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charge in priority to said debentures." An order %vas made ini a debenture.
holder's action, appointing a receiver, and the coinpany was ordered ta deWîer
up to hini all documents in its possession relating to the property covered bythe debentures. The tile deeds of the conîpany were in the haids of its solicit-or, who clafmed a lien thereon for costs incurred prior to the appointmnent.
Kekewjch, J., held that su long as the debentares.constitut-ed a Ilfloating-securityï"
i-c, uip to the tinie of the appointnment of a receiver, the cornpany hiad power tucarry on its business in the ordinary way and to eniploy solicitorF -and though

the conipaniy could flot expresslv give the solicitors employed a l.aarge on theproperty of the cornpany, the solicitors were not prevented frotn acq.iirin, undferte generai law the ordinary lien of a solicitor, and that a lien su acqcutred wasnot a charge created by' the coinpany, and therefore hie upheld the lien as agaînist
tfie d eben tutre- hohjers.'

Co~ri'.v W'.'~t~, n'lit ~ CsruvOF BOOKS ANI)XttO$~,t?~tt
A~< R~~vt~AND RAAIolCH S OF, INITER ï1,,

I n EngAf v.Sot lropoliffill )3rt.'wingý CO. (1892), 1 Ch- 442, we have another
decision ou: comtpany law by Kekewich, J. lut this case the contest was between
the liqutidatur of a. coinpauvl ordered tu be wound up and the receiver a'.xd

ntn~rof the coniipany appointed at the suiit of debenture-holders, whose de-benttures wvere a charge on the property of the conipany, as tu the right ta the
ctu* v of the books and documnents of the coimpany, and it 'vas hield that thelîqlludator was eiititled ta the rustudy of suich of the books and documents ofthe vomp;ipv as related to its inanagemnent and business anmd were not necessarv
ta support the titie of the debnture-holders. By the order appointing the re-eiver iai nmanager it had beeuu directed thatt ail the books and documnenitsrelating to the property of the' coit.pany shonld be delivered ta hiim, atic under itlie had taken possession of aiJ1 tie houks of tht' conipany and had the' custodybuit Kekewmch, J., imeid that on the' application of the liquidatk)r the couirt miighitfrorn timnie to tinte vary the arcler as viight be deeiiued expedietît, and lie v'arie,it accctrdiigly by directing the receiver ta delîver ta the liquidator certain of tht.documents, subject to an unidertaking lw the' latter to produce therrn to thec re-
ceiver when recjuired.

AtMîNt~~~~~~~~DEISL tlreN-CxMN.to I.Nt îi it.tE -ro XCToLOFK';sAt*n~

,;' re A n*toy A tn .An/oy (189 2 ), 1 Ch. 450, Rekelwich, J., ewidedthat wtere land bas beemi delivere(d ini execution untder an elegit against a testa-tor the' devisee of th(, land takes it Clani ostere, and is nlot entitled to have the landexonerated front the executior by the personal estate. It is perhaps question-able wvhether this decision \vouli appiv iii onturio,, owimîg to th, narrower wor -in4y of R.S.O., c. 109, s, 37, which appears inerely to appl' to lands subject tunortgage. Sitnce the, Devolution of Estates Act the right tu claim exoneration
of land devised, fronm the charges thereon, would scem te extend, wherever 'texists, not exclusively to the personal estate, but generally to the undisposed ofestate,.real or personal, as personal estate can, we apprehend, no longer bcdeeined the primnary fund for the payaient of debts.
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