
REP'ORTS AND NOTLe OF" CASES.

It xnay well be that, had the defendant seen fit to give evi- M,
dence, he might have shewn not only perfeet good faith on his
part, but aiso full information given, but he has not done so.
fle makes the stateinent in a letter, but doeg not swvear to it. '

The plaintiff is entitled to judgment.
W. C. Mackay, for the plaintiff. J. C. Sherry, for the defen-

dant.

RE GILES AND Towx op ALMONTE.

Mutnicipal corporationis-Local option b-a-'tLgF o f
ballot--Departiuc f ro» statitte-nfrrpretatioli Act, s. 7
(35).

Appeal front order of 2NEtEtDiTiU, .. UP dismissing wvithout
eo.sts a motion to quaglh a local option by-law.

The soie question argued %vas ai to tltc isfiteny fte
forin of the ballot used at the voting. The form used was that
existing prior to, the amending Act of 1908, where the words in
the respective eoliinîsi zre 'ftor the hýy-Iaw,'' 'against tlie Iy-

Heldp the stattite 8 Edwv. VIIL c.i 54. s. 10, iiiiends the Liquor
License Act, s. 141. and provides that the form of the ballot
paper f0 be u4ed for votiiîg on a by-law under that section shall
be as follows: "For local option"-" Agaiinst local option."
The defect in foi-i, if any, is cured by the Interpretation Act, 7
Edw. VIL. c. 2, s. 7(35), which reads: -Where forms are pre-
scribed, deviations therefro,*ni flot ttfftKtiig the substance or cal-
culated f0 mislead, shall not vitiate themi.' Although the words
used were "for the by-law,'' instoad of "for local option," they
are the sme in suhRtancee nor "'a. the chanige caleuflated f0 mnis-
lead any voter.

.Appeal disniiis-sed withi eosts.
Haverson, K.C.., for the appellant. Ranýey, K.O., for the town

corporation.-

Divisional Court. C.P.] 1june 29,
WÀO>ER V'. CROPT.

Jleainînig of the word " abo itt>
The word "aboit'' is a re1ative and ani )iguouts terni, the '

meaning of whieh is affected by eircuisitautces, and evidenee May
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