'as contracted,
Weua inPosassio

1 -f Preperty cf iasolveiît of au12, the or~ gr er ovah. t h,4 aton clsimed;1 % te raoleys Wele trust fuad, andu sovuMvrreceived beaefi f1isovn
the 'oneys ~8,tba from, or had the use of

claimant te 5 le ber taY were lent by
The claimuaft in bierO an

the wife of tbe * ""'Fîaiser admittd being
e 18 Uvn ut leaied aihe teaIlegatious of:otestants h tebeen joined, teuae 0and issue baving

before the Junior Judge Wa rngtfrfra
the UitedCounies f tbe CnatY Court ofthe Jnied euniesor eetis and GrensvilleThe evidence w.as te the eff'ect thatinsolvet atene tie owned sene real estat n Brockville,Which he mortgaged to bih iesbrte a

W. MC.,andsuboquaîî sold anti couveye,î

to, hum absolutely. Several yeasa afterwards W.
McC. sold the property, and after taking an ac-
couint of ail it bad cost hlm, founid that he had
about $1300 to the good, and in 1871, made a
present of this amount to his sister, the wife of
the insolvent, wbo loabed it to the latter, there'
being no memorandum, or writing to evidene
the loan, but insolvernt promising claimant that
hie would give bier as much for it as any one else
would, and at ail events 6 per cent. The cou-
testants contended that the insolvent had au
equity of redemption in the real estate, and
that the $1800 really belonged to biat and waa
flot W. MeC. 's te give.

The judge found ail the facts in favor of the.
clajaut.

The contestants urged that notisithstanding
the finding of the jutige, the claim.ant could not
recever, and judgment wa reserved, pending
argument.

On a subsequeint day the parties appeared by
by counsel.

Frensch for 'the contestants, contested that the.
Married Woman's Act of 1859 did not apply to
Mrs. Dangerfield who was married before it was
enacted. He cited Commercial Bankc Y. Lei,
24 U.C0. Q. B. 552; Story's Equity Jurisprudence,
1374, ; White & Tudlor's Leading Cases 457,
459, 540 ; Gardner v. Garditer, 5 Jurist, N. S.
975; Lewin on Trusts, 550, 537 and 552; Kerr
v. Bead, 28 Grant 529 ; Scott v. Hunier, 14
Grant 877 ; Healey v. Daitiels, lb. 6338; B"k-
land v. Rose, 7 Grant 440.

.Senlcler for claimant referred te White à
Tudor'a Leading Cases 447: Woodward Y.
Woodward, 9 Jurist N. S. 882, Story's EquitY
Jurisprudence, I 373.

MeDONALD, J. J. gave judgment iii favor of
the claimant, but held that the case wau a
proper natter for enquiry, and that, under tii
circumstances, the inspectors were ja8tified in
contestiug the dlaim, even although they had
done se unsuccessfnlly, H1e allowed no cesta
to the laimant, but allowed the inspeeters their
costs eut of the estate.

inl thse uie natter was a esai for wagean d
for mouey lent to insolvent by thse son of insoIven1,
wbo was an infant, Thse insPectors Of the saise hAvhsg
disputed the cdaim, and ail thse Jacte havlng been fond
in favor of thse clameint.

l, that thse cliaiiUt vas entitled to prove agains
thse estate, that bis belng an Infant did flot Preclude "is
f rom recovering fronz bis fatiter, thse contracta bavIug
been proved.
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