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are able to work, the oid mari net beibg able ta
do se, but in faet. being the beand of the family
xiovertbetess. It bs truc the place je assessed in
the namne of the son, but so were the cattie and
other loose property, as 1 understand from the
witness, and hie did net claim tu owa tbem. On
the woe 1 think this vote bud.

Oiven Bakter, the voter, was called as to his
own vote. The evidence iu this case was very
similar t& t'tit in the case of Robert Bullock.

It appeared on the evidence et the voter that
he tand hie eider brother bad entered into au
agreement with their father, that they w ere t0
carry on hie (the fatber's) mercantile business
in the village of' Aultsville for three years, the
sons to leave the business et th-.e expiration of
that turne in as good condition as wben tbey
comîneneed -the sons te have all the profit
Shortly after the ngreemenit the eiderP brother
left the country, aond the voter oniniied to ýcarry
on the business wiîh the eid of bis f'othcr. The
voter was asscssed on ten acres et the tarin
(one bandred acres) wbich vics matnagof inl the
samne manner as the mercantile part of the
con cern.

The bookos 'wers ltopt and purchasos made in
the fatlîer's Damne, wbo could aise o3eil svhat ho
picased out ofet bocncern or the produce of the
farm.

On cross xantimation hoe stated that hie thought
Lis faîlier eould flot compel hlm te leave, if he
'nas unwilling, betore the expiration of flic three
yenrs. Wlhen the agreement was ent'rIe(l inito
stock soas tftken. l'he son conifi scli a teain if
ho obogbît fit sithont speaking to bis tier
about it, couid. seli stock as he pleased and
apprepriato the moncy. The ton acres soas
worth about $30 an acre.

To attack the samne vofe Simeon Bakmýr wcs
called. The soitems was the father of ibe voter
Owen Balker. The assomment on the roil for
the son soas ton acres, valne $240. He wsoc
enteretl as freebolder. Was flot certain if ho
gave it lu as occupant. No one lived on the
farin, but flic son worked it. lied promised the
inferest et it for fbree years. The understcnd-
ing writh the son soas hoe was to keep it am good
as -wbon tbcy startod. Woul conidr it 'wrong
ta talce $20 ouf of the produce ofthIe farm, but
couid do it if ho fhonght preper. Conild bny
anid seil in tue store, but conld not say that hie
could take auything 'witbout the son'a lbave.
The toni acres socs considered sufficient ratitîg to
givo the mon a vote. There was no agreetment
in soriting as to fhe land or nything else.

On cross-oxaminatien this wituess mtated that
the objoî-t iu making tbo arrangement was ta
benefit the son, He 'nos werking in Matilda,
and the -witness wanted hlmi and bis brother ut
home. Thcy tbougbt of going Wost, wlieb he,
the father, did net desire. They teck up the
business on the arrangement thaf fbey were fa
Lave ail tbe profits for three years-the stock ta
bo retumnod ta witnoess as gond as when they cotu-
menced-fhe poreanal expeoes of the wituema
ta ho the came as the resf et the family.

Cameron, Q, C., object cd that the voter Lad no
intercet lu the land. Ho socs flot a joint occu-
pant with, the father; and if.be sosTe, the assews-

ment was net suffloient lu amonrt te, quality far
bath: Election Act, 1868-9, sec, 5, %ub-sec. 2.

ReriAuns, C. J.-I consider the father and
the son bave a substantiel interest lu the busi-
ness andits proceeds. and in the proceeds of the
farm, and lu the land; but perbaps not strictly
a terni. I think the lutercst the sou bas la lu
the nature of a joint one with the father.

Ilerricen Q C., contended that the objection
talion te this vote deos nef touch the peint. The
objection is lu -coledulo No, 6.

(Forai ef objection in the sebeodule roterred
te : Il List of 'rers wbo voted for the potitioner
nt the maid election, objected te on the grnd
that tbay score net, nt the time of the final re-
vision of the &emssmîent roll lu whioh their
Dames appear, and on wbieh the respective
votera' liste wero based, the bionid fide owuors,
occupants, or touants respectively of the pro-
perty lu respect of whicb they score assessed
And veted.")

Canseren, Q C,, said thst the objectian came
rairiy ccp, under the objection tht ho e snet a. bont
fide osouer, occupant, or tenant ef the praperty
lu respect ef wbicb tboy soore am8emmed and voted.
This moan, that ho 'nec net as8esacd fa the value
te quality hlmn: sec Wolfdr.ton, P. 98.

RîcRainn. C. J.-I do nef consider that the
notice as gîYen points te flic objection, that if
thse parties wec joint occupants, they score ln-
sufficienfly rated to quality the voter. 1 thore-
fore bold tii vote gond, on the groîînd that tue
objection ta.len dces net point te the ceai diffi-
cnlty, viz , tlhe joint interest bcing insufficient.

The learne I Chiot Jusýtice iutimated that if the
objection bcd. been propeî'ly taken, or if the
counsel for the potitionor (sobose interemt if ws
ta sust9ini the voe) bad 8tated that hoe sos not
prejudiced by the form et' the objection, ho
-oould bave beld the vote bo.d,*

JTochua Weort-calied an te bis ovin vota.
'I live on part et 16 iu 7th Concession of Osnc-

brucit; my tatlier lives witb me. I have no
bease or deed. Ie made bis scîl te me lest
January. Some seven yccrs cge, my tather told
me if i weuld stay cnd relaim. the place and
support hlm and iny mother atnd my sistor, and
if 1 worked the place bie wouild givo it f0 rue. I
did scorli the place, but mado very liffle ont ef
if. lIt was pretty sooli rue ilocc ; and se tnvolved,
tlîcîthe looe preperfy would noi come near pay-
iug the demande. 1 worked on aud made moooy,
and redeemed the place, and father mcde e
soil in my tayoentin January last. I amn married;
bave be tour ycars. My coite and ail 'live
together in tbe sumo bouse. 1 thinit my father
le about 77.

Cros.exmiud.- sos ta have the use of the
place lu the mecufime. Froos ths.t time 1 bave
bcd the use et the place juet as 1 tiked ; used if
as my oon ; ceniracted and paid ail dobtu
as my owu-I have used the place jeet as if
1 had had c deed of t for the lest four ycars.
Ho thon became sa aid that ho could not assist
me. Ha bas nef boon cble te do anything of
any value. 1 beught and sold stock on nîy own
responsibiility. There coas some stock ou the
plate wbeu 1 scout on ; it vrcs understood if wce

s Ses judgmeot in case of DJucan Cahey.
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