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possession of the property of a weeil eso n handa it
over to another, the giver and lot the receiver is the execu!ttor
de son tort unless there is soute collusion, in which cýase bothl
giver and receiver as joint wrogdLoers becomne j<dntly exýecutors
de son tort, but in ordinary cases tlie giver is alone liable. There
cannot bit a series of exceutors de sont tort. If a trust fund( is
handed over, the(n in eq it itmay be foloed ill v.Cuis
LJ. 1 Eq. 91 but if handi(ed over for value, then the fiact that
this value given had been righltly used( iu paymenit of debt.s mnxit
lie set up îin answer.

[Reference to Mountford v. (libson, 4 East 44.1, as being
in rio way in Confict with thie above-j

The plkiintiff 's appeal fis
The plaintiY hias been aaed$100 ais the aulounlt allowed

under 9 Edwi. VII1. 11h. 47, s> :3 (fi. I dIo not think thil a sad
The plaintif bias suied as admiistratrix. Teright la afftr thec
death Metdi h 1wio (sec. 6), anid not lit Ille aduluiistrator
-ni fact the ai of, t11( widow nuix1-t in gerlbe. mlade, againast
the administrator.

The rig-lit is further dlefiedl under secý. 7 as a right to slc
the ehiattels exempt froin wizuire. No setin a made before
thse sale, and kt sale liaving been mnade, a lie\% righit intervenes-
and nio dlaim eau be made against at purohaser iii guud faith.

The righit which bas been giveli effect to is the, righit given
by sec. 4 to receive the proceeds of thie sale up to $100. TIh1i; is
a right that must be exereisedI againist the vend(or, and nlot agailist
the purchiasers, the present dlefendlants.

The righit to seluet exempt cliattels is by sec. 1 given to the
debtor "liis wýidowv or famlily"; the riglit to cdaiml $100 ln lieu
of tools and implement.a of trade is a riglit given to thed deýbtor
personally. and the distinction nay well hlave been imade irxten-
tionally. The generail exemptions whichi may be seetdare
articles used not alunle by' the debtor but also by his faiuily. The
tooIs of the debtor's tradle are of use to limi personaUyv, but aire
not generally of value to the widow.

T~he defendant.s' appeal should be aowdand tlue action
should be disissed with coalts.

MmýERDTH-, C.J. :-I agree.

TKrxZEL, J. :-I agree.,
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