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bave othetr dificulties to face. A simple eontract ereditor suîng
on1 b'eliaf of imseý,Élf and othetr crdtoslas no locuis standi to
attack a tranisactioni by his debýItor as ultra vires. I was lurged to
delay t%- dcisio of this action mntil a liquidator hiad been
appoilited ; but the liquidIator wvould stand in no butter peosition

thanil t1w compally a If.le could attai-k, unditer the Winding11-up
Act trnsctinswhich art.elae to bet frauidienti ami pre-

feroia;l : he cuuildl probablyv attack tranlsactions tainited with
frauld of anyv kiind; 11w mlay lie able to assert thle righits of orgedi-
tors,. l'lt lit eauI have nio .greater righits than te conipariy and
its rdiosi)s that no good purpose, froiîi the plainitifrs' stanid-
pinti wýould resuit.

*XAin,11 it iýs poinit-d out tha jdgxln ini the acion')I up1-on
the irtaestanids, anid i,ý iiot attacked. Tt is; basedl upon thle
fininlg of thou xistvinct andi validity of the imtagad it

1>iprbabiv brisw aniolter inuea l iflicIty iin the way of thle
plaintlYs.

Theacio falsmad muaiit btie dlinissied wvith costa.
It ilaNy bi. that the appligcants will niot cosdrit desirable

to prea.s the wnngp;aiid 1 arni miot sure, that the fauts proveid
at thie trial are teehinioally in evidence uponi tha;t motion. 1
Shahl withld decisi on the Winding-uip applicaioni unltil the
matter is frhrspoken tW.
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Motion 1 y thic plainitiff for judgint oni the taentof
vdaiim, the statveent of defenice hiaving beenr strurk ont.

G'. V. *helv, K.C , ami G. W. Maison, for the plaintiff.
.1. 11, MNl(fl K.C.. for the defendant.

1i)ITrrrN<, J. : The actioni is brouglit for al declarationi that,
iurdier andii by virtue of a certin agr-ernent betwetn Clark J.


