
RE BOLTON AND COUNTY OP IVEYTWORTH.

L4, . . . that the plaintiffs had not taken out a license
,business in Canada.

he plaintiffs did, in fact, take out a license subsequent to,
iortgage and after action brought. 1 do not, however, think
the point is well take 'n, as what was, done here was not a
'ing. on of their business within the meaning of the statute.
note and, mortgage had been prepared in Cleveland and
,nortgage sent on for, regfistration. It transpired that At
I iiot be registered owing. to lack of forrn, and a new mort-
was then prepared and signed by the defendants for the

ose of registration and by way of confirmation of the ira-
,et instrument executed at Cleveland.
'he judgmént for the 1de4endànts'sh6uld'be set' aside, and
ment entered for the, plaintiffs, with'costs here and below.

ýILETON, JIN CHAmBERS. MAýRCH 2ND, 1911.

*RE B3OLTON AND COUNTY 0F WENTWORTH.

emïpt of CJourt'-Disobediençe of Mandatory Order.-Countyj
Corporation-Erection of Hlouse of Refutge-Motion for
.4ttachment or Committal of Corporation and Councflors-
Coin. Rule 853--AppropriateRernedy-Service on Counoi2-
lors-Dispensing with---Know1edge Of Order-Compliance
with Order ai ter Delay-Remission of Punishment-U»nder-
taking-Costs.

,iotion by William Bolton for an order for attacliment
nst certain councillors ?f thîe connty of Wentworth for con-
)t in flot obeying a mandatory >order made by MERDiTH,
C.P.;' on ýthe 18th Mareh, 1910, by which it was directed that
'Corporation of the County of Wentworth and the munici-

couneil of the same do proceed.forthwith and complete
out delay the erection ofý a Ho<use of Refuge for, the said
ity, pursuant to the statute in sucli cases made and pro-

d or fpr an order eommitting the said counieillors to the
mnon gaol for their said eontempt. Upýon the argument this
amended by àdding, "or for suceh further or other order
nst the said councillors or the.said corporation as xnay be
ried proper in the premnises." ;

i in the Ontario 14w Reports.


