
WVOOD r. LOND>ON STREE~T R. W. <'o.

Then, by the Act of 1904. sec. 129 was anîcnded sc as to
provide that at the tixne mentioncd in tli section a1 atu
to- declaration in accordance withi the forin containeti in
Pection 311 cf this. Act. or te the like effeet. that hie peoc,ýsc,
the necessary' qualification for cilice "-thiat is, that the, ran-
didate or per o fetfitod shall file sucb a declarati>n ', antbat in def'auit cf lus so doing lie shail be deeincd te have
resgned.

My view isý that that is somethingy iii addition te what wasprovided for b.' sec. 311. and that the reference te sec. 311is Sily' for the purpose cf indicating. the ferîn in which the
atatement was to be mnade.

The provision that it is te be a statitorv declaration, 1thn-is important as indicating that iL was te be a 'declara-tioii of a wdi1-known character made in accordance with theprovisions cf the Dominion Act and before the ofieers en-titled under that Act te take' suchî declarations.
Tt may ho b that it is bard that this gentleman, wblî ob-tained bis seat by acclamation, should hold it whcn others.who did not know of the recent change which had been umade,were. prevented froni becomiîng candidates ewing te theirhaving falled to, make the necessarv declaration. That. of,course, must net be made an occasion off straining the laws-o as to ineet a liard case. It must be ieft entirely te theconscience of the defendants as to the course they bliall takewhen by' this dech.ion they are confiried in their seats.

The appeal is dismh.ssed with ccsts.

MARcH 12TI1, 1906.
DIVISIONAL COURT.

WOOD v-. LONDON STREET R. W. Co.
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Appeal b,'y plaintiff iromî jUdgmlent cf MEREDITII, C.J.
at the trial. dlispren-ing with a jur v, and dîgmisgqing withoutco.)çs, an action under the Fatal Accidents Act to rocove-(r dam-agzes for the de(ath of hi-, son hv the negligeuce cf diefondfants.Tp(-fedanfý did net dispute the liability. but defended iupon


