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disaolved. The purchasers of the lesse now applied under the
Trustee Relief Act, 1893-(see R.S.O. o. 336, s. 5) for the ap.
pointment of a new trustee and for vesting order. Warrington,
J., made the order asked,

CompAsy-DEBENTtJIE HOLDERS' ACTION-RECEIVER AND MIANA-
OZR-ADVANCES9 TO IIECEl VEit-RECEl VER 'S REMUNERATO-
PRIORITY OF CL/dM 0F RECEL VER.

In re Gladsir Copper Mines Co., EnglUah E. M. Co. v. Glad-
sir Copper Mines Co.- (1906) 1 Ch. 365 was a debenture holders'
action'in which a 'receiver and manager had beeu appointed to
carry on the business. For the purpose of carrying it on the re-
ceiver was froin time to tinie authorized to borrow money which
was secured bý flrst charges on the assets. The money was ad-
vancêd by the plaintifs . and nothing was said in the orders
authorizing such loans as to aniy reservation of the receiver 's
elaim for rernuneration and costs, but they expressly provided
that the recciver was flot to be personally liable for sueh loans.
The receiver continued the business, %vhich ultimately proved a
failture and the assets of the eonicerti were realized and prnved
instifficient to pay in full the receiver's reniuneration and costs,
and aiso the advances of the plaitiifs. Joyce, J., lield, in these
rircumnstances, that the receiver Nvas entitled tc, priority of pay-
mient, though lie thoughit it %vould have been otherwvise if the
advanes had been made by fi stranger to the litigation. The
C'ourt of Appeal (Willianis, Stirling and Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ.,
affirmed hie decision.

ADtTLTERANTI0N-SAMPLE--PTRCHAýSE POn iN.itjsi;-DIVISION OF
sAmpLrî-SALE 0F FOOD & l)Rtyas, ACT. 1875 (38 & 39 VICT.
c. 63), s. 14-ttS.C. c. 107, 3. 9).

In Lou'ery v. Hl lard (1906) 1 K.13. 398 a l)ivisional court
(L4ord Alverstone, C.J., and Laivrnnee and Ridley. .T.T.) hield,

nta eas.e tîtated by niagi4trates. that w'Iere a saitple of goods is
taken for atIalys'i4 tnder the Food & Drugs Act, 1875, sq. 14
(R.S.C. e. 107. m. .9), ecd of the three parts into whiiehi the
sanmle is ie(ittireç to be divided iiusit he stiffieitcnt to admit of
an analysis being iade thereof.

Dîscovitay-ExA MNINA£TION FoRt Disc0vEty- -DErý.FMATION-LiaEL
* IN PERIODICAL-DEFENCE 0P FAIR COMMENT-INFORMATION

ON WnICHI ALLEGER LIBEL PoIJNDED--NAmpEs 0F INFORMANTS.
Plyetothliuthial Society v. T'raders Publisking Association

(1906) 1 N.B. 403 wvas an action forMibel contained in a periodi-
cal published by tie defendants. The defence wat3 fair comment.


