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I)colours. Therefore, the number is sotnething belongig to the candidate, and

ta pîaced, and it rnight be placed anywhere near the naire, before or after it, or

le above or under it. It is different with the naines of the candidlates. They
miust be separaied froin each other. Each must have a separate part of thefl' ballot paper for itself, and must therefore be in a separate division. Accord-

le ingly, we find the for-m ini the schedule divided by lines draiyn from right to
- left, with as nlany divielons as there are candidates. I thinlc these are theLt- divisions intended hy the statute, and that the divisions containing the numbers

in are mnere subdi-isions of the divisions containing the names. In other words,lie it is the saine division of the ballot paper which contains each candidate's
ie name and number. IL would be a strange construction of the statute which.le would hiold that, on a ballot from which the immaterial and useless upright
ts liunes were omitted, a < -ss near the numiber or even to the left of it would be
le ~gond, as it clearly wc %ý,. Se, but that un a ballot containing those lines a crosc
in so placed would be bad ; and yet, a ballot in either fori would be good, anci
errtight be used with propriety in either election. 1 'hink a construction leading

er to sucb a result ought fot to Se adopted. if it can be avoicled. In my opinion,
in there is a very plain sense in which, notwithstanding the upright line, the space

containing the numnber rnay be regarded m~ % part of the division of the ballot
rie coltainiflg the candidate's narne, and therefore 1 arn bound to hold that it is

e Sn, and to affirrn the validity of ballots marked witlîin that space. 1 thetetoreit tink hat he larne jude'sdecision wvas quite right, adthat those twentyre votes ivert ptoperly allowed and counted by hîmi.
id Theî is another ballot, No. 117, which was rejected botli by the deputy

ýie returning officer and b)v tlie learned judge, presumnably on accounit of liaving a
H. ~considerable porti"n of the blank part on the riglit-hand side remnoved, a sec-

tioni of equal width fromn top to bottomn, and about three-tenths of the whole
/1,width of the original paner. The part renioved liad nouLe of the îrinted

niatter of the ballot upon it , except perhaps a portion ol. the !ines from left to?.n right separating the naries of the candidates. In other iespects this ballot is
JOperfect. and properly tnarked for lcl)iarniid. The artiwt~hich wvas

Il- strongly urged against its allowance "'as that the voter iniglit carry away with
id him the part renioved, and uise it to show that hie had voted for 'iNcfiarnlid.

ay 1I have hesitated a great deal over this ballot, but, lapon the %%-'hole, I do not
se think there is anything in the Act requiving nie to reject il. Section 112 (3)
lie requires ballots to be rejected on whicli anything in addition to the 1,rinted

ý'S number and the deputy returning officer's nanie or initials is written or inarked.
lie by which the voter can be identified. There is nothing of that kind here, and

se 1 Ido flot feel at liberty to extend the language of the legislature so as to
he include such a case as this within the prohibition, and thereby to disfranchise
hie the voter, "'ho has in everv respect snarked his ballot distinctly and proî>erly

aI. n TArnb4ry,î6 .111>.at P- 753- Section 103 requires the voter to mark and
ne to fold and to returo to the deputy returning oficer the very ballot paper which

Dn has been given to hirn, and by a. 105 no person wlio has received one is to take
[id it away out o! the polling place. It niight be argued that hre it reqÂîred to
lit return the whole ballot paper, and not rnerely a part of it. ar.d that tlîe prohibi-


