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ors are liable to the extent of one year's wages; whule,

the Dominion Winding-up Act, the wage-earner is en-

only to a preference for his unpaîd wages not exceeding

rrears -which haeaccrued during the three months next

)us to the date of the winding-up order: R.S.C. 1906 eh.

e. 70. The question is also of importance, because in

cases the entire assets of the company in liquidation are

by debvnture-holders; and, if the contention is welI-found-

ie directors, hy reason of the wînding-up order, înay alto-

r escape this statutory liability.

store consideriiig the validity of this argument and the

questions raisedl, it is desirable to set out the tacts proved

e trial, at length.
lie iod4odo tining Company has its head office at To-

>.It eonduceted iniing operations in the district of Nipis-

On the Ilthi Septetnber, 1911, Pukulski recovered judg-

against the ceompanY* for $15~7.06, wages earned duiring the

,h of June, Juily, and Auiguat, 1911,, and $22.04 taixed ,ostaý,

diltion Wo the costs o£ execution. Upon the samne day, writs

reeution against goods and lands were issued to the Sheriff

oronto, and on the following day thes were placed in the

la of the Sheriff for execution. ContemporaleouslY, an

utioD -%as issued dIireted to the Shériff of Niissing. This

plaeed iu the hiands of that Sheriff on the l5th Septemnber.

)n the l6th Septemiber, the company made an assigniment

tis benefit of its c»red(itors; and on the 29th Septemiber an

ýr was mnade for the wlnding-up of the comnpany under the

iinion Act.
[nu order that the condlitions precedlent presc.rib)ed by the

ute mniglt be comlphied with,. Pulski 's solicitor* requei(stedl

5heriffs Wo return these writs of execution, and thiey were

wetively returncd unISatiisfied. The indorsemnit upon the

t t the Shlerif of Toronto was: "Nulla bona. The answer of

d, 'Mowat, S rif"The return upon the Nipissing wvrit

"R'~eturned umsatisfied. H. Varîn, Shieriff." Thereupon

paction was brouight.

The contention of the defendants is, that the returns miade

th writs are voidl, becauso by sec. 22 of the «\Wind(ing-uip

ý it is provided that, "aiftcr the wýindling,-up order la made,

suit, action, or other p)roceeding,, shahl be proceeded withi or

rieedagainst the company except with the leave of the

art anud subieet to such!I termas as the Court anoes"sd

se, 23 it is provided that "every attachmnent, sequestratioli,

tre, or execuition put in force agineit the estate or effects
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