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egory of spoiled ballots, thougli flot -strietly- a r-jected one_
R alpin, thie applicants' solicitor, wlio attendved ibn ilt

Utiny before the County\ J udgu, inakes affidavit of t1w
idition of the books and papers wlien prdcdthere, and

only deflcierncies lie mentlions are thant the pavkets con1-
2ing the ballots were flot se2alud witli wa-x, anlfldith poli
k wa not in a sealed packet, but wrapped in a newbpaei(r.
J the ballot box was not sealeýd. Nowliere dues the let
aire wax noir the sealîng of the bko, and, theuigli set. 3i- 7
aires the poil book, in the casýe of bv-laws, te lie iii a
ke with othier papers, it is to be nioticéd thlat atilcin
177 only requîtes it to bc delivered te theu cerk, and

je it open to inspection by atiy elector. liere t1 Ui iek
xeturning officer and deputy returnîing ofliver oibî,I
ipoli clerk also says that the returning offioer -"did flot

> a note of the objections miiade to the four b)allots oh-
ed to and flot counted, flot did lie numiber saidl objtil ons,
ballots." There is no explanationi of wblat four b1alI.ts
refarred tu or what objections. Th'le retuarning ofilcer ýa
,e vere ne objections to bis course. F or ail thlataper
one objected to any of the ballots buit the retulriling
er hinself. The County Judge rejectedl four ballots le>-
1 the returninig officer. Thietu is no asseprtion thiat the
eted ballots were flot niarked -rjce, or thlat tlere
uny difficuity whatever on thie surtinily. As bile POUl

k seems willing fo disclose ail thle faits o'f the day, il
b>e assuxned that the separate pee-kets, of ballot papers re.

ed by sec. 361 were made up at the polling place, thougll
fiiere rnarked as, to their contents or sealcd wýif )li e re-
j.ng eflioer's seul. Withal there is not a sug-gestloT1 of
taxnperig with ballots or resuits, or of an y 'injurliy beingSor of the Îrregularities complained of liaving M alv\VN
,t.d bhe resuit. The returning officer e'qilains thiat hihi. first experience, lie having been appointed vlerk oilyv
farch, 1904, and says that everything, wa,, done ini good
i, and be did ail lie could te conduet thie election fairly
without fear, favour, affection, or lippe of reward f rom
r aide. Manifestiy the agents on eavih side were sabla.-
for no objections to ainything la hleard of froni any of

L. In Regina ex-\ rel. Preston v. Touchhurn, the 'con-
of the x'eturning officex' was more objectionable than lier,.

àecsscited for the applicantsý thiete was thie reasonable
.bility that the result xnighbt have been affected b y rea-
of the public net hiaving proper notice. Here ther( IS


