
RE MONTGOMERY AND WRIGHTS LIMITEL

pon heing examined, the defendant refused to answer ques-
in regard to the whereabouts of the child.

G. Jarvis, for the plaintif.
G. M'eredith, K.C., for the defendant.

-THIERLAND, J., in a written judgment, said that it wvas
d on behaif of the defendant that the statement of dlaimi
sed no cause of action against the defendant, and thiat 0wt
Ï,ff's reînedy, if any, was by an application for a habeas
s. The learned Judgc was not disposed to agree with) tis
rtion. Be was of opinion that on anl examination for dis-
y the questions asked were proper ones and should hiave

airswered.
-der that the defendant attend for further eýxamiiintion
own expense and answer the questions which she refused to

r, and, in default, that hier statement of defence be strucvk

)sts of the motion to be costs in the cause unless otheir-
,rdered by the trial Judge.

LETON, J., IN CHAMBERS. JANVAny 2 NI), 1917,

,11F, MO,1NTGOMERY AND WRIGIITS LIMITED.

tioii--Seizure and Sale by Sheriff of Com pan y-. lri -IVril
,'ffective oimly from Date of Scizure-FPrior Ur eord(c1a Cli
paný Share-Application by Purchaser to, be Rtcorded a
Iwnr--Execution Act, R.S.O. 1914 ch. 80, sec. Io-Con
anies Act, R-S-O. 1914 ch. 178, sec. 6'O-True ners of
,'xecution Debir-Iss-ue as Io Bona Fides of Prior Claîrn.

otiçon by J. D. Montgomery, the vendee ,tt a shecriff's sale
ýý share of the capital stock of Wrights Limited(, ci incor-
cd conmpany, for a mandatory order directing thlat comlpanly
ord the applicant as owner of the share.

1M. Bullen, for the applic&ut.
H. Hoffman, for the company.
. Wilkins, for Roland C. Nelles, claiinant.

IDDLErON, J., ini a written judgment, said that under exceu-
,gainst C. F. Wright, dated the l5th November, 1915, the


