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time Harper signed he (Worthall) had with hlm another
petitiori relating to an increased scale of prices; that the

two p)etition)s were lianded by hlm to'lHarper, one, lying
aoethe other, but not attached, and that on examnination

after H4arper had signed ho lourd Harper's signature to the
pétition for early elosing. He admits, too, that it is pos-
sib1e, thouigli flot probable, that Harper signed the petitio 'n
whieh lie did sigui ia error; and lie repudiates the suggestion
in Harper's evidenee, that any deceit was eînployed ini ob-
taliinig the inaue

I find it difficit to escape the conclusion that Worthall

did not aet uandidly towards Harper, and that as a rosuit
Haprwas m i led as to what lie wvas signing, for 1 have no

dofflt that Harper never intended to sign the petition for

earlY coig and lie signed in the belief that lie was sign-
ing for quiite a differont objeet. Under sucli circumstances
bis sig-naiture should ho rejected.

hi Ithe case of William Batte, there is such doubt as to

the, manner by which-his signature was obtained, that 1
wouild hiesitate to shlow has name to be counted amongst
the neceýýsS;ry 273.

lt is apaetthat there was- difflculty ln obtaîing tho

signiatures of the requisite number.

Thie b)Y-law, if passed, wouild rot only restrict the rigiliti

of the xinority opposed to it, whio, in many instances, would
siiiTer financial loss in being deprived of the, riglit to keep

opeýn after 8 pm, hut also wniild cauaie inwonvenience to

those who have but littie opportunity o! patronising barber

.hops during the. heurs perniitted 1by the y-a.Others
than the barbers wouid be affectod by it. By this 1 do not

miean that such a by-4aw 8hould not ho uipheld if the proper

and neeeý(ssary means weoaotdof bringing it inito cff oct.

The riglit (if thoe Legisiatuire te give power to imunici-
pitie teý pas ucli a byilaw i, not questi1onePd: Beauvaiq v.

M1on rrul, C. P.* 119091 459. Biit tlic neceasary formalities

Shl1d beý >11rict]ycmle with).

Ini Rýe R erond~ Sortit Ea.sthope, 16 A. R1. 214, an

appeal from thie Judgxuen11Olt o)f >Street, J., rcuigto quash

a by4-aw whjere the condition precedent eesryto gîve

the colnne1 1i jurisdiction was thnt a petition he presented

signed by a mnajority of those entitled to sigu, llagarty, C.J.,

at P. 216, aid: 1,We cannot ho too careful and'wo think

the council ehould be equally careful in requiring that this


