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deed whîch is void as against creditors is also voîd as against
those who represent creditors. But it must be borne lu mind

that sucli deeds were contrary to the ,common law, and that
the statute was merely an affirmance of the, pre-existing
common law.

In our case we have a statute which makes void perfectly
legîtimnate and proper transactions and this statute must be

read strictly. I think that one who îs not a creditor canuot

dlaim as thougli lie were a creditor unless lie ean bring hum-

self witbin the words of tlie Act.
I do not read the cases as excluding, this view.
In Re S. E. E. & R. Co. (1869), L. R. 4 Ch. App. 215,.

at p. 27, Lord IFatlierley, L.C., says: " The officiai liquidator
liad, therefore, now to aet for the benefit of creditors as well

as of the shareholders . . . " and in Re Duckworth
(1867), L. R. 2 Ch. App. 578 (and other cases includiug
some in our own Courts), it is said «the liquidator represents
the crediîtors ;" but as Lord Cairus, L.C., says, L. R. 2 Ch.
App. 580: " the liqluidaýtor rep)resents the creditors .

but only beoause lie represents the eompany." This is ap-

proved in the Il. L. by Lord W'estbury inu Waterhouse v.

Ja'.meson (1870), L. R. 2 Hl. L. Se. 29, at p. 38.
Iu Re Canwdian Camera Co. (1901), 2 0. L. R. 677, it is

indeed said that in eonsidering the statute now under ex-

amination that " it is neeessary te bear ln mind the positioni
lu whicsh a liquidator stands lu a eompulsory wiudiugo-up,
viz.: that whi e in no seuse an assiguee for value of the

conipeny, yet lie stands for the ereditors of the cempany and
is entitled to enforce thieir rights . "The learned

Judge cites In re S. E. E. & R. Go ii niipra'-nothing,. how-
ever, iu that case, 1 venture te think, justifies the statemient
of law inthe case in 20.L. Rjst cited. What was leld
and ail that was hield, was that the soliciters for an insol-
vent cernpany miay bxe eompelled te produce docunients re-

lating te the comipany upon application of the liquidatqr,
but without prejudice te their lien for eots-and even thus

waa found ou sec. 11.5 of the Companies Act of 1862-
whiclh msy 1be readi on pp. 1'297. 1298, of the second volume of
Jiindley on Comnpanier;, 6th ed.-and whîchi it will b. see

gives the Court power te dispose of tiie papers, etc., of
Lbe cempany.

The dichini of Mr. Justice Street, was net necessaryfo
the. determination of the case as it was h.ie] that thecrdi. r


