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..1*t of amboJ nevertheless the end

ant, tupon being sued in a wrong Division
Court, had the rîght to appiy for prohibition,
and the learned Judge in Chambers, having in
bis discretion given the defendant the costs of
the motion for prohibition, that discretion
cotild flot be interfered with.

QUîiEN V. SHEVELHAR.
C. Conviction for selling intoxicating liqors "Ilbe. voting day fr Scott À t-TIîc ,rd "l couiti, ' '
to as w~ed i the Act, iîca4îs Goî5iniy for juidicil

the and not for electoral purposcs.

R. The defendant %vas convictei of liaving sulti
rs, initoxicating lîqiiors un tlic î6tb day of' Duceiti.1.1ber, 1884, lit tbe Towiislîip of Haklirît, ini the

Conntty of Branit, bc ing tlic day 0ii wilîi tbe
vote for the p)a.sage, of tile Canada Teînperance
Act for the Ctnnt v (if Birant %vas taken.

The towislips of t akland andi Burford, ini
the saiti Cout v of Bruant, had been, for tbic
plîlîpuses tif Doiiotn elect ions, sepavated froin

Of tli Comîîty of Birant and i aîîîexeîl to the adjoin.
-. ing ony

Cer'taini portionis of the clnt of' rant
consist of Iiidian lands, andi the sale of liqîuor
ii iliese landis is î'egulated by the Indian Act
of î88o, andi anieîidnîeiits thereto.

IIcld, that file wvord " count),,' as uiset iii
the Act, ineaits couintv for judicial andi net for
electoral purposes.

!IleIl, also that utier the e'.,lîtli objection to
the conviction that it did uuot appear that tlic
votes of the electors on tile Indian landis in the
eoinnty werc taken upoi tlie petition for- tlic
Act, or tîxat proper inians were taken to
enable them to exercise their franchise, or
that they were permitteti to exorcise it, the
procedings by certiorari diti fot properly
bring the matter before the court.

'.AAIAN CASrËS.

265
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NiSwco,%rBE v. ANtDERso\N ET A.s.~

Replevin-3oardinîg. l7oîwi<c.ts --. ic
R. S. 0. chi. 147.

Oneo J. and his wifé tuîok rooins In 1wcmiscs,
called the IlShandon Houise,' kept by defen.
dants, partly furnishing theni, and agrceing tu
pay $50 a mnontli therefor and for tlheir board.
They subsequently rented froin plaintiff a

ipiano.
IIcld, that the relation between defendan ts

andi J., was not that of aui iliiî-keeper andi
guest, but of b)t>arditig*litte keeper andi
boarder.

IIdd, also, tliat thec piano. was îlot part of
the baggage of J. or bis wiie, andi that under
R. S. 0. el'. 147, defendants liat no liurn tipon)
it for thuir huardi.

Qitaci-c, wbctlîer the biouse kept lty defeîi-
dants %vas au II iln ', wvithiî tile ineaning ot
R. S. 0. Ch. 14-,. 1. i.

ilfeclartcuî, Q.C.. for planlntiff.
Ri? chi w. Q.C., contra.

Tu.cKiu< v. N'CNIAHO-,.

Cor'roborativec îtidcîîce-A. S. 0. chi )2, sec-. ib.

The plaintiff, atter tile death of lier husband
andi about twenlty. iive years before actionl
brought. %vent to live with testator, lier soîî-in-
law, a bitlacsiiiitli by tiade, residing withi
hirn as a rnenber of bis fainily Up tu flic tie
of lus wifes.- death, whicbi took place about
twelve years before action, She allegeti that
lifter lier daugbter's death, testator agi-ced
that hie wvould pay lier Nvages if she w.ould
continue to live wvithi limi ant take(, care of bis
faînily* She accordingly coutinuti so wu re-
side with hiiîi up to thic finie of bis deathi iii
x885, to which. tîmne she biad received nuo wages
whatever froui ita. In an action for wages
against testator's executors, the plaintiff îelied
upon the evidence of a witness, that testator
about two years before his death tolti wittness
Il elhe (the plaintiff) siall bc hiandsoîîîely
paid for what she does for ine," and the evi-
dence of G., another son-in-law, that two or
three years before bis death, testator said to,
the witness, speaking of plaintiff, that ho wotilc
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