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MIDDLKTON, J., in a Written jUdgMent, said that thé petito
was presented by one Wilison, who alleged that lie was a ereditoi
of the company in the sum of $9,000, and that the comipany wa
insolvent and fiable to be wound up. The only ground of insoi.
vency ailleged was that a demnand for payment of this claim foi
$9,O0O was served upon the company on the 29th July, 1919
and remnained unsatisfied. The petition was supported by aE
formiai affidavit of the petitioner, containing the allégation thai
lie was a creditor of the comnpany ini the suma of'$9,OOO, overdni
and unpaid, but not dlisclosing the nature of the claim. Hgi
also stated, ini general ternis, the service of the demand and th,
failure ta pay, and swore that upon this ground the company wai
insolvent.

Among the papers there was a demand, with a statutor3
déclaration of service-not proper proof, of course-shewing tlai
the cdaim was for the balance of the petitioners' salary said to 1
due for the years 1915, 1916, and 1917.

Froni the alfidavits filed in answer to the pétition it appeare(
.that the dlaimi was in good f aith dis.puted. Whether any clain
could be establis1ied was doubtfül. The petitioner was th,
manager of the companyv. The books kept uxider his contro
shewed tb.at his sala.ry, ut a mucli lower rate thon was now asserted
was eharged against the comnpany and fully paid. It appearm
that this dlaim had only recently been put forward, thougli thq
petitioner left the service of the company as long ago as February
1918.

It further appeared that M., the president of the eomnpany
who was very largely initerested in it financially, and with whoxn
the petitioner deait, died suddenly, and this dlaimi %vas fot pu
forward until after luis death; that the claimi was inconsistenm
with a htter written by tie petitioner to M'a widow in February
1919. It was also apparently inconsiatexut with the termis of 1
written agreemuent produced.

Ail this nuight possibly bie explained away satisfactorily, anc
the claim uniglit ini fie end be establiahed; but it was obviouj
that, wlieu the pétition was launched, the petitioner could neve:
have thouglit that liii daimi would not 1,e seriously and in goo
faith coteted.

The petitioner mnust b. lef t te establiali lis claimn in the orcinar,
way ini an action against the company, and in the meantime th
petition must b. disised, without prejudice to the petitioner'
righit te present a new peittion if luis dlaim should eventually b)
ostablishied and should then lue unpaid.

It wuB fot seriously sgetdthat, upon the material, th,~
order should be now made; but it was urged that the winding-uj
pétition should be allowed to stand until either an issue had beei


