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Elec. Case.] 
-E____________case._____

ONTARIO REPORTS. 
[IC aethat no act or o)Mission of the D. R. O. in deal- lots with num bers. flot ini aill sufficin to'Va!"

ing with a ballot before or after it as been cast rant him in coming to the conclusion~ that theby a voter, would warrant me in disallowing it numbers furnisbed marks by whicb h inddî
for the candidate indiCated by the voter. But could be identified. I do not see an>' suche
3ust look at it ! The voter cornes to the poil, it cation in the numbered ballots before ,ne 
is found he is entitled to vote, lie asks and is nothing to show me wbefi the), wvere flUflnbreceives a ballot paper from an officer appointed -nothing that would make the fact reea5* yto issue it. The voter marks the ballot with an clear to rny inid on the mere iisPeC ave
X for the candidate of bis choice. He folds it should certainiy say tbey do flot appear to hav
up and gives it again to the sanie officer, Who been put there b>' the voter. As 1 understanldrops it into the ballot box then and there. The the learned Judge Clark, we are at olie as tsamne day, at the close of the poli, and when guiding prinCiples; if we differ it is in the apPP1everytiiing is fresh in the mind of the officer,the cation of these prinCiples. I can o111Y hope 1ballot box is opened, and surel>' it wouîd be a am right in the strong view I entertain, as. Ô"monstrous thing if the same offiCer could (in aCt of the D. R. 0., as I have stated, di' fran'effect) say, "True, I supplied that bit of paper Chising a voter. With regard to the Writas a ballot, true you marked it properîy, but 1 ballots, I have a word or two to add.- Into ofdid flot Comply witb the requirements of the tbe polling divisions, namel>', No. 15y iHuntsvilleý
statute ; I mnust rejeCt it." Yet that is just what and No. 21, l-uldum Hill, the parCels whbefamn asked to do. The law neyer COuld have opened Contained both written and prifte alCOftempiated anything so unjust. My flnding, lots. [The particulars in these Were then givenl1acting under the Rule A., so far as tbis enquir>' How tbis happened, or wby writteli ballots Wr
is coflCerned, is that ail the ballot papers in the used, 1 know flot ; I Carl see that ail wereseveral ballot parCels opened by me were sup- Counted. The voting with these Paper splied by the several D. R. O., and 1 inClude the extensive on both sides. They appear tobv

hesae
written ones, of whicb I say more presentîy. If been deliberateîy prepared, cut into t he S
substantial injury bas been Caused by negieCt of size of printed ballots. Ail were of thesIl
the D. R. O., there is a proper tribunal to reCtif>' generai CharaCter. and i would say'preparco 1it. There is one partiCular act of the D. R. O. I a uniform plan, the writing being the sa'fe 1might have referred to before ; it is alieged that one of the Polling sub-divisions. Ail or D. Pl-I
the nunîber put on the ballots is the number on ail, appeared to bave the initiais of the p .O
-the voters' list, and so furnishes the means of and as far as 1 could judge, notbing shovedknowing the voter, and that this vitiates the indication of fraud or corrupt intention. Ovotes. Assume for the sake of argument that wben the D. R. 0. opencd their ballot boxeswandthe voters' list number would be a means of found these ivritten ballots, tbey w0 uid, if theyidentification. How can 1 knoNy, as a inatter of had tiot supplied them, be at once attraCtedbfact, that the numnber on tbe ballot and tbat on tbeir appearance ; but the>' passed eand COUntedth oes ist correspond. The voters' iist is tamfrbt addte by i fetfflot before me. AIbaeaeaysiifrnstatesbloshd 

en supplied by thenl"no part of the material cOmInitted to me a ei- r anhdt Ihaivebanot groud todob tî faCtdenc , a d th ar u m en be ng b sed on a fact the >' w ere. T bey w ere w an tin g ini th e f Il P aIcannot assume and have no means of "(flnd- ti culars of the printed ballots, but they wvere uP'ing," seems to me to fail to the ground. Ver>' plied to voters as ballots and used as such, and
possibiy the fact is as alleged ; but the parties i think I should consider and cotsen ae
are standing on their strict legal rights,' and I good. It may be as contended, the balltarcannot go beyond nîy authorit>' i11 dealing witiÇ wanting in essential details required b>' thethern. I think the case before m-e is different Election Act, and there is a great deal Of forcefrom that which mny brother Clark deait with in i1n wbat Mr. Lash urges on many points.1cla very able judgn-ent. I judge that he tbinks not accept the contention that the act Of givingwith me that it is flot pernuitted to look at the these papers b>' the 1). R. 0. was an absltlvotersý list as evidence. 

Voýid act, though an Election Court mnight l it
But for sorne reason disclosed to him in the the election by reason of the accl jc

examination of the ballots, he saw in cert/ajii bal- 'vent to the mnerits and ran CoUne ot,


