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exercise the office Of Councillor. The writ value cf $30 or upwards; 2nd, 88a tenante orwae iaeued upon the judgment of this Court te occupants of dwellîng houses in the ward forthat effect, and I do net, therefore, feel myseif which the election is held, cf the saie as8essedjustified in adverting to its validity, the more values as above, but requiring the tenant te,particularly as this now pleaded exception in have been in possession on the then next pre-law has gone beyond the inere issue of the vious firet of January, or a resident house-wvrit. It is possible, however, that after ex- holder in the city from at least the next pre.amination of the Requête and supporting affi- vious firet of May, &c. ; and 3rd, tenants oflavits, and upon consideration cf the section of warehouses, counting houses, &c., with thiehe Charter applicable to the matter, I might special proviso applicable to each, thai nonelave had some doubt upon the granting of the of them shall be entitled Io vote ai anyr suchLpplication. Upon this formai matter, how- election unies, he shail, previou8zy to the jrsi'ver, I an, not called upon to determine, be- of January nex before =Àc election, have paidause Mr. Lanctot having pleaded to the infor- ail the civic taxes due and payable by him. It~ation, Requête, it je upon lis plea in law, or je objected by Mr. Lanctot that the petitioneremurrer tu the Requête, that the contention has properly stated his qualification for theetween the parties has been submitted. It je office of Councillor for which hie was a: can-nneceeesary to advert te the two firet grounde didate, but that that qualification gives hum, ne.'legal objection, having reference to the re- power to apply under the statute as he liasuired affidavit in support of the information, done here; that hie has not -stated. the voterleAt such as the produced affidavits were, they qualification, which alone and of iteelf wasere sufficient for its support, such as it was. eseential to justify hie application, under theie third ground, however, je important, in- 27th sec. of the l4th and l5th Vic., wherebymucli as it charges, that the information, alone as a qualified voter hie can legally ques -~quête, does net allege that the petitioner tien Mr Lanctot'is office as Councillor.8s "(acitizen of the citv of Montreal, qualified The objection je quite correct in fact, mnas-vote at the election of Councillor for some much as the information alleged the Council-.rdcf the city." To this objection the peti- lor's qualification alone, and des not allegener bas given the general answer of the suf- hie qualification as a voter.ency in law cf the allegatione contained Now, the 27th section cf the l4th and l5thihie information te obtain the conclusions Vic., under which this proceeding lias beenreof. 

adopteJ, speciaîîy provides that "lte facilitate
3y the 8th necti,,n of the l4th and l5th Vic. the decision cf cases in which the riglit cf any28, the qualification for a Councillor je fix. Corporation efficer may be called in question,nainely, that he shall have been a resident the Superior Court in termi shah, on the infor-sehiolder within the city for a year next be- ination, Requête libellée, ofany citizen qualifie-jthe election, and alec seized and possessed to, vote at the election cf Councillor, supporte-jus own use of real and persona] estate, or by affidavit, &c., and complaining that any~, Within the said city, free cf debte, cf the pereon exercises the office cf Mayor, Alde rman,ue of £500; and lie is also required by the or Councillor, have power to try and adjudgesection, to be a natural born or ulaturalized upon the riglit cf the pereon so, coxnplained cfect. As already observed, the petitioner te, exercise the office in question, and to inakefalîy and distinctly stated and alleged this such order, and cause such writ cf mandamiuewn qualification in hie information, te be addreseed te the Mayor, Aldermen andconnection with this part cf the case, it is Citizene of Montreal,' in fact te, the Corporation,ssary te state that the quailification for the as to, riglit and justice may appertain, whichvoteris is settled by the 23rd Vie., c. 72, order or mandainus shaîl be obeyed by thee 4th clause cf that statutewhich provides Corporation and by aIl other parties, withoutlieir qualification, lst, as owners cf real appeai therefroin."~rty within the city cf the aseesseil value The preceedinge therefore, provided for in00 and upwarde, or cf assessed yearlv this se'ctio~< f 41-.(,---,
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