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wiatever tas (oie. wlietlher by mîîistake or other-
wise, was lone with perfect goo.d faith iaid withl a
desire snply to carry out the liw. Now-, the
facts are th.ese: ihat lwen the :evising oticer
sent his lists to the Clerk of tlheCrow i lChaucerv
those lists containel il inuimiber of naines whiclh the
revisig otier h tl adjulicateel upon, wh1cli lie lail
decided shîouîld lie struck off the list, and in rela-
tion to which thiere was né> aippeal. These ere
ail erased in lack ink :ail Io comment whatever
was iîade. 'l'he votes about whicli there m as an
appel aiwîl iii relation to whichi thei appeal was
penling and t untdeteriîiel, lie drewi a line trli(oughl
witl red ink. and muarked opposite ti naie
6"b ppeal pending," or socething of tht kind.
No, hat follow with regard to the printiig of
'the lists is this : The Clerk of the (rownI seils the
list to the Queen's Printer to Ie priited in the
public priitinîî esta.blishiîtenlt. Wlien the lists
aire so -4bprinltet lfrom the original lists mIlicli lie
sendis in, the proof shecets are sent to te revisUiîî
otiecr for correction. aid eoing back correcteet
b>y him. the lists are tinally struck off acconling to
iay corrections lie iayl hailinvein mlei upio the pirof.s.
Tie repr inits are then senit teb him,î. copies are givenl
t> the Clerk of the Crown. anid to anybody clse who
r1qucires themi iaind thes;e lists, as so finally conli-
jpleted and printed. are fturnishedI hliv e i evisintC
otiicer teo the rteturiinge (iticer wle'n the e lection
Comlle.hs oun. Now vas I said whei divertel tol state
wlit te ipractice Wias sil regaLrls the prinîtinîg of
the lists., the revising oticer sent the ('lerk of the
('rown in Chiiliancerv the lists with the niamile ulhlpin
whicli lie l-l adjulicaIte iiiall. strick oif in blitek
ink. the others which were the subject of; an
appeai. lie drew L peu throuîîgh witli red ink,
aui<l iîîarked them1 '" subject tio i pîelding
aLppelil eî ors<ilitethinii t o t linit e!leet. TIlîe
('i-ki f the ('rowinreceived those lists in
that way awitl sent mtheui tg)the P>rintî.iiig Bureau for
pîriniting: but the printers oiîttcd teveryi niime,
whethrerased iii black ink or marked throighi with
red ink, as being subect to iLpel. ail tlie preeof
wvias sent to the revisi ofiicer witI alil tiese

nmesr oeitted. Te revisinhg officer w vrote to thei
Queen's Printer. calling attention to the ftuat that
the (ilissioi of ti lames subject to> pendiig aippeal
was îot ini acecordlanuie with the l·'rnîchise Act. fHis
view of sevtioi 30 wias that these votes, subject to
penling appea, should appeiar i these lists. foir
the iasoin, ii lis . ejudgimieiît. andli certainily in mille,
tiit. they vere enititlel to aLppeir ounite electioni
list.s unîîtil the a;ppeI hdiielcoie ii aniid a lecisienî
«iven ly the couity judlge lisallowinîg the riglit of
the parties to vote. Umîler tliese circliustances he
Conusidered thiat the list wias not correctly prinited,
anid ie desirl tuait t Qeen's Printer slhoull ob.
tili ani opinion hfromll my depaitiient. upoi the
qjuestiol whctlier the lists hil beei properly prin ted
or liot. He cilleil attention to section .') of the

Franchiet, andsad:

" If these cnses of indecided appeals should not appear
in] some waly on the face of the list of voters, the oily way
the returninig officer could have knowledge of thei would
be by certifyingin each pollling division1 a list of the unde-i
cided appeais for that division. Do the Fraînclise and
the Election Acts endorse these modes of procedure? I
call your attention to these matters so that no responsi-
bility may rebt with me in case of a mistake. As there
are 2 îmes appeailed, it would be a very serious matter
if any mistake should arise. and I would like very muchi
if it were submitted to the Minister of Justice before you
proceed to the printing of the lists."

