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prothonotai y of tire court, and in bis notice of
presentation of the petition and deposit of se-
curity lie stateci that Iîe had given security to
the amnounit of one thousand dollars for each
respondent, " in ail twvo thousancl dollars duly
deposited with the prothonotary, as required by
statute." The receipt wvas signed by W. A.
Weeks, tire deputy-prothonotary appointed by
the jucîges, and acknow.ledges the receipt of
$2,ooo, %vithout staîing that $î,ooo was deposited
as security for each respondent. The petition
wvas served personally on the respondents at
Ottawa.

Hel (i), that personai service of anr election
petition at Ottawva without an order of the
court is a good service under s. io, of tire Cori-
troverted Elections Act.

(2) That there being at the time of the pre-
sentation of the petition security for the amount
of $î,ooo for the costs, etc., for each respondent,
the security given ivas sufficient. S. 8 and s.

s, -s. " , c. 9, R. S.C.
(3) -That the paymeot of the money to the

deputy prothonotary of the court at Charlotte-
town was a valid payment; s. q, s-s. (g), c. 9,
R. S.C.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
Peters, Q.C., for appellants.
N. A. Vôtýson for respondent.

CONTROVERTED ELECTIONS FOR THE ELEiC-
TORAL, DISTRICTS 0F:

PRINCE~ COUNTV, P.E.l. (PFRRY AND) VEO V.
CANIERON);

SHELIIURNE, N.S. (WRIITE v. GREENWOOD);

ANNAPOLIS, N.S. (MILLS 7/. RAY);

LUNENBURG, N.S. (KAUL1IACH 71. EISEN-
FHAUER);

ANTI<bONisH, N.S. (THoiMPSON -7). MAC-

GiLLIVRAV>;

PICTOu, N.S. (TUPPER V. MCCOLL);

AND INVERNESS,,N.S. (MCDONALD v.

CANIERON).

EPlection Petitions - Pre/imninary objection-
Seri-ice of Petition--Sectiri/y-R. S. C., c. 9, S.
zo, and s. 9 (e) a;zd (g).

In ail these cases the appeals were from t.he
decisions of the courts below, dismissing pre-
liminary objections to the election petitions
presented against the appellants.

'l'le qluestions raised on these appeals were :
(i) Whether a personal service on the respon-
dent at Ottawa with or without an order of the
court at Halifax, or at bis domicile, is a good
service. (2) Whether the payment of the se-
curity required by s. 9 (e) into the hands of a
person who wvas discharging the duties of and
acting for the prothonotary at H-alifax, and a
receipt signed by said persons in the protho-
notary's namei, s. 9 (g), were valid. The court,
following the conclusion arrived at in tire Kings
County (N.B.) and Queen's County (P.E.L.)
election cases, held that the service and pay-
ment of security were valid and a substantial
comipliance wvith the requirements of the statute.

Appeals dismissed with costs.
McCar/hy, Q.C.. and j. A R//chic, for appel-

lants.
G. 7. Go d!eon for respondents.

Manitoba.] [June 22.

LYNCH v. NORTHWEST CANADIA LAND CO.

MUNICIPALITv 0F SOUTH DUFFERIN V.
MORDEN.

GBISV. BARBER.

Constiit/aonal law--I.A.A. Act, s. 91-Inter-
e.r/-Legislati7ve azihori/y o ver-Muncioa/
act- Ta.ration-A dditional rate for non-p ay-
ment.

The Municipal Act of Manitoba (1 886), s. 626,
as amended by 49 Vict., c. 52, provides that "in
cities and towns ail parties paying taxes to the
treasurer or collector hefore the first day of De-
cember, and in rural municipalities before the
31st day of Decembe-, in the year they are
Ievied, shaîl be entitled to a reduction of ten per
cent. on the saine ;and aIl taxes remaining due
and unpaid on the ist or 3 ist day of December
(as the case may be) shail be payable at par
until the ist day of March foIlowving, at which
time a list of aIl the taxes remaining unpaid
and due shaîl be prepared by the treasurer or
collector (as the case may be), and the sum of
teri per cent, on the original amount shail be
added on ail taxes then remaining unpaid."

Heid, reversing the judginent of the court be-
low, GWYNNE, J., dissenting, that the addition
of ten per cènt. on taxes unpaid on M(arch ist
is only an adclitional rate or tax imposed as a
penalty for defall, and is not "interest" within
the îneaning of s. 91 of the 13.N.A. Act, which
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