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renttient, because, first of ail, it was placed in the special
Lfind called "credit fund," and, secondly, because even the
.zecutive itself had not the power to waive the conditions of
roinstatemnent, but that this power was vested li the convention
wih was the supreme body of the society; and that the member,
as well as bis beneficiary, was bound to know the conditions.

THE COlURT dismissed the appeal with costs.
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.judgmîent DebItor--Motion to Commit-Fa ilure to Attend for Exam-
initioni-nsatisfactory A n&wersý-ule 587-Forum--Court
or Chambers-Rute 207 (4)-Notice of Motion-Necessity for

Seigout Answers Camplaîned of-Undertaking to, Attend and'
A nmwer--Compliance wilh-Dismîssal of Motîon-Cots.

Motion by the plaintiff to commit the defendant for contempt
of Court.

The motion was heard li the Weekly Court, Toronto.
F. L Webb, for the plainiff.
A. C. Ileighington, for the defendant.

MASTEN, J., In a written judgment, said that the application
wa to commit the defendant for contempt of Court, on the
Iollowing grounds.

(1) That the defendant did flot attend on an appoitment for
his examination as a judgment debtor on the 27th October, 1919,
and did uot àllege a sufficient excuse for not attending.

(2) That the defendant refused to disclose bis property and
~transactions and did not make satisfactory answers respecting the

~The defendant wus a judgment debtor,, and the mnotion was
t<oumded on Rule 587.

Noither of the parties was to be wbolly commended on the
cours of proceedings in this action, nor were the answers of the

dfnat on bis examination entirely reasonable or satisfactory.
Bern i xnind the provisions of Rule 207 (4), and the consistent
cours of practice on motions of this kînd, as exernplified 1y Royal