Mr. AIULOCK. Wliat is the dateof the letter?

Sir .JOHN THOMSON. Ist Felbruary is the
<ate mn whicli h ireturiiei the proof.

.r. NIULOCK. Is that the date of the letter?

Sir JOHN 'HOMPSON. 'hat is the date of
the letter from the revising otlicer to the Queen s
* rinter. Ihe Queci is Priniter w%-rote a letter to the
Premier, enclosinig tiat of the revising ofticer, and
requestinlg the opimionî of the First Mnlister, who
was thenî Act.ing Secretary of State. ''ihe Premier
traisferred the comnmmention to my department ;
and my deputy gave the Queen 's Printer an opinion,
tliattec s theFa ie Act awil the Elee-
tioiî Act eiititled these parties to vote, tliey should
I.tppear uponî the list uintil a decisioni of the county
juidgLe as to thieir right to> v(ote.? wa.Ls rnLitdidered, but
they shoull be inarked anld designîated in soile way
toiî ijieate that they are inot ordmîîary voters but
simIIply persos who relain on the list, sulject to
ail unleeided appeal as to their right. to vote.
Uiwler these cirumstanes, and witlout any super-
V i on the part of mlly departmîîenlt. or anîv other,
these nes, whichhliad bee nmarked by the revising
f'.>icer als suject to peiing appeals, were inserted
in the electoral list marked " A, diaiil afoot nlote
ga;vLetle explinatioi tiit all voterse simirked ' A
wvere subject toeilngapel'hat list so printedl

. wvas seit to tht revisig oltheer. who of cursehad to
lecide whethîer it was in aceordlanee with what lie
deeieil to be a correctly priited list. 'Ilhe rvvising
otieer certified that t. lbe a correct list. andl ianded
it to the retuîrinîg oflice:r wlein the polliig caille
"on. I regret that wheu the hii. meiber (MIr.
Nills) raiseil tlie qtiestiin the ilther daiy, I hadi o
idea lie souîght tol raise a <liscissioin ou tiese
. ILppe.ile<d votes. I saii the lioli. geiit lelliiii s reintarks
took Il by surrise, anil I hail Ilever beani of the
iatter before. i woull, hower r. have probalîy

- made the saie str.teienut evei if i1liait knlownl
what. lie referred ta. because I did nobt remeiber,
if ii"leed I was ever aware of the fact, that an
opinion lhad beu asked fromii my departmtîent, i
dfo inot isowni lly re)sponisilbility for jt --but this
circumiîstaice exphtins what. I taîtcel the other
day in respect to haviing beeii takeni b1y surprise.
I shold like to cali the atteitioi of the House
for a mîoment to the sections of the Act hearinîg
on the qiuestioi. hecaise imy opinion is quite at
variance with the lhoi. geitleiiaits view of tlte
reqI1 remîenits of the law on that sulbject. 'lbe
tirst sectionu of thel Act hearinîg on-i it is No. 21.
It provides tlat iii the evenît of anly appeal-tlat
is, ait appeal as to the riglit to vote-

SuIh list, after the publication of the last. mîentioned
notiecin the C(anda Gzett,:,shalapply toeveryelection,
for suiel clectoral district or portion of electoraLl district,
taking place before sucli appeal hans been disposed of and,
the resuilt thereof commumiented to the revising officer,

subject to the provisions of the Dominion Elections Act
witht respect to the counting of the ballot of anly voter
whose riglht to have his naine registered as a voter uîpon
any such list and to vote, or the exclusion of whose nane
tron any sueh liist as a voter is the subject of an undecided
appeal."

I take it that tiis provision merely coutemplates
that wheni there is an appeal pending as to one's
rit htto vote, lie lias the rilit until that a ealis
-leteriiiied, to have his ame appear on the list,
because both this Act and the Elections Act clearly
establish that he lias the right to vote while the

j appeal is penîding.
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