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Senate elsewhere than at Oobourg the sons’ had h ' names ot certain per- 
present seat of the University. Cor- from ttL,?6” Wro”8full7 emitted 
poration of Cobourg v. Victoria HM \ ?meDt ro11 University, 166. CoSttf R» ’•* ■ W"S the duty,of the

trv th Ee,™101' >'“der see 61, to
try the complaint made byM. ■ ànd 
Priate' and °the‘' ™mPle“' appro-

^apXtmi,n:;m;ptheaaor
Legislature by sec. 68 had «iven a
ofed2T,edyfor,thi8 Vbmch
Judge M 7 appeal t0 County 
Judge, M. was not entitled 
manda

The right which M. was 
to enforce was to have the names of
mer^1ronra0nt Pl“Ced on t'"» asses,- 
to have t-n0t’ M was contended,
£ ti" n hlS. ™'S,laint disposed of 
by the Court of Revision ; the com
plaint to the Court of ReWsion ™ , 
t~tli;frcinghisri^

Decision of MacMahon, J. re.
7lcv^o?ZZ™l£\tlH

VILLAGE.
See Canada Temperance Act, 1.
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VOTERS LISTS.

7i es\ A 79S’> «*«•
o n A / s!°- 13’ sub-sec- (i), ofThe Manhood Suffrage Act,”61
comnl0^' t4 (0^’ ’* ‘S Prov*ded that 
complaints of persons not having
been entered on the roll as qualified 
to be voters who should have been
titled to h ' may’ by aar l>ere™ en
titled to be a,oter or to be entered
Court fT5ela •18t’ 1,6 m«de to the 
Court of Revision as in the case of 
assessments or the complaints may

By sec. 61 of the Assessment Act,
5„Sf; °'ch; 193> it is provided that 
the Court of Revision of each 1 

c pahty shall meet and try all 
plaints in regard to persons 
fully omitted from the roll

68 sub-sec (1), that an appeal
onlv C°Unty ,Ju<i«e shall lie, not 
only agamst a decision of the Court
Court h TV” “ “Pf’*al to that
neglect, or “re3 of^ ômTto <md

bear or decide an appeal. of—Break in
. The Court of Revision of a muni- ™hflj~?I"nterrul>tod “ser by the 

cipality refused to hear or adjudicate lng fte^edgTrf an^un!
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