
of the relater, it was cnnddthat he was pireludei
supplementing his affidavýit evidence bY calling witne
give vi a voce evidence, aithougli their niaies werE
tioned ini the natice of motion. The question raise
disposedl of adversely to the respondent's canteuti
Regina ex rel. Mïingan v. Flemning, 14 P>. R1. 458...
appears that, aithougli objection was raised to the ev
some of thxe votera were called as witnesses by the
ard stated for whom they voted....

Seetion 200 of the Municipal Act, R. S. 0. ch,~ 22
vides that " no person who- lias voted at an election 8
airy legal proceeding tea question the election or ret
required te 8tate for wioxn lie veted'" Section 7
Dominion Elections Act, and sec. 158 of the Ontari(
tions Act, R. S. 0. ch. 9, are ini like terms. See Re
wrad Election, 1 E. C. at p. 57t4; IRe Lincoln EIec
A. R. at p. 2 10.

The ixipropeir reception of the evidence to whidli
referred, cannot, however, affect the judgmnent aIj
agamnst, as witliout stich evidence tiiere was the ei
of the 32 voters, te 'which cra-dence was given hy the 1
(Jennty Court Judge, whîdli, tegether with the scrutin,
by hixu of thxe ballots, afforded, as lie considered, amI
dence that the ballots liad been tampered witli afi
ballet pavers lad been deposited in the ballot box
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