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[12] Second, WEI argues that there is no prejudice to the applicant (and the Receiver) to wait until the fall, 

and that the golf course, as one might expect, is booked up with various events through the summer 
that ought not to be disrupted. 

[13]  
 
 

 

[14] The applicant and the Receiver took issue with all three arguments. 

[15] In my view, which I expressed to the parties, a hearing during the week of July 14 represents a reasonable 
compromise, and so I have booked the matter for a full day on July 15, 2025. 

[16] On that basis, the parties agreed to a schedule between now and the return of the motion, as follows: 

(a)  
 

(b) The Turf Care motion is to be delivered by June 10, 2025; 

(c) The respondent’s responding materials are to be delivered by June 13, 2025; 

(d) If there is a CCAA application (which I am told is being contemplated by the respondent), reply 
material is to be delivered by June 20, 2025; 

(e) Written interrogatories of the Receiver are due by June 23, 2025;  

(f) Cross-examinations (Mr. Chetti, Mr. Eisen and possibly a representative of Windsor Private Capital 
Limited Partnership and a representative of Turf Care), on June 25-26, 2025; 

(g) Factums of the moving parties by July 7, 2025; 

(h) Delivery of factums from responding parties by July 11, 2025; and  

(i) As noted, the full day hearing on July 15, 2025. 

[17] The Receiver and I have received certain additional medical information concerning Mr. Chetti’s 
condition today (May 30), ahead of schedule. It is clear that that information demonstrates that 
Mr. Chetti has a legitimate and significant medical concern. 

[18] I was asked by Mr. Ullman during the hearing  to allow 
for Mr. Chetti’s cross-examination to proceed on the basis of written interrogatories. Counsel opposite 
advised that they would be prepared to agree to examine Mr. Chetti remotely, or even to come to his 
residence  

[19]  
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[20] In the circumstances, I direct, provisionally, that the examination of Mr. Chetti may proceed by Zoom 

(or other agreed remote platform), or at a location (within reason) of Mr. Chetti’s choice.  
 
 
 

 

[21] Mr. Chaiton for the applicant asked that I also include, as terms of the adjournment, that AGI be allowed 
to monitor receipts and disbursements of the respondents and that only ordinary course business 
expenditures are to be permitted pending the determination of the motion. Mr. Ullman resists these 
terms. On balance the terms strike me as fair and reasonable, and I order them. There is benefit to 
maintaining the status quo pending the disposition of this matter. 

[22] Parties made additional representations about positions they wish to assert, and about costs. In my view 
those matters are best left to the hearing of the motion itself. 
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