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ity could have made it easier for the voter
ed between the two ballots in question, and,
¢, as regards the ballot used on this occasion, I
eets all the requirements of the Act. This ob-
therefore overruled.
being of opinion that the voting was con-
. accordance with the principles of the Aect, and
egard of statutable formalities affected the re-
‘appeal should be allowed with costs and the ori-
fion dismissed with costs.
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J., ordered that if defendant files an affidavit
overcharge of interest will wipe out debt, de-
‘have leave to defend in respect of part of the
If affidavit not filed, judgment will stand for
s of motion before Master to be costs to plain-
cause. Costs of appeal to be costs to defendant
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of Claim for Damages ex Delicto—

Awwo—()ausc of Action—Chose in Action—
of Assignment.

for personal injuries to himself sustained
run down by a car of defendants, and also for



