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Winditig-tp Act-Lidun w4der torit o>' exacution placed ix
akhdrie'a hands after commencfflent Of the wimdiig-uP.

IThe àaimants' writ of execution wus placed. in the sheriff's
banda atter the service of the notice of the presentatioti of the
petition for a windlng-up order,.but before the order was made,
and there waa nu doubt that, if section 66 of the B.B.C. c. 129,
were stili in force, they would have had no lien; but. they con-
te2lded that the law had been ehanged in the reiso of 1908;'
and that, under section 84 of R.S.C. 1906, c. 144, they ha.d a
right te proceed under their exeeution to realize their judgxnent»

Hold, that sub-section 1 of the, new section 84, leso far as
appIic#bl to the facts of this case, is net different in eff ect
from the former section 66. Standing alone and taken liter.
afly it would tnean that a writ o! execution coiild neyer beeome
a lien. on the goôda of a~ company, whether the company wua
being rouno up or net. It -must therefore b. .read in connection
with section .5, which. defines when tha winding up ahal
b. deemed to commience, and m ust b. construed es relating only
te al oompany in PrQeess of being çvound up.

Qtsorë, whkt woujd b.. the result hi a. case where, the. sheriff
had sold the. gooda and'had the proceeds of the'sale in his handi
wheh notice of petition waa servedt I tnder the. old Cection, the
money would have gone te the liquidator, but te obtain .thit
resuit'under Moetion 84- as It now stands, sub'sectioii 2 would
have te b. read Intc, sub-s.cntion 1.

.The 'eieeùiton creditor' ladaim was disallowed, but in view
of the iincértahiity taused by the change in the fom of the Aut
without coste.

xremalnfrsg six were more thon the .quoum. roquix'ed by the by.
laws 8ewldd< v. Loralât, 8 EL.O 403, Bank of' Liverpool V.
»ligel.w, 12 N.S.R M6, and Muia*er y. Olmmefl Co., I1 Ch.D.

18$, -fülowed.,
4. It wa not necemsry that a ballot xhould be taken for the

electioii of directors when no more than the necessary number
were nomlnated.

Appeais allowed wlth costs.
MoLtod, for plaintifz. Hoski%», for defendants.


