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It was conteilded by thne responideu that lhe tection wa
ved by sec. 20-4 of the Adt.

Afihougli the duputy returning officer said thiat whevn
king the ballot box f ront the poil to the ofie of the town-
erk, lie only called at his owni bouse for a few momnents,
s taking the ballot ba)x there wa.a vinlatinig a vurv tngt
*nvjsion o~ theu Ac(t, for wieh, on conviction, lie wvoild bot, li-
dle to imprisoument for 6 inoniths and to, a. fine of $400; thiis,
,gtler with the findmng by thie CountY Court Judge, that:

lagenumiber of the ballots had, been tamnpered with after
iO ballot papers liad been placed in the ballot box, renders
impossible to sav that sucbi irie-galéirities did flot aff4uci Ille
sult of the election.

The appeal inust be dismissýed with costs.
Flemuing, Wigle, & Rodld, Windsor, solicitors for relator.
J. W, Hlanna, Windsor, solicitor for respjondlent.

MAY 1 '.I7T 1902.
IDIVISIONAL COURT.

O'HlEARN-\ v. TOWN 0F PORT ARITHIUR.
rmfRai J?*4LwQ-V fegUg5e-peratUOf of CrCrae-Cn

lributory Nefiligenoe--DutV of Driver of VohiýcJ-Pro*Lm)at<

Appeal by defendants fromn judgnient of flRITTON, J.,
itered upon the finding-, of the jury in an action by plain-
fa teanister in the town of Port Artliur, for damaâges for

>dily injuries causimd byI being runi into by a. street car of
-feridants, owing tW alleged niegligent riunning at a rapid
'd dangerous speed.

The plaintiff, at 4 pan., was driving northward along
te west sidle of Cumnberland street, on whidli the trkck la,

id aî crossing it to go along Ambrose street, which runs
to Cunberland street at riglit angles, when the collision
ok place.

The iollowing questions w(r, subinitted to the4 jury:
1. Were the defendants gitiltv of niegligence i.n running
iercar on the oçearion of the accidlent at too great spe-d ?
2. Were the defendlant., guilty' of negl igence in not si) run-

ng thieir car ais to be able to control it or stop) it in tinie
prevent a. collision w4tli the plaintiff, who waas see'i n. the

otorian, and who, for ail the mnotormian knew, inigiliti
>wu ashle dlid actually turn down Amibro-se street?

3. Was tIe gong souuded by the mnotormian as the car
praedthe' plaintiff on C'umberlandl street ?

4. Could the plaintiff bv the exercise of ordinary cart,
wp s.voidedl the collision ?

5. What daniages las laintiff sustained?


