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Reference was made to Imperial Gas Light and Coke Co. v

London GaÎ Light Co. (1854), 10 Ex. 39; Hunter v. Gibbont

(1856), 1 H. & N. 459; Booth v. Earl of Warrington (1714), 4

Bro. P.C. 163; ilovenden v. Lord Annesley (1806), 2 Sch. il

Ref. 607, 634; Barber v. Houston (188 4), 14 L.R. Ir. 273; Arm

strong v. Mîlburn (1885-6)., 54 L.T.R. 247, 723 ( C.A.) ; Mollo,

v. Mutual Reserve Life Insurance Co. (1906), 94 L.T.R. 756.

Judgment for the plaintiff with eosts.

RIE SCOTT v. SILVER.

Division Courts-Garnishee Summons-Liquidator of Compan

Made Gatrnishee--Persoanal Liability for Wages of Perso;

Employed by Liquidator in Carrying on Business of CTon

pany after Winding-up Order-Leave to Proceed agaiw.,

Liquidator-NecessitTi for-Question of Law for J'udge i

Division Court-Motion for Prohibition.

Motion by the garnishee in a plaint in the 3rd Division Cou:

in the Distriet of Kenora for an order prohibiting the Judg

the clerk, and the primary ereditor fromn proceeding to enfori

a judgment against the garnishee.

B. H. Ardagh, for the garnishee.
J. H. Spence, for the priinary creditor.

MInDLETON, J., delivering a considered judgment, said thi

the primarY debtor was employed by the garnishee in the buê

ness of a company of whîch the garnishee was liquidator, ar

money was due to the primary, debtor for wages wben t]

garnishee summoils was served. There was no question aboi

the indebtedness of the primary debtor to the primfary creditc

nor as to the intedtedness of the garnishee to the primary debtoi

but the garnishee had paid over the money to the primai

debtor in deflance of the judgment directing the garnishee

pay it t(; the prîmary creditor.
Where a comipany is being wound up under the Winding-ti

Aet, R.S.C. 1906 eh. 144, no action can be brought without tl

leave of the Court against the company in liquidation; but thi

refera to the inideb)tedniess of the company at the date of ti


