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to allow, but it was probable that it was allowed because, ini the
view of the learned Judge, the action of the appellant had already
resulted practically in the destruction-of the goodwill.

Appeal dismissed with oats.

FIRST DivisiONAL COURT. JuLy 4Tn, 1917.

KARCH v. EDGAR.

Fraudulent Conveyancs-Shan Considerations-Intent Io Defrausi
Crediiors-Action by Judgmn Creditor to Set asîde Co»vey-
ance of Land and Assignments of Mortgages-Judgmnit Debtor
Divesting himself of ail his Property-Findings of Fact of Trial4
Judge-Appeal.

Appeal by the defendant Ernestina Edgar froni the judgmnent
of FALCONBIDE, C.J.KÇ.B., at the trial at Guelphi, in favour of
the platiff, the wife of the defendalit Charles Frederick Kýaroli,
in an action brought by bier, after a judgment for aliinony obtaixied
by bier, on behaif of berseif and ail other creditors of ber husbaxxd,
to set aside as fraudulent against creditors a conveyance by fii
t o thle appellant (bis sister) of a lot ini the town of Hespeler ai-d
assignînents by him to bier of two mortgages.

1The appeal was heard by MEREDITH!, C.J.O:., MACLAREN,
MAGEE, HoDGiNs, and FEItOusoN, JJ.A.

Ri. NMcKça, K. C., for the appellant.
1'. Kýerwin, for the plaintif!, respondent.

MEREDMI, C.J.O., read the judgment of the Court . Hie said
that the land conveyed and miortgages assigned coniprised the
whole of the husband's property except a debenture for $1l,900
and one for 8500. l'Le $1 ,900 debenture was parted with by the.
busband to his brother Henry; and the $500 debenture was assign-
cd Wo Henry li trust for the husband's two cbildren. The alleg...
tion of the appellant as to ail these transactions was that they
were made in good faitb and for the considerations expreaaed,
and that the considerations, were actually paid at the timne when
theY were executed.

It was clear upon the evidence that it was ini the mmîd o! the
huaband as early as 1912 Wo put the lot iii Hespeler and the mort-


