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letter F? (alter M.F.) stands. it is under thîs assessment that
the respondent qualified.

Thle statute 3 Edw. VII. ch. 19 (0.), by sec. 76 onaets
that no0 person shall be qualificd to be elected a concilor of
any local municipality unless lielias, at the tîime of the ece-
tien, as owner or tenant, a legal or equitable f rtxlild or
leasehold, or an estate partly freehold and partly leasehold, or
partly legal andl partly equitabh', w'hich is asscsscd in his ownl

nanie on thie last revised assessrncent roll, to at least the value
following, over and abovc ail charges, liens, and incuxabrances
affeting the same--in towns, freehold to $600, or leasehold
to $1,200.

Before I coiisider these two points 1 may say that an
objection was taken by Mr. Iîodgins, acting for the respon-
dent, that the relater had no0 status as sucli, having voteà for
the respondent at the election in question.

Evidence was given before mue by three several witnesses
f hat the relator luid 4ated to theîa that hie had so voted, and
these statements were made both hefore and alter these pro-
ceedings were begun.

To this Mr. Finlayson, for the relator, put in his cross-
examination upon the affidavit lie made to obtain the fiat for
these proceedings, in whicli lie says:

Ï4I did not vote for (2hew (the respondent) this year, but I
told Mr. Chew I did vote for him, as I did not want to create
any liard feelings. Tt was alter these proceodings were takenl
that I told (hew I lied voted for Iiiîî at the 1905 election. I di d
not mind telling a littie falsehood, but I was not thon under
oath as I arn now. i also toia IMr. Craig that I voted for
Mr. Chew. Didn't tell any one cisc that I can rernember...
if I told anybody inmodiately alter the olection that I voted
for Chew it bas escaped mny recclleetion."

And Mr. Finlayson contends that this denial on oath by
the relator that lie voted for Chew outweighs his admissions
to the contrary, net mnade on oath, and whidh should tiiore-
fore be rejeeted.

Tt fis, of course, well establîshed that if the relater did
actually vote for tlie respondent ho lia no0 status here. Some
difllculty occurs to me boe as to liow it is ever brought out
that a relator lias voted for a respondent.

It is quite olear that under sec. 200 of the Act lie could
net " be meuired te state for wlio lie lias voted," and it
appears fromn the judgmeut of the late Cliief Justice Moss in
Rle Lincoin Eleotion, 4 A. R. 206, that evidence of statements
voluntarîly mnade by a voter as te how lie voted cannot be.


