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Macdonasld, J.] Forrrst v. WINNIPEG. [March 1.

Negligence—Municipality—Liability for non-repair of sidewalk
—Municipal Act, BR.8.M. 1902, ¢. 116, 5. 667— Winnipeg
charter, s. 722,

The plaintiff was injured in consequence of stepping on the
end of a loose plank in a comparatively new sidewalk and so
being thrown down. There was evidence that the plank had been
loore for two or three weeks before the accident, but none to
shaew that any of the city’s servants or officials had knowledge
of it and many persons, including an inspector of sidewalks in
the employ of the eity, had walked over it without noticing that
there was any defect there,

Held, that the defendants were not liable, as negligence on
their part was not proved.

Tveson v. Winnipeg, 16 M.R. 352, distingunished.

Rothwell, for plaintiff. Huni, Theo. .., and Auld, for de-
fendants,

Mathers, J.] [March 2.
Bryson ». Ruran MuNICIPALITY OF ROSSER.
Wages—Priority of 1:ages over garnishing and other orders.

See 4 of the Builders’ and Workmen's Act, R.S.M. 1902, c.
14, making a proprietor directly liable for payment of the wages
of workmen employed by a contractor doing any work for him,
effects what may be termed a statutory assignment to the work-
men, to the amount of their unpaid wages, of the moneys payable
by the proprietor to the contractor, so that the workmen are
entitled to priority over the claims of ereditors holding garmish-
ing or other orders against the proprietor in respect of such
moneys, and such creditors are entitled to be paid out of any
balance in the order in wnich notices of their several claims ware
given to the proprietor.

In such a ease it makes no difference that the proprietor has
made a payment to the contractor which diminishes the amount
available for such other ereditors.

McLaws, Tarr, Mackenzic and Kemp, for various parties.

Mathers, J. ] Muxroe v. HEUBACH. [March 16.
Practice—Entry of judgment-—Review by judge after entry—
Correction of errors in judgment as entered.

Until the judgment pronounced in an action i entered the
court has full power to rehear or review the casc; but, after




