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THE MODERN PRINCIPLE

Today there is only one principle or approach, namely, the words of an
Act are to be read in their entire context and in their grammatical and
ordinary sense harmoniously with the scheme of the Act, the object of the
Act, and the intention of Parliament. This principle is expressed repeat-
edly by modern judges, as, for example, Lord Reid in Westminster Bank
Ltd. v. Zang 34 and Culliton C.J. in R. v. Mojelski.?> Earlier expressions,
though in different form, are to the same effect; Lord Atkinson in Victoria
(City) v. Bishop of Vancouver Island?6 put it this way:

In the construction of statutes their words must be interpreted in their ordi-
nary grammatical sense, unless there be something in the context, or in the
object of the statute in which they occur, or in the circumstances with refer-
ence to which they are used, to show that they were used in a special sense
different from their ordinary grammatical sense.

The remaining chapters of this work seek to explain how an Act is to be
so read and how problems that may be encountered on the way are to be
solved. )

3411965] A.C. 182, at p. 222.

35(1968), 65 W.W.R. 565, at p. 570, supra, pp. 85-86. See also Cash v. George Dundas
Realty Ltd., (1973), 1 O.R. (2d) 241.

36[1921] A.C. 384, at p. 387; and see also Nothman v. Barnet Council, [1978] 1 W.L.R.
220.
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