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Mre. MILLS (Bothwell).

ister reconcile that argument with the first part of .

section 307 :
Nir JOHN THOMPSON.

various sections,  Section 30, irrespective of com-

parison with this section, clearly requives the sume

thing. Hou. gentlemen will observe with respect
to what I have said as to this section that it is to
be subject to the provisions of the Dominion Elee-
tions Act as to the connting of the ballots, and it
provides that the exclusion of any voter’s name on
such list shall be subject to appeal. Section 30 seems

to me, and I sy it with all respecet to the argument

which the hon. gentleman has presented to the con-
trary. to make it clear that the name must appear on
the list until the appeal be decided.  This section, as
well as the prevision of the Dominion Elections Act,

places it bevond dispute that if a certain individual -

hax the right to vote, his vote must he counted.

subject, of course, to final determination by the :
beiny .

as  to the name

constituted  anthority

properly on the list. Section 30 provides that lists:

are to he certiticd while an appeal is pending- -

*“If at any tiine when the revising officer is required to :
furnish or certify any list of coters to any officer or per- |
son, there is, with respeet to such list, any appeal pending :
and undecided, or if there iz any appeal with respect to !

sach list in which the decision is given, has not been
natified to the revising offieer, the revising oflicer shall

furnish such list as when last revised, correceted and cer- |
tified by him, noting thereon the nues of all persons who !
have been retained on the st of voters, notwithstanding
objections, the names of all persons who haye been struek

oft the list of voters, and the names of all persous who

have applied to be {»I:u-cd ou the Iist of voters and whose !
wen retused, and neoting thereon the !

applications have

names of all persons who have appealed from his deei-:

A o
sion.

1 agree with the hon. gentleman as to the inter-
S “ H
pretation of these words: “*all persons who have !

appeiled from his decision @ but it is clear that the
list which is furnished the revising officer must, in
order to comply with section 30, as the vrevising offi-
cer himself calied to our attention, contain these
names, because the Act says he shallnote thereonthe
names of all persons who have appealed from his
decision s and suchlist, with the persons’ names who
have appealed from his decision appearing thereon
shall serve and avail according to the provision of
the Act, for the election with reference to which it
is furnished : but whenever any appeal is decided.
s0 a8 to require the correction of the list, and the
formal orderor judgment has heen served upon him,
he shall forthwith correet: the list accordingly.
the hon. gentleman’s argument is that those numes
should not appear on the list, this language of the
Act would be absurd, hecause when the judgment
shall be given, as if Judge Elliot, the County
Court judge, declare that these personshave a right
to appear oun the list, there would not bhe any
correction of the list, because the names would not
be there. The Act says : :

* And shall forthwith notify the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery of such formal orderor judgment, that he may
correct the duplieate list in his hands aceordingly.”
I repeat he would have no ground of correcting it
at all, if the names Jdid not appear there.—

* And the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery shall forth-
with correct the same accordingly.”

Then, if the hon. gentleman is right in his argu-

ments that these 220 names ought never to have

appeared on the list, and Judge Elliott had deci-

ded otherwise, how is thislist ever to be corrected, so

as to be effectual for the purposes of the election ?
Sir Joux TroMpsox,

[COMMONS]

How can the hon. Min- :

I will go.through the

If-

1

** Provided, that if thedecision in appeal. requiring the
s eorrection of any list of voters, is notified to the revising
: officer by service of the formal order or judgment, or
: otherwise hefore the day of polling. a duly certitied copy
of the corrceted list of voters, together with a copy of the
formal order or judgment on appeals us received by him
! duly certified by such revising officer, shall be furnished
before the said day by the revising officer to the returning
officer fur the polling district. the list of voters for which
has been eorrected upon the said appeal, which ¢opy shall
- contain the correction in question, ¢ertiticd as hereinbe-
fure provided, in which ease the clection shall take place
“upon such corrected list if received in time by such
deputy returning officer.”

Now the hon gentleman’s view is that,under that,
the course of procedure where the revising otticer
thinks that mumes ought to be struck off, is to
:leave them off, but that if the parties have appeal-
eld, their names shall in some way appear on some
supplementary list which the revising otticer shall
furnish to the returning otticer or deputy returning
cofticer. 1T woulil eadl the attention of the hon,
cgentleman to the faet that there ix no power
or provision for making any supplementary list.
'He must give the list that he has prepared of the
voters, amd that is subject to correction if the
authority in appeal should decide that the waumes
ought to be removed from the list. Let me eall
the attention of the House to what | think is con-
clusive upon the point in the provisions of the
Election Act with regard to <uch appeal votes.
Nection A0 says :

. In the event of any person desiring to vote atany clee-
tion whose uame is registered on the list of voters for any
i polling district in the electoral distriet for which such
i election takes place and whose right to have his name
registered on such list asa voter and to vote. appears by
: the list of voters to be the subjeet of an undecided appeal
under the provisions of * The Electoral Franchise Act,
or of the Act passed in the sessivn held in the forty-cighth
aud forty-ninth years of Her Majesty's reign, and inti-
tuled: * An act respecting the Electoral Franchise,” the
i deputy returning oflicer shall number the ballot of such a
’mrsuu,uml shall place opposite to his name in the poll
hook, n number corresponding to the number so placed
upon such ballot paper.”

Ean, what was eventually done, was to make it
Lappear in these lists that these voters whose names
jare on the list, were all subject to an undecided
cappeal.  The hon. gentleman’s view, which 1 dis-
I sent from, is that these names ought not to appear
Pthere at all. How, then, wre we to understand
( the provisions of the Electoral Act, which says:
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i Whose right to have his name registered *
; appears by the list of voters to be the subject of an unde-
: cided appeal.”

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). Then there is no name
to be struck off by the revising otlicer ?

Nirrt JOHN THOMPSON.  Yes: all those which
are not the subject of an undecided appeal.  If the
appeal is taken these names are to appear there.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).  There are seven days
allowed for an appeal ;- what is the position of the
name during these seven days?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. During the seven days
the revising officer dves not certify the lists to
the Clerk of the Crown'in Chancery, not until he
knows whether an appeal is taken from his deci-
sion. ‘

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell). The hon. gentleman will
sce wm:der section 35 where all the names to be
struck off are to be restorexl.

- Sir JOHN THOMPSON.
same section says :

I |

Subsection 2 of the




