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tha t a eoret fcilor the piireýhase of a steam fire engine whieh
remirnedexcul r in the se-nse that no acetneof tlie
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Tial copoaton 1lesa a bhy-law authorizing t1w purehase
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contrai-t to puirchase %ws under the corporate seul, and a bill
of exhnefor the prici, hiud heen accepted by the mayor.

'11-c appeal milst bie disilissed with costis.
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Motion by plantifsý, to commnit defendant Lovell and 1-1.
J. Wright and Massey Morris for refusai to answer certain
questions upon their examination as witnesses upon a pend-
ing motion for an interim injunction.

The motion came up for disposition after refusai of de-
fendants to give an undertaking suggested in an opinion
reported in 9 0. W. IL 687à.

W. N .Tilley, for plaintiffs.
W H. Blake) K.C., for defendant Loveli and others.
Rl. S. Cassels, for defendant Case and the George A. Case

Co. Limîted.
J. H. Moss, for H. J. Wright.

RIDDELL, J.-Il have set out the niaterial facts of this
case in my former memorandum, in part reported 9 0. W. R.
687.

The defendants, as was their undoubted right, have de-
elined to give the undertaking suggested; the plaintiffs have
filed their statement of claim. I now proceed to dispose of
the motion.


