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ý.Mr. Tilley's argument was that between the day of
nina.tion and the day of polling euch elector should be
e to ageertain by inquiry at the office of the Clerk of
ý eace, or of the clerk of the municipality, or from the

miaty Court Judge, each of whom is supposed to have a
tiied copy of the voters' Eist ini his possession, whether
not hie name je upo-n the list of voters to be used at the
etion. I incline to think that this contention is souud,
1 that it is quite probable that the proper list to be used
the election ie the last list of voters rhlich has been cer-
ed by the Judge and delivered or transmitted to the Clerk
the -Peace prior to the time of .nomination. Segtion 23
the statute appears to put it almost beyond doubt that
ilist to be usedý must be completed before nomination

r, because, even in the case of a person dying alter re-
ion, the Judge is permitted to strike his name from the
tified liet only " before the day of nomination." It would
:>ear £romn thie provision that it was intended that the
Sto be used at the election should be complete and not;
)ject to alteration alter the tirne of nomination.

The statute in térms enacts that the list to be used shall
" the last list of voters certified by the Judge and deliv-
dor transmitted to the Clerk of the Peace." This ian-

ige ie plain and unequivocal. The conjunction " and "
,y b. contrasted with the conjunction " or" to, be f ound
the third lins of sec. 151. 1 think it îe incontrovertible
d~, even thonugh a list has been validly certified by the
Jge, if it has net been delivercd or transuiitted to, the
,rk of the Peace, at ail evente before the opening of the
El on poling day, it cannot be « the proper lEt of votere
be used at the election.-" Section 151, in my opinion,
ino bearing upon the matter, because there was a list

votera certifled by the Judge and transmitted to the Glerk
~the Peace for the preceding year, and this list was, in
opinion, the iast liet of votere so certified and delivered,

1, theref ore, the proper liet of voters to he used at the
etion.

It is true that the use of this list would have disfranchised
hisierbe number of persons whose names appear on

- is for 190O9, without any fauit on their part But that
inot be helped. The Votere' iàste Act apparently doee not
âe it imperative upon the Judge to have the liet of votere
ý- th ear prepareda in time to permit of the municipal

eto n January beïng held upon it. The asseesment roll


