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an 1ýeCo an 1 as a cnJiidata for said office of
Alder*.i,;tli. andi stated the following causes wisy
the election of the Said .John Buyd ta Said office
'64111d ha decltared. invalid and void. and hae, thae
'%Id Adanason, ha duly elected thereto.

let. That said John lloyd was flot possessed
Of the qualification required by law to enable

'iiato be a candidate for or to ho electcd to the
1aid office, inasmucb as he, the ssid John Boyd,
bad flot, at the tima of the election, in bis own

t"ghb, or the right of bi.9 wife, as proprietor or
euù a legal or equitable freebold or lenseliold,

t'atetj in bis own namne on the last revisaed assass-
'tnent roll of tho said City of Toronto, of the
'el1e reqnired by law, the said John Boyd hav-

lfparted with bis interest in the lensehold
PrOParty in which ha is appsrently assesd as
a Pftrtner of the fira of - Boyd & Artburs,'" long
before tbe time of tbe msaid election, and not bP-
lflg rated for any other reail property for a muffi-
elitlt amounit to qualify him as such Aldermatn.

2nid That the said John lloyd was further
di9Iqua1ified in this, that hie had not ou the 23rd

%0f Dececiber last, being the day appointed
fer the nomination of candidates to fiil said office
«.Alderman, paid ait municipal taxes due by

hiain the Ward of St. Lawrence, in the City of
'00ronto' in compliance witbi the requirements of

testatute in that behalf, and that there was on
that day due from aýnd unpaid hy hia the sumn
lot $518 40 for municipal taxes on the real and
PeWsonal property for wbich ha was ratad in the
Ward of St. Lnwrence, and that sncb taxes wera
f4Ot paid until the 4th day of Janu try, 18C8.

8rd. That said John Boyd had not a mnajority
flegal votes at said election, inasmuch as the

folloWing persons who vorad for said John Boyd
_*ere flot qualifiad to vote, not having paid tit
!4uytiipai taxes due by them for the year 1867,

'the City of Toronto, on or befora the l6th
Sof Deceml<ar, 1867, as required by statute
that hehaîf (mentioning fifty-seven naines);

"~Ild that hy the striking off frona the poli at ettid
'1 00tion the namnes of ssid parsons wbo illegally
'#Otad for said John Boyd, the relator had a ma-
JOlrity of the legal votas on saîd poli.

4th. That the ralator protasted at the time of
ae lection ngaitnat the votes of the electors

oiflg received and recorded for said .John Boyd,
an Publicly notified hoth the retnrning officers
l'3it the electors that the votes of the electnrs.
ý'O1ld ho. tbrown away if recorded for sail John

.8lu i consequence of said John Boyd flot
1119 lega1iy qualified according to the provisions
ttheacet of parliamont le that behaîf.

1erelator maàe affidavit that ho wns a duly
qn51ified municipal elector for the Ward of St.

ft4adin Said City of Toronto, and at the lst
'4nlicipal elaction, belti on 6tb January, 1868,
'W8 candidate for the office of Alderman for

f4id Ward of St. David, and that ha beliavedl the
b"Ieral grounde of compiaint, as set forth in the

#Ove Statemant, were welt foundad.
It 9 .ppeared frona the last revised ,sssessmelt;

roll for the WVard of St. David for 1867. that the
1%%Idence of the defendant was assessed to bina
%a tenant and to John Smith as owner, for
..l<aiOOO 'and by the Iast ravisad assessment roll

'w teWard of St. Lawrence, for 1867, the~tlebo uses on Wellington Street were fcssessed tu

0Oy rthr sas tenants. and ta MIr Todd as
liee or$145 0;and lloyd & Arthurs were

further asessed for the qi of f*20.O00 for per-
eoiai property, makinz in al .13:4,660; upon
which the taxes for 1867 a'no1utite-d to $-518 40.

The taxes in the Ward of St. David were iid-
initted to have been paid in timne, but the taxes
in St. Lawrence Ward were flot paid until the
4th J:inuary, 1868, after the day of nomirmation,
but hetore the pûglling day.

The property in St. David's Ward was in itw&f
a silicieut qualification.

T'he defeiîdant and Arthurs were tenants of
the wzirebouses ia St. Lawrence Wàrd, under
a )casea frotn Mr. 'rodd. for three yeatrs, front
the lst day of Mny. 1863. After the expira-
tion of this lease, en the Ist daiy or Mlay, 1866,
they held ovar as tenants fron year to year,
as the defendant allagas, and paidj ýu yenr
aud one quarter's rent. During the ttiree
months between the lst of Ma-y and the lt
of Atigust, the partnership between them was
dissolvad, tbe defendant ratiring, leasing Arthurs
in p)ossession of the business and of the ware-
botises in which it was carried on. On the lst
day of Auguat last, a new lea"e of the ware-
bouses was made by Todd to John Smith and
G. A. Arthurs, wlo, after the dissolution of the
firni of Boyd à Arthurs, had forrned a new co-
partnership, and have ever bince carried on busi-
ness there

In the affldivit of Mr. Todd, attacbed to tilt,
new leasa, be said thât Mr. Boyd bad not then.
nor had ho since the date of the said leasa, auv
interest eitber legal or equitable in the said lands
and promises, or any part thereof.

In answer to this, Mr. Boyd said that he was
neither party nor privy to the leasa in any
mauner to John Smith and George A. Arthur8,
nor did ha know of the execution thereof, tilt
after the day of the election : that he neyer sur-
renderad to Mr. Todd the old lease, nor the tarin
thercby granted, nor the terni ha miglit in law
have in the same and the premises therein maon-
ticned, as co-tenant with the said G. A. Arthurs
frona year to yoar.

In a subsequent affidavit, Mr. Todd attached
the old leasa to it, and said that the satid lesea
baving expired on the lst day of 'Mây, 1866, the
said John Boyd and George A. Arthurs becama
and wera bis tenants from year to year of the
eaid property: that they had not, nor had eitber
of thena, given nny notice to quit, nor had ho
given thena sacb notice, wherahy the said teflhifcy
wonld be determined, other than a lase of' saiel
property made by bina to said George A. Artburs3
snd John Smnith refarred to in bis former affi-
davit.

Mr. Boyd, in referring to this in bis affidavit,
said that it was true, and that after the expira-
tion of the said lnso, on the lst of MIay, he Mr.
Boyd and the said George A. Artburs becatue
and were tenants thereof to Mr. Todd frona year
to year, and that ha bas not givefi any notice to
quit the premisas in said leüse. nor received any
Blncb notice frona the said Todd. Now it is on a
tenancy Stil subsisting, as the defendant alleges,
he claima now to ha qualified.

lloyd and the relator were the only two candi-.
dates, and the former obtained the majority of
tbe votes polled.

Votes ware polled oni botb sides by eleotora
who had not paid their taxes, and the defendant
filed affidavits to show thut thero bad been.
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