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themselves, so that the House may judge whether the objec- whether he is one or the other, and will reject the state-
tions were quibbles or not. The first case I meet is rejected ment that he is a British subjeet by either the one or the
as being illegible. The revising officer endorses these other.
words: "Many of the words are to me perfectly illegible."
I submitted the application to several gentlemen, who had An hon. MEMBER. He is a painstakæg oficer.
never seen the applicant's handwriting before, and they ail Mr. CASEY. Yes; ho bas taken all pains to find excuses
declared that every word of the application was logible; to reject theso declarations. Another application states:
while, on the other hand, some of us had considerable diffi- "I derive an income from my trade of not less than $300 annually,
culty in making ont the endorsation of the officer. I and have so dxived such income and been such resident for a number
submitted the application to the editor of a newspaper, of years, and now reside at the village of Morpeth."
a gentleman who understands manuscript pretty well, and The intoigent officer says ho "muet have been in receipt of
he said it was good copy, such as compositors would suob income far twelve înonthq next before the firet day of
declare excellent. If applications are to be rejected on the January, 18M." Hoenanot understand that, having been
ground of their being illegible to the revising officer, there for a nurber of yoars, ho muet have been thore for
though perfectly legible to other people, we can only twelve nonths.
come to the conclusion that the officer is not fit for the
place. On another application the officer endorsed that he
is the judge of the facts and that no conclusion should be Mr. CASEY. Uis names le Hughes. Here is another
stated in the declaration. Then we have another one re-oerejectod. The applicant states that his name is John
jected on the ground that "the declaration muet show that Praschau; that, by a mistako on the voters' list, bis namo
the applicant is a tenant on lease." The applicant simply and thutof his fathor lad beon exchangod; that ho bas been
states the nature of the property on which he claims to be put down as the faner and bie father as tho farner's son,
qualified, ard that ho holds it as tenant aid has held it and that le desire to ho put down as the son of the mar
as such for the required period, but he omits to say "under who owns the north haîf of lot 3, in the llth concession of
lease." I think there is a fair presumption when a tenant Aldborough. This is rofu@ed on the ground that liemuet
has held property for some time, he is holding it under state the value of tho roaI estato. Lt happons that both the
ease. IfI am not wrongly advised by legal gentlemen,a lease, faner and the son are on Ibo voters' list which the judgo
under the wording of the law, need not necessarily be a is te take as the primd Jade ovidonce, and yot ho rejects this
written document, a verbal agreement being sufficient. application and throwe then both off This man's father
Another application in which the applicant states : 'I am is shewn by the doclaration te own 100 acres in a lrosper-
a wage earner of at least three hundred annually, and have eus part ef"the country, which ie judgo muet have known
derived such wages and have been such resident for one 10 b;3 worth mnch more than $300, and if thnt le not prind
year before the first of January, 1886," is objected to becauso Jade evidonce I do net knuw whaL is. liore is another case
the word " dollars "is omitted, as if the applicant could have in which the judge objocte te a man ststing ho is a British
meant cents; and again on the ground that "wage-earner " subjet by birth or naturalisation, and ho goos further. The
is not sufficient, that the applicant "muet derive an income man States
from his earnings." I take that to be a technical quibble. Iar the son of Donald Campbell, of the Township of Howard in
We know that a wage earner means a laborer in Sore the County of Kent, who is the occupant and owner of the south bah',
calling, and not a salaried official, or he would call himself
so. 1 do net think it je the officer'e butiness whàt the The judge endorees this:
man'e calling je, se long as ho jesiown te derive an inceo, Il su he a British eubject by birth or by naturalisation? Whih l ait?
wage or ealary, of $300 from whatever lie dees. Hie legalIn what nunicipaliy i8 the land situated?
description is net entered on the voterh' lisi; ho ie mcroiy The man swears he is fthe son of Donald Ca~mpbell eft HUb 1a
put down as an incemo voter, and it does not malterlnthe lotiluerufo a twnsi , and as been a roiie t thereon
Iast freni what source ho derivod an income, so long with h e father for eue yer bofore the let January,

as it ie net from an inveelment eut of Canada. flore e a and this intelligent officiai wnts te kna w tm? munici.
vcry remarkablo case : A man applies to bo rogistered, pality in whic i T is situatod after boing told the lot, tho

'ing ho ie owner of a lot on sucli a concession ini sucl townshipa snd the county, and that te man lias roeided
a township, and is assossed on the same for the eum of $150.upon it continuoly f r a certain t hre. The appli-
The officor endorses: "l if it je net tee late and hisnane cant in this case is net a Conservative. onre are severa
appoars on the asseommentroll at a valuation of $150, it xsy thers endorsed "ote hlatfo, liot printed." This recl s the
bo ontere d; torwiee net." Hoe objecte to a refereucote remark I uade befoi e that notice shoud have hn given of
tho new assosmment roll as a proof of value, bst if the narne the time when the liet would e printed se that applications
is on the old assoasmont roll ho je willing te keep it. What mighl ho put in beforo that date,.flore is one who
right lias lie te objeet te the new rolHo is obliged by swearse an the son of Donald Shaw, who own certain
section 16 te take the assessmentroll as prima' facie evidenc land whieh s worth $6,00v, and that lie las been a reidont
of the value. It will be rather startiing te hon, gentlemen on th said and at leiston e year prier te lin Janary,
cucerned in the paesing of the Act asat Session to ho told 1886. Tho tudgesys ho must have bo n a residont kcon-
that wagee earned wi Il net qualify. "l t e not sufficient t tinuously" on thcfahm. Wel, if ho were dating with a
earn wagoe," ys thierevising efficer-you mut"Il deriv f an p!eading in court upon whichs. large sura of mney
income." But how caui a marioarn wage sud still hoasid depeded, peroapcstu quibbling might o defnded,
net te derive an income from hie work in moey or money's but te require fren a t armer,s son who fille up hie
worth. Tl ije a peculiar state of thinge that ne eue can own declaration su an amount of legs1acumen
und erstand. I think it ienly the m"d of a reviIing as te insert ovory particular word would b t
officor that couid concoive such a state of thinge. flore ie requiro impessibilitios, and teo make it impossible for theso
anoher one rejected betaush the legal description et the eruns te ho rogieterod. Another prson swars ho as
applicantgje net inserted. argued before, that there is no been occupant of a lot for a certain tim, doscribing it
nodessity to inoert the lega description. It e snobedy's definitely, and thorovising offlecr canet make eut in what
business what the mao ver sen ig ds hoas the required municipality that je situated. ihie again is the type of a
incere. Again, another point s made that the dciaration cosiderablo rumber on which I ask the judigmont of the
ays:wIham anBitish subjet by birth or naturalisation"10. ouse and of tle iawyere in tle fouse. Tho applicant
ad our inteigont reviseing o jcercays ho muet stato doolareî that ho dorivosI"an inoomo a a railway ou-


