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axdant oompany would be able to establish its defence of

I both grounds, the verdict should be set a.mde and a new
1 had.

- The costs of the former trial and of this appeal should be costs
cause.

DivisioNAL COURT. DEcEMBER 91H, 1918.
*SEAGRAM v. PNEUMA TUBES LIMITED,

es and Penalties—Action Jor Penalties against Company and
""Snrclam—Ontarzo Companies Act, 2 Geo. V. ch. 31, sec. 13/—
Default in Making out and Transmutmg Summaries to Pro-
neial Secretary—Secretary ‘Wilfully’’ Permitting Default—
Finding of Fact of Trial Judge—Appeal—Remission of Full :
Penalvies upon Payment of Substantial Sum. ‘ x

.by the defendant J. J. Gray from the judgment of
D, J., ante 59.

appeal was heard by MuLrock, C. J. Ex., CLuTE, RipbDELL,
ERLAND, and Km.nr, JJ.
appellant in person.
orge Bell, K.C., for the plaintiff, respondent

Courr agreed with Larcurorp, J., that the appellant g0,
ect to the penalties imposed by the Ontario Companies :
. being of opinion that he was entitled to some relief, |
| that, upon payment by him to the plaintiff of $4,000 and
st, the plaintiff should discharge her judgment for $12,760.
Court dealt with the case on the assumption that leave to
I from the order of MippLETON, J., 40 O.L.R. 301, had been
and that the appeal had been heard. The plaintiff’s
‘the appeal are included in the $4,000.

case and all others so marked to be reported in the Ontario
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