
estate. There are practically no debts. . . .
The approval, i& required by sec. 16 of tiie Deyolutiou
of Estates Act, as aniended by 63 Vict. eh. 17,
sec. Il (O.) . .. Where there are heirýs or deviseos fot
coinpetent te conteur, or competent to cuncti. but who do
not, tAie approval mnuqt bu, had. . . . This is a case in
whitffi the concurrence of ail has not yet been souglit, be-
canlie of the delay and expense which that would cause.
. . On the facts of this particular case the proper
course to be now pursued is for the officiai guardian to
inake the usual inquirieqi, and if no good reasons are ad-
vanced or d iscovered for wîthholding his approval, it should
b. given. Costa out of estate.

MEREDITH, J. JtJLY 318T, 1908.
WEEKLY COURT.

REi CÂNÂDIÂN PACIFIC R. W. 00. AND A&SSEI 4IN.
JRce-iubl Executio»-Properly Sought to b# ReaoAe--

Busine#, Debts -Skares în Forin Corporction-Lîls bwuranc.
Polwcy.

Motion by Oscar Asselin, ckaiuant in a carriers' inter-
pleader, tinder sec. 58, sub-sec. 9, of the O. J. Act, for an
order appointing him receiver of the estate of onle CIeg-
hc>rn, againast whoni le b.d recovered judgxnent, in the in-
terpleader proceedings, for the purpose of realizing his xlelit.

W. J. Eiliott, for the applicant.
W. N. Tilley, for the judgrnent debtor.
MEREDITH, J.:-Th* applicaut's claita is, iii effect, that
leb. appointed a sort of general assignes, for his own

benefit only, of substainially ail bis &ebtor's property and
earnings, and that the. debtor b. obliged to carry on business
80 that the applicant inay have the earnings until bis
debt imsa~tisfled. . . . The provision of the Judi-
cature Act that a receiver nay be appointed ini ail
cages i which it shaHl appear to the Court to be just and
convenient that such au order should be made, was in-
tenided, s<, far as it applie. to suci a case as ti, merely to
expressly confer upon afl the. Cêurtq thatjurisdiction which,
under Lii. designation of equitabla execution, had before the
fusion of I.w and equity bee*i execised by the. Court o>f
Chancery &loue. Seo H~arris v. Beauchamp, [1894] 1 Q. B.


