
LATCHFQIiD, J., INCABES EBUW

*REX v. THOMPSON MANUFACTURING

Revene-Inconw War Taz Act, 1917, secs. 7, 8, 9-i
Conviction for Defaudt in Mlaling Reiur'n of Ineom-
Amovnt of-1»cretion of Magistrate.

Case stated by R. E. Kinpford, Esquire, a Police.
for the CJity of Toronto, under sec. 761 of the (Jriminal

Norman So!mmervdlle, for the Grown.
R. 0. Daly, for the defendant company.

LAIvFOR, J., in a. written judgment, said thât o-
NoveInber, 1919, an information was laid under oath
nmagie>rate alleging that the defeudant company didi
November, 1919, and on every day thereunto following,
incluiing the. Sth Noveinber, 19l'g, fal to make a returnu

tion for the. year 1918 required of the company to b. g
the provisons of sec. 8 of the bicorne War Tax Act, 1
Geo. V., ch. 28, and ameiiding Acta (Domiinion).

The chartze was dulv heard bv the )a!srto-

penalty


