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the accommodation to be possessed by taverne, and fixing the
amount of license duties, was ,4eld flot to be invalid because it
omitted the words " beginning on the first day of May," after the
words "license year," in prescribing the number of tavern
liceneses for the 'ensuing license year."

In prescribing tlue accommodation for taverne the by-law did
flot limit its provisions to the ensuing license year, but was so
gerieral that it miglit apply to ail future years:

Held, that the scope of the by-law being iimited on its face
to the lieense year 1905-1906, the general words of the clause
dealing with accommodation were limited to, that year.

Sections 20 an~d 29 of the Liquar Licence Act, R.S.O. 1897,
c. 245, considered.

Objections to the procedui-e of the council in relation to the
pasaing of the by-law were overruled, the by-law being valid on
its face, none of the objections having been raised by any mem-
ber of the couneil. anud the inatters objected fo being matters of
internai regulation.

J. Bickieell, K.C., for applicant. IV. H. Blake, K.C., for
respondents.

Magee, J.]1 WOODS V. FADEF. (Sept. 2, 1905.
r4  Contempt of Cotirt-Disobedience of si&bpoena-Sei»tice-Neces-

sity for 8hewing original.
j, To bring a person into conteznpt for disobedience of a suh-

poena, it muet be proved that the original writ was shewn nt the
time of service, as welI as that a copy ives de1ivered to and left
with the person.

J. E. Day, for plaintiff. G. Grant, for defendent Fader.

Cartwright, Master.] [ Oct. 7, 1905.
-McWiLUAms v. DiOKcsoN Co., op PETE»RBOouGH.

Discovei -Exanination of offlcer of couipany-Refu-sai to
ly anqwer-Remedy-Mlaster in Chambers.

The Mtaste-r in Chambers hec noa power to strike out the de-
fence of a compeny defendant for refusai of an officer to ansetr
questions upon his examination for discoverT, nor to order him

M ~ to attend again to make answer; the plaintiff's remedy, if he
wishes to have the questions answered, is by motion to commit the


