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Let us assume that the grosa amount realized by the pro-
perty, subject to execution is $1,50G. This would yield a divid-
end of 50c. in the $ on the aggregate creditor 's daims and the
$1,500 would according to the sehleme oi s. 34 be payable as
follows:

Class A. ivhose elaim is $1,000 would receive. . $500

" ." ' 500 id 50

and also $200 from E 's dividend 200
D. $1,300 would receive.... 550
E. " 1,500 'nil.

With this niay be confrasted the method of distribution sane-
tioned in the case ahove referred to.

(lass A. would be paid in full $1.000
B. on a/c. 300

C. on a/e. 30C

Classes D. and E. would gct nothing.
It w.11 thus be secu that there is a wiide divergence in the

resuit Uetwecn the scherne laid down in t he Creditor 's ReliefI~. Act and that sanetioned by thec court.
Neither the scheie laid down in fthe Acf, nor that sanctioned

by the learned (Chanellor appears rcally to carry ont what
nîay be regarded as the fundamentai prineipie of the Acf,
naîncy the equalizatioii of the right8 of exectnfion credifors.

A more likely miethod of effccfuating that end would have
been f0 have required the anlount realizable under ail execu-
fions in the shcriff's bands to bic poolcd, and then div lIed ratably'I aniong ail creditors.

T1his on the above basis of clainis and assulning the amount

j reaiizcd is $1,700, wuld work out as foiiows:-
Claims. Arni't. reaiized.

Ciass A. creditors ........ $1,000 $1.000
B. Ilort gage .... 200 200

'ereditors......500 500
1). norfgagc ........ 1,300 ii1P.

ld. credifors ......... 1,500 ni),


