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RORF.1tuos, J.]
WATERLOO

KNE[

Hded, that although the naine of the petit ioner
i this case was on the votera' liet in force, and
being useti at the election in question, the re-
epondent was nevertheless entitlet int show in
these proceedings that the petitioner was flot

&a perron wlie hatl a right te vote at the elec-
tion ta which the petition relates."

li/id, nevertheless, that though the present
petitioner was disqualifieti, it was within the
jurisdiction of the court te order another etector
duly qualified te b. subi;tituted as petitioner,

It is clear the intention of Parliament is that
the petitifn, when once presenteul, shail bc pro-
,ceedeul with if an elector duiy qualifleti mani-
tests bis willitngness te be suhstituted for the
purpose of presenting the petition.

IV R. Mer,'ditli. Q.C., for the petitionier,
Aylesuw'rih, ( ., for the respondent.

RonERTSON, J.] [sept. 1.

Motion on further directions in a partnership
action.

Held, thit. the façt that the only dispute bc-
tween the partners was as tg a certain item in
the accot,.nts. in which dispute the plaintiff suc-
,:eedied, %vas flot sufficient to entitle the plaintiff
a him costs against the defendant.

(Glapmalfn v. AMuwdl, [ 4 K .l208, followed.
It appeared that af zr notice of dissolution of

the partnership liait been given, the plaintilf
teck certain orders in connertion with the busi-
ness, and had not accorunted tu the defenulant
for Flç share of the profits therefrom.

The articles of partiiership contineul a clause
that "each of the partners sball be just andi
true to each other in MIi matters of the raidi
businieso, and will uevote their whole kime dill-
gently andi f.aithftilly tu the conceras oft he
sanie, and wdi neOt nt any time during their co-
partncirship engage in any other business wlmt-
,ever outside of ttiot atrescly exsting."

HX4ld that, fleverthelms, tihe defendant was
not entitled te judginent for half of the estimated
profits of tht orders taken by tht plaintiff and
bi$ travuliers.

»rnv. A1fnicdowall48 Chy.D. 345, specitiily te.
ferreti ta.

Worreil Q.Z. for the plaintiff
Armoir, Q.C., for the defendant.

Full Court.]
FICtSO<, J.]
MFEIDTH, J.)

VICRNON V~. C0RIPORATION Oký Sm

[Sepi t.5.

ITH'S

Jflu;ua-i'al COI>Op'Iort Ho - CÀùff Conillible -
lrngfidv disînùssril- Ten'us-e of Offce -

Action for wrongfül disinissal. The plaintiff
was appointeti by by-law chief constable of the
defentianta' corporation for a period cf one ycar.

lIe/d. that neverthelesà, by virtue Of s. 445,
the plaintiff must bc deemnet te bave helti bis
office during the pleasuire of the defendants, anad
they liati the righit te dismnis hiîîi wvithout
assigning cause nt auiy timie.

lfrittrn, Q.C., for the. defendants.
1.1 e/.trn, Q£C., for the piaintift.

Full Court,1 [Sept. 5.
NIC'AR1itv1.R 7', l)VANs1.

»M/d that a lacatee of !andi whoise rights aie
governeti by R.S.O., I187, C. 25J S. 10

f or, a
patente. whose riS lts are governeti by ié, s. i j,
thougb lie mn>' really iintenul tu clear a par'tel
of land, cannfot eimply joint out sucli parcel to
a purchaser before anything if; donte in the wa>,
of cleating it for cultivation and niake a gooti
sale ta iatch purchaser of the pin. timber stand-
ing and growing upon such parce.

lThe right or liberty is only taeuct andi
Idispose of tree during thée proizess of actuatty
elearing the landi for culti%,ation, when it appears

1 te be and - requisite that thse tries shtouki for
the purpo«*fst i clmaring be rmmsviid.

Per M%kri-ts, J. Thse tSct sftmiti to cmn-
tetnplate te work of cI.aring andi coulvationi
being doue by thei settier.

W AleiNt for tIti plaitâtitti
A pkmwvM, Q£., fur thei dafedant.
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EL1LCTION PYT1îTtON,
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