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mouth of one of theni to, complain of a delay which lie wa"
iiistrumxental. ini eausing.

The liquidator has been cross-examined on bis af'id a %it as
to the notice to, creditors, and he lias stated flint in Uis opin-
ion the 'notices were issued in sufficient time forý ireditors,
even those in England, to lie no)tifi,-d; and hie ad,1ý tiatl hi l
opinion 90 per cent. of the cre(litors were present at the wet-
ing. I maust therefore hold that the meeting mas dulY called
ani held.

The reauit of the vote of the meeting is that 24 creditors
weein favour of proeeediiîg with the wrnding-up anid 11

a in i. But 1 amn asked to consider '*the amount of the
debt dule to eaeh creditor." Neither the lîiidalýtor lier flic
partie, w ho ubandthe order for the nwtngave n the
iespeetive dlaimis of creditors, and as a iniater of fact iC bas,
n ot yet been definit1ely ascertained how much is du ie to cachi of
thie creditors. Neither of the parties have fIirnishedýf ine withi
any data or schedule 1w which 1l eau arrive at the arnounts
ee to eachi creditor so as to get the f ifl aggtelialility

of thi8 comipany to its creditors. Nor is theýre, any jýoiso
in the order as to how the ainount of the delit due to each
creditor is to he ascertained. And if the asoertainment of
the debts due creditors is ruaterial. in this proceeding, thie

;wIl 1atons of Sir W. M, James. L.J., in In re Albert 1,ife
AurneCo., L. R. 6 Ch. at p. 386, are appropriate: " Tn

order to enable the rnajority to bind the mninority, the Couirt
muist be at'edthatf there if; a meeoting of creditors the
,iinoints of whnos( dlehts can he estinated . . . before if
wili interfère to enforce that which the large rnajority thiînk
the most beneicial. way for them to get their ùlaims sts
led. -. . But here the Court reali v has no dlata li v
which if can be nt ail ascerfainedl whsqt the claims of thie
creditors are.» And it is furtiier estalfor the Court to
know not only thvel nuniber of the creditors voting, and the
ainolint. of their &lits, but also thle refn hey aigui,- for
the, conclusions arrived at, and here flhe creditors desiring to
stav these proceedings give no reasons for their policy in so
seeking te bar the wishes of the majority of the creditors;:
Secg, Tu re G}reat Western (Forest of Dean)> Ceai osues

C.21 Ch. P. 769,
Tb-,as in L. R1. 6 Ch. 386 to hihI'haveP rcterrei1. and

the case o! Eix P. Totty. 29 L. Jý Chi. 702, a also 4e referred
te as Io the effeet of the vote of etig of credîfiors iu cer-
tain inatters in winding-up, proc(-edinigs. Practically Hie,
effort o! thesze parti(- fo induce creditors to allow a disputed


