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e ar-

N ; ient to W

that 10 act or omission of the D. R. 0. in deal- | lots with numbers, not in all, suffici that the

ing with a ballot before or after it has been cast

by a voter, woulq warran

t me in disallowing it
for the candidate ip

dicated by the voter. But
just look at it ! The voter comes to the poll, it
is found he is entitled to vote, he asks and
receives a ballot Paper from an officer appointed
to issue it. The Vvoter marks the ballot with an

He folds it

The
same day, at the close of the poll, and when

everything is fresh in the mind of the officer, the
ballot box is Opened, and surely it would be a
monstrous thing if the same officer could (in
effect) say, “True, I supplied that bit of paper
as a ballot, trye you marked it properly, but I
did not comply with the requirements of the
statute ; I must reject it.” Yet that is just what
T am asked to do, The law never could have
contemplated anything so unjust, My finding,
acting under the Rule A, s0 far as this enquiry
is concerned, is that all the ballot Papers in the
several ballot parcels opened by me were sup-
plied by the severa] D.R.O,and 1 include the

If
caused by neglect of
the D.R. O, there is a Proper tribunal to rectify

it. There is one Particular act of the D, R.O.1
might have referred to before i it is alleged that
the number put on the ballots is the number on
“the voters’ list, and so furnishes the means of
knowing the voter, and that this vitiates the
votes. Assume for the sake of argument that
the voters’ list number would be g neans of
identification, How can I know, as a matter of
fact, that the number on the ballot and that on
the voters’ list correspond.  The voterg list is
not before me. As I have already said, it forms
1o part of the material committed to me as evi-
dence, and the argument being based op a fact
I cannot assume and have no means of “find-
ing,” seems to me to fall to
possibly the fact is as alleged ; but the parties
‘are standing on their strict legal rights, and I
cannot go beyond my authority in dealing with
them. I think the case before me ig different
from that which my brother Clark dea]; with in
a very able judgment, 1 Jjudge that he thinks
with me that it is not permitted to look gzt the
voters’ list as evidence,

But for some reason disclosed to

t for him in the
examination of the ballots, he s

aw in certain bal.

the ground, Very

rant him in coming to the Condl-ls;onthe voter
numbers furnished marks by whic su
could be identified. I do not see any e; ther®
cation in the numbered ballots before l:un,lbefe
is nothing to show me when they weré easona ly
—nothing that would make the f%Ct rectioﬂ-
clear to my mind on the mere mspar to have
should certainly say they do not appendersta“
been put there by the voter. Asl uone as =
the learned Judge Clark, we are at the appl®
guiding principles ; if we differ it is in ly hopé
cation of these principles. 1 can or );5 to 1
am right in the strong view I entertalcli1 disfran”
actof the D.R. Q. as I have stated, writteD
chising a voter, With regard to thin two 0
ballots, I have a word or two to add. ntsvilles
the polling divisions, namely, No. 15, HI;S when
and No, 27, Huldum Hill, the parce ted bal-
opened contained both written and prin given
lots. [The particulars in these were thell’ ts wer
How this happened, or why written bal 011 were
used, 1 know not; I can see that 2 rs WA
counted. The voting with these paP‘io havé
extensive on both sides. They app ealrhe usud
been deliberately prepared, cut into the samé
size of printegd ballots. All were of t red O
general character, and I would say prepare® *

ch indi-

. ame !
a uniform Plan, the writing being ‘he: nearl
one of the Polling sub-divisions. All, © R. 0»

all, appeared to have the initials of the %e
and as far as I could judge, nothing shov
indication of frayq or corrupt intentlon;(es an
when the D, R, 0, opened their ballot b: if they
found these written ballots, they woul ’cte
had rot supplied them, be at once attracount‘f
their appearance; but they passed and ¢, fount
them for both candidates. They, in. ef’ft]e: ’thelﬂr
that these ballots had been supplied f'tyct that
and I have no ground to dOUb't the t:ull par-
they were. They were wanting in tllewere sup-
ticulars of the printed ballots, but they uch, an
Plied to voters as ballots and used as them 3%
[ think I should consider and Cou;;t llots aré
good. It may be as contended, th‘? 2 by
wanting in essential details require 1 of force
Election Act, and there is a great fle:; I can”
in what Mr. Lash urges on many p omt ;)f giving
not accept the contention that the acabsolutel,y
these papers by (he D. R. 0. was an

. 201!
. ight 2%
void act, though an Election Court m 'gderl“%e‘

. onst
the election by reason of the aCtt’e(x:' to the
went to the merits and ran coun

d any
oW



