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out of his hands in order to defeat the claims of his wife,
1 whom he had separated, and who had brought the action
alimony against him. The wife’s judgment was recovered on
h June, 1912; and the conveyance and assignments to the
ant were dated the 3rd December, 1912. These deeds were
to carry out the plan which the husband had in contempla-
; and the result of the whole of the transactions was to divest
» husband of everything he possessed which had been available
creditors. :
The stories told by the appellant and by Henry Karch as to the
from which came the money said to have been paid to the
nd by them, were very improbable; they were disbelieved
the trial Judge, who saw and heard the witnesses, and who
to the conclusion that the impeached transactions were
lourable and fraudulent; he was also of opinion that, even if
e expressed conmderatlons had actually passed, the mtent of the
d and of the appellant and Henry Karch was to defeat,
. delay, and defraud creditors; and with these conclusxons
ourt agreed.
Appeal dismissed with costs
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| by the plaintiffs from the Judgment of SUTHERLAND,
O.L.R. 591, 11 O.W.N. 2.

“The appeal was heard by Mgreprrs, C.J.0., MACLAREN,
Hopains, and FErGUsoN, JJ.A.
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