
east si .de. The fOllowing day, about uooxi, a inember of theclerk's faxnily discovered the niotices, and brought them to. theclerk, who was theri iii the hGouse, an-rd who then for the firsttinie learnedi of the appeals.
The questions suhmnitted were:1- Were such notices ServeeJ in time on the clerk?2. Shenld they be acted on?
NO COunsel aPpeaxed to support the service.W. B. Noxthrup, R.C., was heard epposiiig it.GARROWV J.A.-Iu Mny opnotesriew 

legallyiflulfficient, and both questioe~ Opinon, thersefrie beas e,inthe nlegative. ssolteerb awrdThe iaaiguage of th, statute R1 S. O. 1897 ch. 7, sec. 7,
Iub..see. 1, 18, « give te the cler' et« leave for hiry1 at his resi-4Ience or place of busies no>tice in w Thjnginetc.mnI think, wheu the notice is nOt Persoiially given to, thederk, that it is te be left for iju at bis reside< rpaehu il, sudh a pla,6e or nder Bu{ch ciren stances as tetaise a reasonable presuipto that i ede i adwithu te txne The case Baves Censideration of -what wemight have presuxued if all that appeaed ha been simply thePlin fteneie between the t*ýo deors, bécause it statesditxcly that the cierk did net beconie aNvar, of the -noticesu nil the next day, or a day tee late. What actualy hiap-pened is, I think, what miit rea5o>nably have been expeciedte happe . n uder such circunstances, and I, therefore, think
the service was wholly insufficent Se. Wýats<~v itC. B. 77, a decisien unider a statute o ew4simijla language. 

cextailiig ou ha

ANAY2ND, 1903.ELECTION COyT.
RE SOUTH OXFORD) PROVENCIL ELEOTION.

opeu- eta oîd Of pe& ai eE4ff Pat Court of

Appictin y he C0-Eidnc Tke a Trial.and l<~e by tIcN resp<>ndeut te the trial JTudges (STREETan RTOijj.) te settile the appeal book addfn h])arts eqf tle evidence te bc le luude thereixi ad elu hS. E. Blake, R.C., and Eric N. Arraour for respondent.G. El. WVatsf>n Jç.C., for appelats the petitioners.
StReE t -N fla hie as been previded Éither bytector ilules for t'le settieent ef a éase upon an election


