
Early No/1es of/ Canl(icîdn Cases.

Hvere to be hiable for the rebuilding and main-
tenance of a certain bridge. The mrunicipality

Of Varennes, by their action, prayeci to have the
by-law or procès-verbal in question set aside on
the grouind of certain irregularities.

On appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada:
11e/J; that the case wvas not appealable under

S. 29 Or S. 24, s-s. "g," Of the Supienie and
Exchequei Courts Act, the appeal nul being
froin a mile or larder of a court (juashing or re-
fusing to quash a by-law of a municipal coi por-
atioxi.

Appeal quas~hel wvith costs.
Ai/ani for appellant
Arcl'nunibii//, Q.C., for respondent.

WINEItRR ElT VIR V. H \\II"-ON.

JUr/dh ion ppeZ-Fz/zn~ r/o1s- lîl/l /0

/and .S', viude u~t'e ai '. i-c/îý'qiiv
Coierts Ac', S. 29 (b).

By a judgmnent of the Court of Queen's lAench
for Lover Canada (appeal side), the defendants
in the action weî e condemned to build and
complete certain vorks and drains in a lane
separating the defendants' and plaintits prop-
erties on the %vest side of Peel Street, Mon-
treal, within a cer tain delay, and the court re-
servecl the question of damages. On appeal to
the Supreme Court of Canada :

Ne/J; that the case was not appealable. Gi/-
bert v. Gi/ia(n (16 S.C.R. 189) followved.

The %vords 'I title to lands " in s-s. " b," s.
29, Supremne and Exchequer Courts Act, are only
applicable to a case where title to property
or a right to the title are in question. W/teer
v. 13/ack (14 S. C. R. 242) referred to.

Appeal quashed with costs.
1k/thune, Q.C., for motion.
Roaber/son, Q.C., contra.

BORDEN V. BERTIEAUX.

E/oc/ion Poli/ion 1'rininaery objections-.S'or-
vice (il domicile--R. S. C., c. 9, S. -1o.

JJe/that leaving acopy ofan electionpetition
and accompanying documents at the residence
of the respondent wvith an adult member of his
househoId during the five days after the presen-
tation of the same is a sufficient service under
s. io of the Domninion Controverted. Elections
Act, even though the papers served do not corne

intu the possession or withbm tîte kîowvledge of
the respondent.

Appeal clismiissed %with costs.
A'oscoo for appellant.
floak for respondent.

S VANS lE \ ELFICTION.

RIDER 71. SNOW.

B3y pi climinary objections to an clection peti-
[ion the respondenit claimied the petition should
be vlisinissevl inter aîlz, : ' ccause the said
l)etitioner had no righit to vote at ',aid election."

On the day tixed for proof and hearing of the
pre liminary objections, the petitioner adduced
fo proof and the respondent declared that he
hiad no evidence, and the prelimninary objec tions
wveîe dismissed. On appeal to the Supremne
Court of Canada, thie counisel for- appellant re-
lied only on the above objection.

II'/J;, per SIR, \V. J. RT [CHIE, C.J., and
TA SCHEREA xt' ad PATTr.RSON, Jj.: That the
onus wvas uipon the petitioner to establish bis
status, and that the appeal should be allowed
and the election petition disniissed.

i'or S IRONG, J.: Th at the orneis probandi ivas
uipon the petitioner,but in view of the established
jurisprudence the case should lîe remnitted to
the court below to allow petitioner to establish
hiý status as a voter.

FouRNIER and GWVNNE, JJ., contra, were
of opinion that the olius probtindi ivas on'the
respondent, followving the Meg-antic election
case, S S.C.R. 169.

Appeal alloîved xvith costs, and petition dis-
missed.

Gcî(rioi,,I, Q.C., for appellant.
J! 7iei/, Q.C., for respondent.

iPrince Eclward lsland. J
DAVIES AND) WELSH V/. HENNESSV.

E/oc/i'on pe/i/ioln pirelimliinary objeoions-Per-
sonal service al Ola7ea Security-Pieceipt-

il.CO. 9, ss. 8, 9, S-S. (e) (S- (.ý), S. 50.

In Prince Edward Island two memnbers are
returned for the electoral district of Queen's
County. Witlh an election petition against the
return of the two sitting niembers the petitioner
deposited the suin of $2,000 Wvith the deputy
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