
thec dis;qualifications Mentioned in sec. 80 do not apply to the'respondent.a th time ofj(,( the, elec.tiffn, as provided for bysec. î76,, but only apply to him, wheal he actually tbe is seat
an acaa ebr of thec county council. 1 do flot agree
with thsioteto:iteginai ex rel. houeo v. Beard, 3 P. R3,. 364. . This jud(gmentii is: ptcculliarilyl applicable

to thec case under consideratin. At the tinie of the election-whieh lias been decided again and again to commence enthe dayv of inmination : Rtegina ex rel. RolIo~ v. Beard, 3 P. R.3")î; Éegina ex rel. Adamson v. IBo yd, 4 1'. Ri. 204; Reginaex rel, Clancey V. McI ntosh, 46 1U. C. Rl. at pp. 10,5-6; Reginaex rel, Tavernier v. WilIson, 12 1'. R. 4-terespondent
was a mnember of a seheol boardl for miicli rates are levied;and his resigning from that positioni subseF(quent fit bis elec-lion as a cmuntv roujncillor, wMl net reoievem( imi from dis-qualification, if lie were nt the time of nomination AýtuialY

The seodnje ion a., to the iinterpretation to beplaced on the irordS of thu amlenlding- sfitaut, fla no mcm-ber uf a beoahord for which rateÎS areu Ievied." Tt is con-tonded thiat, these merds refer te a sehIool board for whichrates are levied by thie xninicipality' for which thic disqualifiedmemiber iras cleeted, aifd niot to a ineinher ected ilite ceun-cil of a piunicipality Nvich does net levyv rates; that. had theLegisaltre desiredl te dIisqlalif v ail sehool tr liecs teWord« Righ " would have been struek eut of 1 ne 7 ef the section,or the words « for which rates are levied ' wouild have beenoinitted fri tlie aininding- section. . . * Can I placeupon these words an interpretatien wvhich the Le.gislalurelias not seen fit to) adopt ? [Carril v. Beard, 27 0. Ri. 347,35,. referred te, as te thie interpiretation of ttusand lie-gina ex rel. Raynes v. T)etlor, 4 P. P1. 195, as te thec question
Of disquali ficat ion.] ..

It is net ut ail clear that a eeuntyv concillor oudnothave conflicting dutfies te p)erform, ani woid net rpresent
coflefnginterests, if he aiseo hid] the offlice of s,-hool trustee,of a seheel] section within thc eountv for wi ihl lie hiad beenelee d a councillor. As te stich dutiîes, I would refer to secs.424 and 435 (4) of the Municipal Act. R.» S. 0. chi. 223, andsecs. ~i(6>. 9, 42, 47, 71, 72 (1), 78, 7P9, 83, b4- (à5), Mt (a,~>(6). (), (8), (13). of t'he Public Sehools Act, 1901. Thereis nio dispute that rates. are Ieviedl for the sehool, board in

question. The oxily question is, by whlat nmunicipality are stieh
rates levied ? With considerable hesitaitien, 1E have corne tethe conclusion that it niakes no difference w-hat miunieipality
raises or levieis the rates; that the irords enxployed by the
Legisfature diduuwiiy aiiy iiieIner of the counicil of any


