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It ha been laid down that the essential quxestion to be deter-
mined ini the eues under this head is, wliether the dwefliing or

mnd were under ber cntrol. Another of her servant% eleaned out C.'& room.
Hld, that 0. was not entltled te -the franchise. Hason v. Chamnbes (1885)
18 L.R. Ir. 68.

A non-eommluicaed afficer in the servie of the Crciwn clalmed the
pariumentary franchise es the inhabitant oceuplar of a dwellingbouge in
respect ci rooms Ôceupied by hlm as his quartera In barracks. 'lé had In.
hablted the zooms, whlch consisted of a bcdrzom andi mittlng-room, during
the qualifying _perlod, subjeet, hovever, to certain regulations and powers
of superiorafcers incident to rnllltary service, such, for instance, as the
power of entry by the cornmandinq offiler at any time, and by other superior
offleers for the purpamge of preserving order, and by certain officers4 nt stated
tiines for the purpose of inspection ot the roomg, the power of the coin.
inding officer to forbid any persap ta enter or leave the barracks at any
tinie, and the obligation ta be In his quarteras af. a stated hour every even-
4n. The Crown supplied certain neeessary articles of furniture for the
zoomg, the rest of the furniture heing the elaimant's own. The rooms
formned part of one of the blocs of buildings situato within the barrack
lnclosure the rematinlng rco>ms in the blaelc belng oecupied by other non-

ccmniissioned ~ ~ ~ ~ n afermreu vo ee perior in rank toi the
elainant, andi the senior of whom wvas 0anit preserve order ln the
block. and!' wauld b. entitieti to enter the clazniant's zooms for that purpaee.
The colonel commanding lved iln a hauge situate withln the walls of the
barracks. HeZd, that the clainiant wvas cntltled ta the franchise on the
gpou nd that he had i nhabiteti a dvelling-house and, that no persan undter
whoni he serveti had ilnhablted such dwelling-house. À *kinion v. Collard
(1885) 16 Q.B.D. 254 (254).

In twa other cases reporteti under the sme caption, where votes were
elainied hy persans ln inlltMz ervice, the facts with regard ta the oceup.-
tion of th,- quartera wcre similar, with the exception that the claimants,
non-eonimissioneti oiers, hati been absent for twenty-one tinys during the
qualifylng perioti tram their quartera an duty elsewvh2re. anti- could not
return without. lave, but during such absence, in onc cage the elalmant'a
wife andi tnrily, and ln the ather him furniture, reniaineti in the quarters
which were retalned for hlm. Held, that, it not isufliciently appearlr.g in
those eaiws that there liat been any constructive inhabitancy of the -ooms
by the claimante during the twenty-one tisys wlien they were'la faut absaent,
they \;ere net quallfied.

In J! en-rî v. VoUord, also reported under the saine captian, L.. ae. aptain
occupied roomas in a block ln the sme barzaces, and a mai or, bis superlor
offcir, had rooms ln the sme block. It wam held! that the major accupied
bis own quartera only, and flot eonstructively the whole block; that h.
was not a persan under whom L. serveti; and*that, therefore, L. was ta b.
deeniet a tenant under s. 3 af the Act.

The ippellant was an industriel traîner in the enîployriîent of poor law
fguierdians, and as p art of hlm salary was allawed ta have the exclusive
*Occupation ot a stting zoom andI bedroarn ln the main building af tMi
warkhouse. The guardians rosez-yod another zoom in the warkhouse which
they useti as a boardzoom, the master af the worklîouse, wham thev cm-

tetrher, ] ai opoe ta suspendo dims hl f h, l se,
ea wes en Inhabi tan occup e of l a dwlentng.ou'de "h 'te o i

'P 
h rf.wt 

td '

d;


