
Elec. Cases.] MONCK ELECTION PETITION (DOMINION-.> [Ontario.

Edgar. Dunnville, No. 1. McCallum.
There were four votes rejected

4 for Edgar. One was improperly
rejected, the mark being a cross
to the right band and opposite

1 the naine. Two were crosses to the
left of the namne, and the fourt h
was a single stroke. These thiree
were proper]3 rejecteti.

Moulton andi Sherbrooke. No. 1.
There was a n)iscomit. The

numbers returneti were thiîtepn for
IEdgar andi One hundred aid( ifteen
for McCalluin, wlhereas it shoulti
have been twelve for E Igar ati
one hundreti anti sixteen for Mc-
Calluru.

Wainfieet, No. 1.
There were four rejected for Nrc-

Callum, one of whicb 1 allow,
being a well defineti cross with a
line running throughi its9 centre.

Caistor, No. 1.
There was a cross to the left of

the nine properly rejecteti for
McCallum.

Wainfieet, No. 2.

There were two rejected for Me-
Calluns ; one prope.rly, as beiîîg a
cross to the left of the naine ;the
other improperly, there being a
well defiueti cross opposite - Mc-
Callum," and a single stroke oppo.
site "iEdgar."

Dunnville, No. 1.
There is one properly rejecteti

for Edigar, there being sinîply a
stroke wit1i a lien through the
figure -'1 "of the year " 1875, "
which appears on the ballot liaper

- to the left of flie name.

So that up to this point there àhoulti be added
to the nuruber of votes polleti for Edigar, as bé
ing improperly rejecteti, five, anti there should
be dedueteti for the miscount one ; leaving the
total addition to bo ruade four, sud thus giviug
the number of votes polled for hiru thirteen
hudred anti thirty-three ;anti there shoulti bc
stideti to the number of votes polleti for McCal-
lum, as hein.- iniproperlyawected, two, sud for
the miscount one ; thus making the number of
votes polleti for burt thirteen hundreti anti
thirty-six. 0f the votes allowed by the re-

turniug officer, I finti the followiug shoulti be
diaallowed :

Edigar. Gainsboro', No. 3. mecallum.

One single stroke dîsallowed; 1
two single strokes, anti two Pros.,es

4 flot to theriglit band of the naine,
disallowed.

Dunuville, No. 2.

One single stroke, anti one cross
flot to the right handi of the nautie, 2
disallowed.

Caistor, No. 3.
One single stroke, disallowed

one cross with a lina before it, ai.
lowed.

Moulton sund Sherbrooke, No. 2.
One wrth a siugle stroke, disal 1

lowed ; one wjth three crosses-
the one in the proper compart-
meut, the other acrosa the iante
McCalnn, anti the third iu th,,
left compartmenit--allowed. These
crosses were Bo placeti, 1 thiuk,
because the voter was uncartain
whare the mark should appear. As,ý
there is a cross rightly placeti, 1
do not think the vote shouli bu,
rejectati because of the atiditioinal
crosses. One single stroke, disal-

1 lowed.
Wainfieet, No. 3.

One single stroke, disallowed
une witb a second cross, allowed,
it flot appeariug that the mark
identifies the voter.

Wainfieet, No. 2.

Two single strokas sud oue cross
not to the rîglit handi of the naine,
disallowed; one single stroke, dis-

1 allowed.
Pelhani, Nuh. 3.

One single stroke, disallowed.

Moulton andi Sherbrooke, No. a.
One single stroke, aud two ivith

crosses flot to the right baud of 3
the fianie, disallowed ; a fourth,
witli the cross to the rigblt baud
of the name in amatil letters, al-

2 lowed ; two single strokes, tisai-
lowed.

Mouiton aud Sherbrooke, No. 1.
A cross on the back of a ballot

patker for McCallum, allowed.
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