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rames of the 80 whichi the clerk struck off, reducing the
riurnher from 1086 to 1006 so I must deal with it as be-
twéeen the, relator and the appellant.

0f the 1086, the relator contends that there should corne
off 87 nomes of persons voting iii more thani one subdivi-
sion,. and 2 whoise naines are on twicc ini samul suabdivision,
niiiaking. SI) to eorne off. 1086-89F-97 short of the
requxirted "more than 1,000."

0f thie 87 inaines, the appellant challenges, the relatlor's4
counit to the( extent of là naines. Thev relator says theý clerk

d.aims, oolY 10n6. If the 15 uiarns were ail ad1ded to 997

nainesz, there woufld 1bu 1012, and as the cle(rk cainis o)nly
1006( the relator asks that the difference of 6; he taken froin

the Ir). anid thiat will leave only, ( names of thoset chaillenlgedl
to 1w inctgtd 1 arn o! oinion ftat he appellan11t'
con1tention asiz id at ot 4 of the names, iii correct.

0f the 9 niaimes which the relator attaicksq he has been
~ueesfulasto three, and perhaps anothier, but no more.

The iff'îdavit A 'Mr. O'Day fis, as is thie affidavit of relator,
siînly enuril n nither is more than the affidavit of

1he ,ler as te gneral Couîît. The special struitiny\ o! par-
tila;r nianies î'g fot, and( cannot he, thooug o exhaustýive,
andi, the resit must ueculssarily depetnd uipon theg question
of biurden of proof. Withi dhe voters' lists before the Court,

~eildas to nunîher of niaows, iiid as to thec not couniting
ainy onu person more thal onc, te onlus is upon thie person

takingtlist fo prove hi., case. The relator hins liot ini

myv opinion o alse thait thiere are not more tliaii 1,000
muniripal electors on the roll.

Restoring 4 inaines to the Eist, the number will be 1001j
viz., 997 plus 4 equals 1001.

It nmay' be that a more careful scruitiny might inereaec

the ilnmber by' restoring some of the naines not voilnted( bly
the rlerk on his teduetion lo 1006. Feeling- satisfied upon
the evidence that the nuniber was at least 1001, 1 did not

zo fnrther.
The appeal will 'be allowed, and the, motion tel unseat

the appellant wMl be dismissed, both with coatis.

An order wilI be made in accordance, with above, pur.
suant te sec. 177, and papers returned pursuant ho, sec. 178
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