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the form prescribed by R.S.O. c. 223, s. 2,38, otherwise it will flot
be a protection : Reg. e.t e-el. Mitcheil v. Davison, 8 P.R. 834, and
this will relieve the person froni liability for costs, and will
operate as a resignation by hiim, and the person having the next a
highest number of votes is thereby elected. The provisionsb
relating to disclaimier have provcd to be of great practical utility, V
and persons whose election is complained of very frequently take
advantage of theni. d

At an election there werc three candidates, and the two %vho
received the highcst number of votes successively disclaircd ; P
thereupon the remaining candidate made a declaration of office P
and took his seat, and it wvas hield that %vhat took place constituted i
the election of respondent and entitlcd hiu to seat: Reg. ex ee t
PerCy V. Worthz, 23 O.R. 688. 0

A ground of complaint very frequently raised is that the person W
elected has not the necessary property qualification prescribed by ai
the Municipal Act. Iii cornsidering the propcrty qualifications of ai
a candidate, the rating in the last revised assessirient roll is final iI
and conclusive: T/te Q/tee/t ex rel Jfuzgiiu v. ROMv, 33 C.L1J, 398, dc
and occupation of partnershfp property wvas held to bc "actual of
occupation " by each of the partners in Thte Qiteets ex r-el, JoaniseM
v. Mas'on, 28 O.R. 495 and voters' lists are final as to the quali- ni
fication to vote at a municipal election in Ontario : T/te Qucen ca- re
e. MIcKeit.ie v. illiriit, 28 ORI. 523.

A frequent grotind of objection is that tlîc defendant %vas or

disqualified by having soi-e contract with the mnunicipality. In b(
Reg. ex rei. ilcGiie v. Iiiket, 21 O.R. 162, the eccinoaa

person wvho hiad a contract wvith the corporation of' which lie was th
elected an officer xvas held, invalîd. A municipal election was set b
aside, but without costs to the relator, on the ground tlîat lie was
auditor of the corporation : Regl e'x eel 13>tue v. BiOOMi, 9 P.R. 45 2. ci

l3esidcs lack of personal or property qualification the clection C(
of a personl may be attacked on accounit of bribery. Bribery is
defined to bc givi ng, lcnding, or agreeing to give or l.ond anyV
valuable consideration to any person, or procuring or promnising to a
procure any office for any persoli on accotunt of his hiaving voted
or refrainied froin voting, but municipal elections are not avoided ne
for bribery of agents without autliority where the candidate has a F
majority of votes cast (Reg-, ex ele T/tornton v. 1?ewar, 26 o. R. an
5 12), or the complaint in ay be ofhlaving exercised undue influence,


