
SLER, JA.JIULY 14TH,19.

C.A.-HAIFr S.

NIXO-N v. IIARBET.

--Morc (hin Onc (r,-r& ielt otu rIdl~1 vc

-IPPealI 1)y both candidates fTomi the dIëeisiOî ,f 11he Juldge,
f Ille Countyv Court of ilaltou upon a revount.i of the vote,
ast at the gvrneral, election.

J1. W. Elliott, Milton, anld Erie N. Ajrmlour, for _Nixon.
E, F. B. Jolinston,. K.C., and W. 1. Dick, MLilton, fur

OSLER, J..Temjrt o abras aseevrtained( byv
le Couinty Court udewas, (2i. On i th andlýlidat Nixon' ;S
[)peal, thle floigballots were in question: No). 1, Es-

sagballot !96; No. 3,.asgaea No. 25,23; No. 1,
rafalgar, ballot 41300; South arMilton, ballot, 51.0.
hb-e were allmre ihasnl strqikv for Bairber, and
ere aIlowved by the County Court Judge. J tinik that they
~ust b. disallowed, as required byv the Aýct and directions.
ppeat aillcwed. 'l'le hiead-uote to the West Hiuront Recouxit
ae 2 Ont. Elee. Cas. 58. ie; wrong. It is there stated thiat.
fflots marked as aboxve w'ere allowed. The. opposite wa., tiie
at;, they were disallowed by the County Court Judge, saxn
s ruliig was afflrnied.

No. 6, Esquesing, ballot 9541, xnarked with a cross in.
ixon's coiupartnent. clear and well defined, and als> a
oan qitite plain in Biarb)er's comipartmnent. The latter la;
miter, and the paper surromnding it lias a sh1ghtly clouded
,p.arance whliieh m:iglht bn, described a.s a simudge cauised
rul>bing the finger over it. The deputy returniing offUcer

d County Court Ju.dge have net allomwed titis ballot for
xon, treating it as one, iarked for botit eandidates. Iromi
lnspection of the ballot, it eaxuu>t b. s&idl wiith certainty

at th.y w-ere wrong. J dlismiss the appeal as ti) this.
No. 1, Burlington, ballot 3472, miarked1 for Barber and.

Rtd by the County Court Judge. Tihis ballot lias tiie
mi, "Barber" writtexb upon, it. 1 thuxnk, having regard to
e West Huron case, supra, and tiie recent decision of NMac-

Lkn JA, iu the. Leunox and -Northt Grey cases, ante, pp.
2474, thaut t1his is not a good ballot. 1 allow the appeal


