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personal liability of the executor, that the judgment in the County Court
suit estopped the claimant from recovering against the executor personally,
and that the claiîîî was barred b>' the Statutes of Limitations.

Hi i. A persan supplying gonds to an executor under such circum-
stance~s bas no riý,ht against the estate, but he may sue the person who
incurred the debt, and he also bas a right to be subrogated to an>' right of
indemnit>' which the executor bas against the estate in respect of the lia-
hility sa incurred: Inr, e Fritj, [i902] i Ch- 342; Boi'se Y. Goy-toit, [îSgz]
A.C. ai P. 199.

2. Per KILLA,C.J., that the executor was estopped by the agreement
of seulement that he bad made and by the order of the Court conflrming
the same from setting up the defence c.f a deficiency of assets out of which
ta pa>', and that under the circumstances X7elie's d]aim should bc treated
as onie against the esta*e upon which the Master was bound to adjudicate
under the consent order.

3. Per I)unuc, J., that the executor was estopped b>' the course he
had taken in the Count>' Court suit from disputing the valîdi-y of the dlaim
as igainst the estate.

4. T*here was no ground tor claiming that the dlaim was barred by the
Statutes of Limitations.

EI/ilii, for claimant. Houell K, C., and Houjh, K. C., for executoi.

Fuli Court.'1 ROLERTS Z'. 11ARTLEY. [Dec. 20, 1902.

Frauduient con zv' ance - Exemptions-Lien of re,-isit r-d judgmct- 7lzk-
zngeProceeding-s undter, ithile eld'/or in occupation of land c/aimed as
'Xcmf'lt:on.

Appal fromn decision of Duiivc, J., noted vol. 38, P. 352, dîsiSiss-
ing the piaintifr's action, which was for the setting aside of a conveyance
of certain land fromi the defendant, Bridge Harte>', to bis wife, Ruth
liartie>', and for a sale of the property ta re-ilîze the amourt of the plaintiff 's
registered judgiment against Bridge Hartie>'. Tlhe conveyance was maie
without consideratio,), and, as both parties smore, wiîh the iwienticn abso.
luýclY ta transfer all interest in the property ta the wife. Tt was made
ab)out the tirme when the writ was served in the action iii which the judg-
nment was obtained, and, unless the property were to be he]d ta he exempt
froni seizure tînder the statute as heing the actual residence and home ofthe debtor, ihere 'vas no doubt that the conveyance should be declared
%oid as against the plaintilT under the 13 Eliz., c. 5. Secs. 196-197 of

c. 33 provide that the registration of a ccrtit3cate of a judgmcnt
stiall bind ail inter2.t or estate of the defendant in lands in the registration
or ?and tatles district the samne as though the defendant hd iii writingunder bis hand and seal charged the sarrie vitb the amnount of the judg-
mIent ; t, b>' 5ý Vict., c. j, s. 5, this enactment is Made suhject ta the
proviso that rio procecdings shail bc takeri urider any such judgment


