
approval of the compromise. This was opposed bY Messrs.
1-enderson and Small as represeuting the debeuture holders
as a cLass; evidence was taken, and counsel were heard; anad
on 25th June, 1903, an order was miade by the reteree approv-
ing the compromise and directing it to be carried Înto effeet.

M essrs. Hienderson and Sxna1I then appied to the referee
for leave te the debexiture holders as a class to appeal frein
the order of 25th June, 1903. This leave was refused, ana
they then appealed frein the order refusing leave and frein
the order of 25th June.

J. T. SmalI, for the appellants.
W. M. Douglas, K.C., fer the liquidator.
W. Davidson, for the other creditors.
W. 11. Blake, K.C., for theý executors ef James Scott.

SR TJ.- . The imimediate occasion of the
appoilitmentr of csr.Ilenderson and Small was the dis-
pte betweenl the debenture holders and the other croditors
aiý t thiri respecw(tive priorities in the administration of the

asesOf the, ,onpan.'v. '. . . There is no special author-
ityý undùr the Winding.-up Acte for sucli an appointment, but
the ordinary procedure of the Courts is introduced into
liquidation proceedings by sec(. 93 of the Winding-up Act,
and there is authority uinder Rle 6;62 for the appointuient
of solicitors to represent the different classes upen a refer-

enc. itoulith, immltedliate, ojeet, of iùi appointmeat
wath conduet of the pending appeal, it sceeni to have been

t hoiught proper te appoint the solicitors te represent thle class
throughout the liuition Treeîg.lt is not to be sup-

posd, owver tht y scl appolintiiienit it was intended
that n imerinn iiiimpe isould be set up. Tho liqida-

to(r is aby statutv tise represýentatIve, of ail clase of creditrs,
andl bis power as, siich was not in thle sihctdge

piiredi o)r initerferd,-l with by thle appointmlent ofV Messrs'. lon-
defrsn and Sînal te represent one class, and ef Mferrs. IKerr,
DavidIsefl & Paterson te represent aiothe-r. . - luI

Inak'in- thev Compromise thet liquidlator acted on behalf or all
c ofese creditersý, thie dehe-nture holders nldeand

there hein- ne contest as te the, rights et ereditors inter se,

there was ne occ(asýioni for any clasq representatieli.
The, refer(e, havixig docided that the comproisie was

li the interest of the credfiters asý woll as etf the cempanv,
wait seenis te me, entirely right in reflising te anthorize

Messrs. lIenderson & Suis11, on behait of a class et creditors,
fo appeal against hie decision at the expenýse et the estate,
especially ini vîew of the tact that auy individuel credfitor
had the right te appeal et hie own expense ana risk.'


