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Ells, 4 O.W.N. 1461, and the judgment was affirmed by the
Appellate Division on the 23rd December, 1913: 5 O.W.N. 561.
The conveyance wa.s dated the 29th April, 1913, nearly six
months after the commencement of the action of Ellis v. EiI.,
and *was flot registered until the Sth September, 1913. The
learned Judge, after stating the faets and reviewing the evi-
dence, states his conclusion that judgment should be entered
declaring the inipeached conveyance fraudulent and voîd as
against the plainiff, and directing that the registration thereof
be vacated, wîth costs to the plaintiff. J. G. Wallace, K.C., and
J. llowe, for the plaintiff. S. G. McKay, K.C., for the defend-
ants.

r MCJNNIcS-MIDDLETON, J., IN CHAMBERS--JUNE M0.

8ettled Estates Act-Order for Sale of Lands--Proceeds In-
vested b.i Exe-cutorsý in Mort gage Taken in Name of Accountatt
of Supremec Court -Mort gage-moneys Paid to Executors-Spe-
cial Order Authorising Accountant ta Execute Release.] -

Motion by the petitio-ners, the executors and trustees under a
will, for ant order direetîng the Accounttant of the Supreine Court
of Ontario tu execute a diseharge of a mortgage. On the 30th
April, 1908, TF:i.:rzEL, J., miade an order under the Settled Estates
Act, allowing a sale of lands; but for some reason this order
did ixot follow the well-established practice, and direct the
moneys to bu paid into Court, but directed that the moneys
shmuld bu held by the executors and trustees and bu by thein
ivesteýd and. reinvemted, wiîth the approval of the Officiai (luard-

ian; th(, mortgages to be taken in the naine of the Accountant.
A miortgage -was taken in the name of the Ac-eountanit, and in
dn~e timne was paid off to the exevtutors. The executors tcnderud a
eertifleate of disiarge of the mnortgage to the Aecounitant for
execuition by imii. l3y executing the dliseharge lie would certify
to the untrue mtatemevnt thuit lie had rceived the niortgage-
mnonvy. ln the mneantimie the executors had proceeded to re-
iuivvst the mnoney ln other securities rece,(ived by theml. MliDDE-
TON, J., said that the Avcouintanit could not bu asked to ditiarge
the mnortgage, iii these c-ireuis8tanci(et; but an order should be
inade, by whieh, uponi an affidavit being filed sliewig that the
inoney had been reevdb> the exeeutors--that being se far
offly a ttietteAee-ountant should be autliorised to exe-


