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0f the 371 votes conntcd in the declaration of thle clerk for
the by-law, it is admitted that one was counted by itkefor,
instead of against; this leaves 370 for and 233 against.Coie
quently, eveil if ail these to be disallowed be deducted fromn the
winning, side, it wîlI need 21 votes to be struck off to reduce the
majority vote below the statutory minimum....

The applicant; attacks a number of votes, while relying upoxn
those which have been struck off by the County Court Judge being
kept off,. . . 1 do not think that tlie applieant ean hiere suv-
ceed by shewing a number of invalid votes, together withi those
struck off by the County Court Judge sufficient fo reduce the numii-
ber below the minimum, unless it also appears that the Conty
Court Judge was riglit....

The applicant dlaims the following cases:
1. Chishoini, Visinski, Kubisenski, Bearon, IRabior, Lepine,

Lsie. Kniash, LÂturski, Verkusq (10 ini ail). illiterates.
2. Robert Tinimons, blind.
3. Mrs. Berlanquet and Mrs. MeLaren, old women.
4. Jessie Ferguson. declined to vote, but vote counted.
5. Ann MeManus, marked ber ballot in public.
In a ddition to these Mary Tackman's vote is questioned

her vote cannot be struck off. So also . . Mary Utrunky's vote
is iattacked, but ber own affidavit is to be taken.

In respect of class 1, the fact is that they, claÎiil ngt be
illiterates, were not reqfired by the deputy retiurninz oIffleeVr to
inake any declaration as to their incapacity, but fh l deputy returil-
ing officer fook a ballot and niarkedl it for tlic voter in lbis presvence
alonae and not in the presenoe of the agents, as if is' eointended
ii ruIred byse. 171 of the Act. . . . The argumrient is,.
thant the illiterate 1, given the right to vote onlv oin mnaking, the
dleelaration-that, eonisequiently, a vote taken thus is void, and that
it is not sfimply an 1rauaiy do not acrede i fo thi argumnent,
lit if is, in i ' v Vîew, niot n(ce'ssary to decide the (,qetin, for. rea-
sons thalf will shlortly' aippear.

(2) Ji li ecas or Mobert Timions, the blind voter
no declaration wals nee;but the ireuaiyof mnarking,, bin
ballot by the depu)itv re(tiurning officer in prsneof the voter
aloine . . . was conittedl( also in bis case. As., however, the-
rightf to vote at 0il cannoit be co4nsuiderePd to depend uipon thic man-
nier of votîng, this vote cinint bc, trnok off in these poedne

(3) Mrs. B3erlanque(t and Mrs. McLar(en are yerv old wnimen.
The formner . , appeared at the polling booth,. statedl that
shie was not ahle fo manrk bepr ballot heérzelÇ, and thie deputv retuiri-


