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Garland Manufacturing Co. v. Northumilberlantit Palpcr ;1111le
trie Co. Limited (1899), 31 0.R. 40- Th(, leairned, judgejj voitsidered and dîstiligujshed these cases. and al-so pitdolit thatthey had been doubted. J-e reedto t4ov demi Penniington v.Taniere (1848), 12 Q.B. 998, aIs il, po0int. llscncuio athat, a vahid tenancy aetually ei ting te eosaqec. iuver.holding and paying rent werc the saine for, a cor-porat ioni tenlant
asi for any other.

Ji-Ni IS8wt 1915.
*RF SHARP AND VILLAGE 0F TILLA),1Ni) LANI)MNO,

Mun7iipil( Corporalîom,-Loc4-il Optiom By4wugo lu Qelfti
- V'oting on By-lawi4 - V-oteýrs' Lisf - Diçquol1ifica1imi G!fl'ofterq-Cojutnct Mueeing-Third eafdiing of RYLdew.

Appeal by Sharp, the applicant, from thec order u of utçL.A., aille 386, disimissing a motion to quaash a local option 1by%.
law.

The appeal wus heard by FAilCoNB1UDQE, -. J.K.. M,~
J.A., LATCHiFoR and KELLY, JJ.

J1. B. Mackenzie, for the appellmnt.
W. E. Raney, K.C., and B. F. Raniey, for the village vorpora.

tion, respondent.

FAÀCONBRiDGE, (XJ.K.B., delivering the jttdgmnt t t heCouirt, maid that the votes of two men tinmd Oster weci tiotsueesftilly impeached, and the court didi flot id thât tJirewas evidience or any legal grouud upon whieh to kill a seafflretitnumiber of other votes--without referenee to the, favt that il rari-
not appear how any of them voted.

As to the alleged defeet i the third reading of the blw
iftthe council thought a new third reading was neeemtry, in vkewof the fact that suieient time had not been aliowed to eIapue. itwu competent for the couneil to give it.

As to there not being a separate Iist of voteas, the Court ,ajlof opinion that this was not left undone with a 'view o It peviet-ipg any one f rom voting. The liiat was the, saine, ni the mùxlt
could not be affeeted.

Appeal dimnssed m-ilA rots.


