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rernaining ini the asignor, but they allowed the asinrto
bc joined ais petitioner.

In ln re London and Birmingham, etc., Alkali Co., 1
IDeGr. F. & J. 257, whichi arase under the Joint Stck Coin-
pallies Act of 18,56, the Lord Chancellor s-aid there miglit be
a question whether the assignee of a judgment could be pet i-
tioner, but it was not neccssary te decide it, as flic assignor
was joined with him.

In Ex p. Cuily, In re Adams. 9) Ch. 1). 30,a case in
bankruptcy, thec petit ioner was assignee af a ju1dgm1e1t, but
really held if as trustee for allother persan, and had no
beneficia interest in it-the petition was disinissed. It
was held that the old mile in bankrupfey that bof h the legal
andi benefici.al owners of the debt (flhc latter not beiunde,,
disýability) must jaîn in petition and in the affidavit,Wa
stili in force, and that the Acf allowing assignmei(nt aiofe
iii action made no change in the oid rule-that, as put by
Jaimes, L.J., "'for the safety of niankind the beneficiai owner
musit joi in the requisite oath that the îuonev is '1ustiy and
truly due, thaf it has not been paid, and that he li, no
StUHrity for if."

In In re European Banking Co., L. R1. 2 Eq. 521, a peti-
tion was rcfused because the petitioner had neot -lufficient in-
terest in the debt-it having been attachefd bY is! own eredj.
tors.

In In me Harper, 20 Ch. D. 307, the buyingr Ilp ai delbt
ta take bankmuptey proceedings was denaunced( by Tesl
M4.P.. as a grass abuse of the bankruptcv iaw.s. An d i n E'x

p. riffin, 12 Ch. D). 480, which was a sequel to 1x p. ("ull
flic petit ion by the assîgunep af a debt was refuised, it appegj,.
îig, that the pcednsin bankmuptcy were not taken with
a viewý f0 abtain payrnewnt of tho debt, but the debt pur-
ehaýsed iii orde1(r fa lie ai)e ta take proeeedîings in aku 7buit withi ulterior puirposes. The circumstinces here ajre, 'ni
course, different, but those cases shew that tht' aISSII-g
of daimis for the purposes of a pctitian in baukmup)tcy, i. not

Wbiatever one might wish te do in fthe prescuf ctse,~
samev ride must bie applicd as would be in cases of other cet,,
panies wHch may camne befare fthe Court., 1 think file( rule
nadaptedl iu bankruptcy pmoceedings is a salutar v ane, that the
1'Pi1i and beneficial ownem af the debi shouid join in the peti-
tian, and proof. 1Terhaps no better instance of the iieeý(ý8i


