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done, 1 do, no) t ý- iiow the eoinpaly could bie treated as in-
détdto t1u fotrcors, without their priîty, 'beyond the

r!nneys actuaily rcnd

Thfn anthr oü~stion axises. T1he W7indling-up Act
allow, a ureditor for a suma of at least $200 " te be a peti-
tioner for thie wvindïing-up order. Whiv was this limiit put on
and (-an it be avo1ied by joiningr in the petition two or more

c~Îo8for smna]llr suris so as Io niake an aggregate of

e200? O r ean oie per-,on have several elaiiii, as to tu hl
for thie expressý I)irpose of niaking up a total of> $200 to en-
able fim i intoec a peit ioner. although hie aequires ne beneficial
intereot whiateier in them? Obvîouslv the leg'ý-isiatuire had
serre rea8ofl. in fixing a lirait, and that must have been te
prevent comipanjies being harassed by such radical proeeed-
ing- for 8miai! amounits.

Under the Insolvent Act of 1875, a demand, upon a debtor
t. rnake an assl*iument for his creditors eould be made by
one or more ereditors for ýsums of not less than $100, nd.
arnounitiing in th aggae te $500, and the deUter mighit
shew iu nwr thiat their claims did not amiount to $100
ech. Wilie to obtain a writ of attachment against a trader
the crKditor had to swear to a debt in a sain provahie in
inflivency of not less than $200.

I Carrier v. Alfin, 2 A. R1. 15, where a ereditor had
boughit aniother cýreditor's claime se as to unake him a creditor
for $200 and enable lm, to take out a writ of attachment,
it was field valid. Iu ngl the Companies Act. 1862, sc
82, allows anyv one or more ereditors to be petitioners, and h)v
wer. 80 a cred(Itor by assigument or otherwise to whiomy the
company at law or in equity îs indebted in a sumri eedn
CO0 then due, inay serve a dernand for payment so as to have
tiie .eoxnpany. de4Clared unable to pay its debts.

1u rinr re J'arW Sk atýi ng Tlink C1o., 5 Ch. D. 95 9, a petiti on

bv the. anignLor and assigude of a debt was refused, hecause,
Bfter its 4,inig originally llled by the assignee. lie had as-
jigned the debt and the riglit to proeeed with the petition,
which waq then aînended by joining the assiguce as peti-
tioper. Thp, chief ob)jection was the sale of the right to pro-

oesd withi the petition.
I In re Oorigine'sg Gold M1ining Co., 29 Sol. J. 204, the

Court of Appeal semr to e h-esitated at allowing a petition
by thi. affuignee of a debt tsiget enable him, to file a
petition alone for winding-rp, the beneficial interest sti11


