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C'OMPANY - WIN»NÛi-UF - INsoLvENT COMFANY - LiQUIDATOR
--OBJETON 0F CREDITORS TO APPOINTMENT 0F RECEIVER
FOR DEBENTURE HULDERS AS LIQUIDATOR.

ln re Karamelli & Barneti (1917) 1 Ch. 203. The question
involved ini this cms was as to the appointment of a liquidator to
an nsolvent company. One of the proposed liquidators was also
th-- ïrrýi:er for the debenture hoiders of the company, the creditors
of the -company objected to bis appointment, and Neilie, J.,
gave effect to their objection, on the ground that the interest8 of
the debenture holders might be antagonistic to those of the cre-
<'itors.

~Va.-T~sAME1'.uYGIFT OF COLL l'ION 0F(OISR OC-.

TION - ERRONEOUS ASSUMPTION OF FACT - REVOCATION

WIIETH ER CONDITIONAL OR ABS(bLUTE-EvIDENCE--STATE- I
MENTh HY TESTAPTOR.

In re C'h iirchill, Taylor v. Univer8iiy of Manchester (1917) 1 Ch.
'106. The questioil in this case was as to fhie effect of a rev oation
of a testainentary gif t in the following circumstances: In 1901

thle testator by bis will gave ail bis coins with the cabinets iii which
they were placed, to the defendants. In January, 1912, he ~
M'rote a letter to the defendants wherebv he 1)urported to l)resent
to tht' derfendaxnis bis "collection of coins" on cerîsiîn conditions
and tbe defendants accepted the gift on the condlitions specified,
but no coins or cabinets wcre then handed over. lit F'lýruary,
1912. the testator niade a codicil in which after reciting the gift
o~f coins and cabinets in bis will, revoked the gift, andi <eclared

timat lie Imad, during his lifetiine, handed oier to the defendants
all the ccins and cabinets he intended to leave themi by bis will. 1
lin Augu.st, 1912, the testator delivered to the defendants eleven
cabinets containing the greater part of his collection, but sortie
remnained in bis posession. The testator died in 1915 auid the i
defendants clairned the remainder of the coins and cabinets as
part of bis gift te) thein, contending that the revocation by thec
codici I was based on an erroneous assunpti 'oit of favt, and thlen'.

fore wus conditiotil and inoperative, 80 tnat the original gift byI
the wi', t(xok eflect. Neville, J., howcver, beid îbmd, the rev'oca-
tion by i e codicil wus absolute, andi lhat the defendants werî' on!y
efltitle(l to the coins anil cahinets handed over to tbein. lt' also
beld that, statenents miade bi the testituor tit the tinte when the
coins and cabinets were handed over wm're miot admissible in
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