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legatee had not in fact deprived himself of the inoWe or any
part thereof, nor would, she have been so deprived if she had
been the a.bsolute owner thereof. 7

PRACICE1~C1V~R-1NUNCION-PR0~RDNG8AGAU<8T Ra-
CEIVErt-GOOD)S IN POeSSMION OF COMPANY UNDER HIRE-P'CR-
CHASE AORFEI!ENT.

In re Moic&tone Palau,, Blair v. Maidatone Palace (1909) 2
Ch. 283. In this case which was a debenture-holder's action
again8t a theatre company, a reeiver had been appointed on the
application of the plaintiff of the property of the company. lu
the eornpoxxy's possession under a hire-purchase agreement made
with the Electrie Power Comnpany wus some electrical plant.
IUnder the direction of the court the receiver for a time carried
on the business of the theatre company and ini so doirig used
the elettrical plant. The Electrie Power Company subsequently
ree<)VQPed judgnient againtit the theatre Company for the amount
of their claim, and for a return of the electrical plant. The aasets
cf the fîrst Company %vere sold and the purchasers bought part,
of the eleôtrical plant from the Electrie PoNver Comxpany, and
the Pest of it w'as returned te that eoinpany. The Electrie Power
Conipany then claimed rentî'rein the receiver for the use cf the
elc trieal plant by hirn. and threatened te bring an action there-
for in the King's Bench Divi.sioli, whereupon the receiver ap-
plied te the Court te restrain thei freni se deing, and ordering
thein te bring ira their dlaini in the debenture-holder's action.
Thc Elctrie Power Comnpany contended that the receiver was
nevcr appointed receiver of the cleqtrical plant because it did
net belong te the thentre company, and as te that, therefore, the re-
ceiver was a inere trespasser. But Neuville, J., heid that the
receiver was entitled to protection, and that if any wrong had
been clone by huîîîi the court. would set that justice ivas donc to
the plaintiffs, he therefore ordered the Elcctric Power Conapauy
te bring in its claim in the debenture-holder's action within a
linuited tîme. aud regtrained themn frein taking proeeediugý4
a-gainst the receiver.

POWER-APPOINTMENT-" Duiix COVERTURE BY DERD OR WILL"
-EXECUTION OF WILL DURINO COVEETUREs-DEATH- OF" TE'STA-
TRIX oiscevt-EXERcitsE 0F POWER.

In re IlUingworth, Bevir v. Armnstrong (1909) 2 Ch. 297. Ina
this case the faets were that hy a ruarriage settiement inade in


