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afford suficient reason to restrict the meaning of the words
employed.

It is also argued that, as sec. 34 requires the appoint-
ment of arbitrators " then and there," it cannot be intended
that there should be a poil. But the fact that ther polling
is part of the meeting is a suflicient answcr to that objee..
tion, though indeed it implies that the voters shall reniain~
tili the close of the poli so as to take part, if necessary, ini
choosing an arbitrator.

Another objection to the poil was t hat it was grantod
on the demand of two persons, oneC of whom, Williaml Alex-,
ander, was a farmcr's son, and not a ratepayer. Il is saidj
on the other sïde that he is a ratepayer. The only doc-u-
mentary evidence offered is not conclusive. Whether lie
cornes within the definition of ratepayer in sec. 2 malkos, 1
think, no difference. It appears from the affidlavit of
iRobert Russell, filed on behaif of the plaintiff, that tiie
poil was grantcd by the chairman on a show of hanrds, 80
that apparently the chairman did not act only upon the
demand made by two persons, but also upon the desire of
the majorîty of the meeting. No objection upon thus
was made at the time, nor any objection made to thec in-~
speùtor within 20 days, as prescribed by sc. 15.

As 1 consider that the poli was proper and a parýt of t le
special meeting, and that farmers' sons were Cftitiedl to
vote, the plaintiff's objections to the resuit of the vote fail,
and 1 arn unable to grant the injunction on the grouinda on
which it was asked, against the change of site or renioval
or completion of the sehool....

I refuse the motion, wîth costs lu the cause to defeil-
dants, unless the trial Judge otherwise directs. 1 rnay s;lythat I have dealt with the matter as I have because, it was.
practically a question of construction of the statute, on
which the evidence at the trial could throw no additional
light. If the parties desire it may be turned into a motionl
for judgment.

The parties consenting that the motion for injucin
herein bc turned into a motion for judgment, the actionis dismissed with costs (including the costs of the motion~
for injunetion), for the reasons giverx for the refusai of the
injunction asked for.


