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tiOn Law ; but 1 do flot think 1 can properly do reasonable compliance wjth the requirements by

SO. Lookirig at the ballots there could be no which a voter is to indjcate on his ballot paper

'question as to whoni the voter intended to vote his final intention as to) voting, 1 think it should

for, The intention was maiiifest enough. A be allowed. In3 rural coflsttueflcies especially,

flumnber of very important points are urged, and the wonderful variety of expression, so to speak,

struck mle as most worthy of mat 1ure considera- in the X is very striking-due, as suggested by

tio13 by a competent tribunal, but these are ques- V. C. Blake, doubtless to nervousness, awkward-

tios 'vhich on the gTround I have before reèferred ness, or a desire to emnbellish, and 1 would add

to, I think must be left to the decision of such a also, due in many cases probably to feeble or

tribunal. 1 found the ballots in the parcels, and imnPerfect sight, nmarking on a rough table or

the1Y wvere recognized as issued by the D. R. O. bench, and soimetimnes, perhaps, to a whiskeyfled

if, as sugges ted, the ballots 'vere supplied be- condition of the delineating voter.

Cause the R. O. had not sent sufficient printed

baltI see that under sec. 30 the D. R. 0.cn(OORRE&SPONDEjNOFj
C'lise -2 ballot boxv to be made if the R. O. has
failed to supply one. Is this a less important -

act ? But the Statute made no provision in Wer batos ed ifl the late elec/iolt4 vûid if

respect to such contingency of ballots running nunzberedi ly J)ej4uty peturftlg Qflicers f
short, and having provided in the other case,
the maxim already referred to may well be To the Editor ofithe LAW JOURNAL.

Urged; however, I ain not concerned with the 'SIR,-Within the last few weeks opposite

Solution of this 1question wvith the view I have opinions on this question have been given by

taken. In leaving this branch of the subject, 1 local judges anid by coux3sel, as well as in news-

triUst say that while I feel strongly with regard papers. The question is not whether the Do-

to the other ballots challenged on the other gen- minion Statute is the best law that could be

eral1 objections, 1 arn by no mreans so confident framied on the subject, but wvhat is the true in-

With regard to these written ballots ; but the terpretation of it as it stands.

Vrabeargument on the subject by Mr. Lash Som-e contend that though this act expresslY

is, 1 think, for a court capable of entering fullY directs ballots to be rejected if they have on

ilnto the question, and not for me on a recount ; themi identifying marks, nevertheless the gener-

an"d 50 1 have allowed the written ballots. There al intendinent of that lawv requires them flot to

are stiîî îeft son-e sixty-eight ballots to be dealt be rejected if the mark has been made by a

With separately,-to wvhicli special objections are deputy returflifg officer. 1 oppose this conten-

takeî3. Some of these objectionis are reniarkably tion.th ieacosrtonfay
iflinute and astute on both sides. If such objec- 1 admit thatthlieacosrtonfan

tio135 are entitled to prevail, and people are held portion of ,a statejte is no ground for deciding

tO Pedantic accuracy, and the directions for vot- contrary to the general intent of the enactmnents

'11g Must be followed so closely that every as a whole, but there is danger in the ease with

ITilfute deviation wvill be held to vacate a vote, which one can persuade himiself that hie sees

Ccthe art of marking ballots " should have a this intent, unless hie will be guided by the or-

Place in our public school systemn, so that the dinary meaning of the language which the legis-

rising generation may be taught how to vote, lature has selected to express its will.

and a course of ballot drill inight be necessary As to the intent :-While listening to the ar-

for the present race of voters before every elec- gumenits that the statute means each of these

tin I cannot think the law demnids this marked ballots to be counted if the purport of

xtremne exactness if marking ballots. the vote caf be ascertained, one might fancy

The remarks if the Monck case upofi this that before the days of the ballot oppressed vot-

Point mnust commnend themselves strofgly to ers hiad been labouring under some difficulty in

every thiriking mind. A large experierice in ex- getting a vote recorded for their respective can-

atnining ballots assures me of their truth. And didates, and that the ingenuity of legislators had

W,,hen the ballot discloses with clearness, for been taxed to devise machiner, *which would

Wlhom, the voter intends to vote, and there is a make that more easy.


