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The conveyance was, upon its face, a volumtary One. An&
attempt was miade at the trial to shew that it was founded upon
à bargain, or that it was ini consideration of the payment of $ 1, 165
bythe wife Wo the husband; but that attempt failed, upon the
evideuve.

SThere should, be judgment deelaring that the conveYanoe of
the 27th June, 1916, was fraudulent anid void as against the
creditors of James Jermyn, deceased, and that the moneys in
Court stand in the place of the land. The plaintiff should have
hîs eosts against the defendant, and an order for pgyment thereof
out of her share of the mounl Court.

F. E. SjsuTi LimITEI) V. CÂNADIAN WESTERN STEEL CORPORATioN
LAMuThl-LOGIE, J.-ARIL 21.

Contrac-Breaeh-Er-mnarked Good-Wlaver - Injunction-
Interim Order]-M\otion by the plaintiffs Wo continue au interim
injunction granted by KvaLY, J., On the 10th April, 1920, re
straining the defendants from selling or dealingwvith certain goods,
the subjeût of a contract between the parties, otherwise than in
accordance with the contract. The motion was heard in the Weekly
Court, Toronto. Loi, J., in a written judgment, said that
the injunetion shoul 1>e continued until the trial. Fothergill
v. Rowlandl (1873), 1-11. 17 Eq. 132, cited for the defendant.s,
wms riot in point. liere, the goods were ear-marked, there they
were not. Questions such as, whether the plaintiffs had w-aived
the right now elaimed Wo the goods oversize could not be deter-
minrd on this application-they were for the trial Judge. The
trial shouil be speedied by ail parties; costs in the cause. T. N.
Phelail, for the plaintiffs. R. S. Robertson, for the defendants.

ROSS V. SCOTTISH UNIONi AND NATIONAL INSITRANCE CO.-
MIDDLFTON, J.-APRIL 21.

Pleading-Sateffli of De! ence-Motion ta Sirike out Paragraphs
Raising Isese Tried in Preeims~ Âction-Iight to AtUack Pleading
of Defendant un thie Gronnd-MaUer to b. Deteinined ai Trial]-
Motion 1by the plaintiffs f or an order striking out certain paragraphs,
of the defence, in which it was aileged that the defendants ought
to have retried certain issues which, it was said, were already
deait with llnally and concluBively in the fonner action betweexn
the same parties: mse Ross v. Scotti8h Union and National Insur-


