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because the order appealed from was interlocutory, and k
appeal had not been obtained (Rule 507).

The Court was of opinion that the order was ixiterlc
within the meaning of sec. 25 of the Judicature Act, R.S.(
ch. 56: Ilolmested's Judicature Act, 4th ed., p. 117; Stei%
Royds (1904), 118 L.T. Jour. 176; Gibson v. Ilawes (19
O.L.Rt. 543.

If there were any'doubt as to the order being interloi
the Court should deternaine that it wasg interlocutory: sec.

If the contention as to.the effeot of sec. 76 of the Si-
Court Act was well-founded, it was doubtful whether an oi
stay was necessary-it might yet be open to, the appeli
invoke the section upon the reference, and, if the referee d
to proceed with the reference, to apply for a direction to J.
refrain from so, doing until the appeal to the Supreme C<
Canada had been heard and determined. As te the effect
section, see In re Weatherley, [19181 WXN 366, 367. 1
opinion is expressed as to the effect of the section; and it
gested that, even if the contention of the appelant is rig]
order appealed frona, being unreversed, night be an ans
any sucli application as mentioned.

Appeal dismissed with
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*WiADE v. JAMES.

Mssignmenta and Preferences-A-4ssignmént for Benefit of Cred
Sale of Assets of Insolvent Estate by Assignes to CreA
Inspector of Estate-Resale to Wives of Assignors-Fraug
Estate-Judgment Directing Account of Profit s-Right
up Illegality of Transaction as Defence to Action upon 1:
sorij Notes (Jiven for Part of Price upon Resale.

7Appeal by the defendants frona the order Of MASTEN, J
7,43 O.L.R. 614, disniissing an appeal from the report

Master i Ordinary made i pursuance of a reference direc
the judgment at the trial.


