
11, nt. disputed thiat the petitioner Johin Melt-augb
1i1 th saine perszon vilo waý tht' def'eat(ed candidat, mt 1
4election; :an1d if thle qulest ionl had depeOýnded on the Stat
ýalune, thiat faet, mould be suffic-ient te suplpori Ille petit<1
for thet statute say s it jnay be p)rusentud bly a persen çq
was, a candidate.

The nille, hotwev'er, goes further, and requires the 1pi
tieni to contain a statemenut of thie righit of the( pïetitionei
littition) a-s dctfined' bY thle Act. In1 the present as theý p
tionuer's r-ight 1o pietit-ion is the fact that; lie w-as a uaaidid
at Ilhe election.

'l'le que2stion is, does this petition t-ontain a stateni
44 thlat fd

1 tinik it doe,, eontaîn a suiffi(,ient, statemient. of that fi
The petitioner is John orauhun fie tonhi f li
borough, farmer, and it states thaft John eLuhl»
the townahip of Ilexborough. fnriner, was ont, of tiie catr
dates, at the eleetionr. 1 thinik thiat, roading the d~oum
alonie, the pe)--titiener and the candidlate, upon a. fair
structien of it, must ble tiken te be one, and the saie
SOn. There miglit be, al Lten)t augiybut auone is sbe.
the other John MeLanghulin in thie constituency resýidinp
a different township and being of a different eccupatios,

1 dismniss the motion, but withouit costs, a-s 1 tbink
petition iot earefully drawn, whiereby the motion
invited.

See lie Centre Bruce, IatelY before Mr. Justice Oi
'(ante, pý. 503).

FALCONBRIDGCE, C.J.JuYlr, u
CHAMBERS.

UEPU1i v.VANIIOTINE.

Mýotion bY plaintiff under- Rule 907 to commit defend
ler unsatisfacter, answer, upon his exainination as a j
rient debtor.

JT. TT. Mefss, for plaintif!.

W. E. Midd1eton01, for dIefendant,ý

F1iACOCYnBRU>GE, C.J.. held that the debter had not
fuised to answer, ner liad le se eqiiivocated as to render
,ank;wers not <'sati-fatorv" answers. TT(e lad made a pre
full disclesure cf what be lad done. On biF- own'i sýhe%'
le hiad preferred bis wif e te ether creditors, and to plain


