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revised voters' list of the inunieipalîty to be qualificd to vole at
municipal cleetion)s ' " hlerue wcrc some other nanies, but thati xas
irnnaterial. The v'uters' listl contaiJned 4,3317 nne;but il \w;L,
mworn and flot contradictcd that the naines of nmanypron
appeared more than once. The auditor of the town .4wore that
the number of persome on the voters' list. was only 3,625; and
he mnust bc bclievcd.

Itwas argucd for the respondents that there could u nu xii-
quiry of anyv kind as t4, thc ixunber of ;prms-l ailiat g-muld
b,- looked ait Nva.s the apparent,11 nunî11bir of nurnsý. Th11at wa s not
the oretntrrtto uf1 the AI. Th'e pulitioni %v:s Ilot
signed b-,iines but 1b.v persnvs anid a suifficieiit number of
persons must sigli to nkeUI) ai ic ast '21 per -enit.- of the total
number of prrsons appuaring f l b quialified to vote. Find out
the number of peran wo apea bv thie voiir' Ilid 1<" bc
qualificd to voute; and, if onc-fouriith of these prmons sigii the
petition, the requiremnents of the statute are d, wrd That
was the case here.

An objection w as taken that the applîcant wýas an officer or
employce of the corporation; there was nu force ini that;: the ap)-
plicant did not give up bis ordinary rights as a ratepaYer by
accepting officc.

Maiidamus graffted w ith costs.

RIDDIiLL, J. DFECEMIWER 7TH, 1915.

MAf.PLE LEAF PORTLAND) ('EMENT C'O. v. OWEN SOJTNI
MRON WORKSF, CO.

Damage-Br@whof ('on tract -Rerach )f Irnplied Condifion or
Warran.ty ~ ~ c; 1 laiq-Jdmn - Scope of Referený?ce-

Appeai by th d lp(efendant compnyi' frimi a reor)f the
M;Lster in Or-dinarY ; and motion by thic plainitiTft for. judgmenvit
uipon the report.

The appeal anld ilotioni were hleardl ilii e Wee'4mort at
Toronto.

W. N. Tilley, K.('., for- th11 fnwu oma
W. Cy. Thurston, K.C., for. the plainitiffs.


