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JT. P. Mabee, K.C., and W. A. Smith, Xýîngsvi11e, for
plaintiff.

ýA. If. Clarke, K.C., for defendant G;usin1.
M. K. Cowan, K.C., for defendants the exeutors
FA LCO -BRIDGE, C.J., fOuInd ail Ilhe fac-ts in favour of

plaintiff, and gave judgixnent as prayed by ilhe statem'ent of
claim, withi $,25 damrages.

W. A Smith, KingsMille, solicitor for plaintiff.
Clarke, Cowan, l3artlett & Bartlett, Windsor, solicitors

for defendant Gustin.
M. K. Cowan, Windsor, eolieitor for defendants the exe-

eutors.

MÂCLENNAN, J.A. JULY 10TH, 1902.
C. A.-CHAMBERS.

RE NORTHI GREY PROVINCIAL BIJECTION.

McKAY v. BOYD.
Parlianientarif Ekction-NVolice of Âppeai trots&on-8gstr

bjy tSoidor-EIe tin Act, sec. 129 <1-r3apa ifrr M-
jorftg Declared ,Ipon Appeui--Çec. 129 (5)-Ree-openiinq Original
Apueal.

After the dispôsition of Boyd's appeal, anite p. 474, Mc-
Kay proposed to ëubmit his cross-appeal from the recount.

G. Ji. Watson, K.O., W. H3. Wright, Owen Sound, and
Graveon Smith, for McKay.

S. H. Blake, K.C., E. E. A. DuVernet, and Eric N. Ar-
mzour, for Boyd.

MACLFENNAN, J.A. :-After I had disposed of the appeal
of Mr, Boyd, which Ieft Mr. McKay stil1 wvith a majority of
tvo, Mr. Watson, counsel for Mr. McKfeay%, ch1imned the right
of proceeding wîth his appeal. This was opposed by M,ýr.
Blake on two grounds: first, thiat '.%r. M[cKiy'e notiCe of
appeul was not signed by himuseif personally, but by hua
sollicitors on hia beha.lf; and secondly, because, Mr. 'cKv
laaving a niajority, the further proceeding wýithi bis appeul
could not alter the resuit, and was useless.

The. firat objection wu~ rested on the language of sec.
12 (1) of the Election Act, whîch aiuthorizes the candfidate
to apptal Ly givixxg a notice in wrîting, without, expressly
authorizing the notice to be given by sri agent or solicitor;
wile it expresly authorizes the notice to be served upon
the solicitoýr of the other candidate. I overruled, the objec-
tion, thinking it of.no weight whatever.


