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STREE. . [Fcb. 20.

REF(;INA EX REL. HARDING V. BENNETT.

Aulcpdcorpora/i<>ns,- MuItnici»baIelecions- QUtozarraz/pio - I)i,çquaZiCta/<,n

I>Z/"erest int con/irzic/l>-rober/y quazficaZofl.

QUO1 warranto to unscat R. W. Bennett, who had been declared elected

a1lerni.a for the City of London.

In 1892 the City Council passed a by-law exempting the property of the

respondent,s partnership froin taxation, except as to school rates.

H1e/d, the exemption flot being foundcd upon any contract, but being an

'exeilption1 without a contract as provided by 56 Vict., c. 35, sec. 4, there was

no discîuaî11 fic.îtion.

Ieegin(l ex rel. Le'e v. Gilinour, 8 P.R. 514, distinguished.

~~'f/( aIlso, as to property qualification, that the respondefit was entitled to

qualify Upon his rating upon the assessmnent roll of 1895 as the joint owNver of

a' freeî)oîd estate in the partnership property aforesaid, the thrce partilers l)eing

rated for this property as freeholders to the amoutît of $ 10,000 :55 Vict., c. 42,

Secs, 73 and 86.
N (twithstanding the exemption by-law above mentioiled the partniership

Property rerwained liable to pay school rates, which, by 54 Vict., c 55, sec. 1 10,

ha'd to be levied by th~e municipality upo the taxable property within it ;nom

djd the an)endnlient in 56 Vict., 'C. 35, sec. 4, debar the resporndent fmomn s0

tuhiyig fo h od eep rîaxation" in that section must be held

to ean exemwpt fromn paymellt of ail taxes, wvhcreas the property of the

respondent 'vas flot exempt from school taxes.

Ifetimu/t for the relator.
MOSSI Q.C., for the respondent.

STE~,J.] -
[Feb. 25.

Ri, HENL)RV.

Sin Cour/s-- Warrant--" 1;zkii"-- PVhere arresi can be ,/2a<lCe-

heeis no authorit y for the " backing " of a D)ivision Court warrant by a

ITagistrateI and a defenclant ini a Division Court action cannot l)e ai mcsted

U""dem a warrant issued under sec. 242 of the D)ivisionl Courts Act, outside of

the cOUnkty in which the Division Court is situate fromn which the warrant issued.

Flistory of SS. 242 & 243, R. S. 0., c. 51, (D)ivision Courts Act), considere(l.

j;Cook, for Hendry.
N. AKY, for the plaintiff.

Dougla(s An/tour, for the gaoler.

tNCVIE'TER, Master.] 
[Feb. 24.

REGINA EX RU.. >ERRV 7,. AL.EXAND)ER.

"ft'nictii e/ection -Leaseholdt qtiicatlion-Joiiii assessinenft.

It being necessary for a candidate for the office of town couincillor, who

desimed to qualify on leasehold, to show that he was possessed of $1,200 Of such


