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given or left by the voter himnself, and that service by any agent was flot a
Comnpliance with the terms of the section.

Heid, that service of the notice may be effected by an agent ; that the
POst-office mnay be such agent; and that the service in this case was valid.

i. R. Cartwright,~ Q. C., for Attorney-General. W J Moore, for
certain voters.

Moss, J. A.] IN RE MARMORA AND LAKE VOTERs' LiSTS. [Dec. i i, 1900.
Pariamentary elections- Voters' iists-Appeat-Notice of compiaint-Loss

of-Paroi evidence.
Case stated under s. 38 of the Ontario Voters' Lists Act by the junior

Judge of the Cour y of Hastings.
A list of appeals, containing some 225 names to be added to the

voters' lists, was prepared, and a voter's notice of complaint in Form 6 to
the Act was signed by the complainant, attached to the list of namnes to
be added, and handed to the clerk in his office within the thirty days
required by the statute. When the list wâs produced by the clerk in Court
thle nlotice of complaint was absent, and it was objected that there were
thlerefore no appeals before the Court.

The question asked was whether a complaint in regard to a voters' list
can be heard without a written notice of the compiaint and intention tO
apply to hirn being before the Judge, it being shewn by paroi evidence that
such notice has been left with or given to the clerk at the proper timne, but
subsequently lost.

'Veld, that it was competent for the Judge to hear and receive paroievidence as to the forni and effect of the notice in question and of its ioss;
and that, upon his being satisfied by such evidence that a sufficient notice
of comnplaint was duiy left with the clerk as by the Act required, the corn-
Plaint mnay be deait with by the Judge as prescribed by it.

J1. R. Cartwright, Q.C., for Attorney-Generai. W J. Moore, for
certain voters.

Fron Snider, Fitzgerald and Carman, Co. jj.j [Jan. 7.
IN RE QUEENSTON HEIGHTs BRIDGE AssESSMENT.

Assessment-Bridge-Franchise.
In assessing for the purpose of taxation that part of a bridge, crossing

the Niagara River, lying within a township in Canada, regard cannet le
had to its value in proportion to the value of the franchise or of the whoie
bridge, or to the cost of construction, but onîy to the actual cash price
obtainable or the land and materiais situate within the township. I re
Bel' Z'eiePhone Company Assessment (1895), 25 A. R. 35 1, and In re London
Street Rai/WaY Company Assessment (1897), 27 A.R. 83, applied.

Judgrnent of a Board of County Judges reversed.
C. -4- Masten, for ap.pellants. J. Hl. Ingersti, for respondents.
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