
THE ONTARIO WEEKLY NOTES.

of hiw that 1 amn aware of which renders it impossible to I
such a transaction beeause of the absence of such corr<obor
evidence.

Such an arrangement as the respondents testified was j
was not an improbable one in the circumstances. 1 doubt
mueh whether the. wife could successfully have resisted an a
bY the. husband te set amide the conveyance to her on the. gr
of has improvidence if the effect of it was entirely te dvet
of anY intêrest in the property. As 1 understand the, evid
the. coOleyance eevered everything he possessed, and thr
frequent instanesa in whieii such conveyances, made w~i
<,wisideration, have been set aside as improvident.

The. cireumstances that the reconveyance was mnade afte
wife iiad become indebted te the appellants may be a uP
eli!cuhistace, but mere suspicion as to its bona fides doei
warrant the setting of it aide; , till leua does it warran
8tetting aside of a finding by an experienced Judge that i'
mnade in geed faitii and witiieut any f raudulent iiitent.

Tiie faet that the. wife plaeed the farm property in the 1
of the, appellanta for sale, and that ah. expresmed her inte

of brroingmoney on a xnortgage of the chty propertý
thopgh ht wum part of the. agreemient upon which th, pro>
wML conveyed to her that mii. siiould not seil or mortgage
i my opno, not iniconsistent with the existence cf the î
ment i .thereapondents teatified was made as te the i
vYaynce of thie Property te the iiusband, because he was î
~senti party to wiiat the wife did and preposed te do.

Thedrne ofetoppelwas much relied on bytheleW
counsol for the. apPllants, but the, evidence dees net wa
tii. application of it, even if in any case it would b. appli
t* Previit parties frein resisting an attack by a creditor u
eolWveyanc by his debtor of property, on the ground that j
m~ade withii tent to defraud creditors.

There waa, no doubt, evidence that the. wife represeni
th appellnte tbat siiê waa th, owner cf the. property. 1

merY>nuc whi.tiir she did so ini words, but the fact of her
134 theb.r ii the. bauds of the. appellants for sale, and ex
1i<g beitnto to, borrow upon mortgage cf the. city prc
D1ay) well have led thie appellauta te believe that she wi
owner of botii proerties, and i8 probably tiie only greta
witnemetu had for KaYlng that mii. r.premented that ah. wi
ewoer ot thern Eowever tiiat inay b., and assuining th,
repremuttion was madeê, tbere was ne satisfaetory evidene
the bu»n ias a party te it or vas present wiien it Was


