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and the saine was duly certified to by the Judge on the 6th Now'-
ember, 1909.

On these facts the applicant contends that, inasmuch as the
Court of Revision had no legal right to sit on the l8th M ay and
adjudicate in respect of the appeals from the assessmnent roll, it
was not competent to the Judge to revîse and to certify to the
voters' Eist.

It was the duty of the Court of Ilevision to try each of the
appeals in question (sec. 62 of thle Assessinent Acf), and that
before the lst July, 1909 (sgub--sec. 20 of sec. 65 of the Assessxnent
Act.) I3y sub-sec. 1, of sec. 68, an appeal to the Cduntv' Court
Judge shall be at the instance of the municipal corporation, or
at the insQtance of the asýessor or assessînent coluinissioner, or at
the instance of any ratepayer of the munie ipality, not o-nly- against
a decision of the Court of iRevision on an appeal to the saidi Court,
but also against omission, negleet, or refusal of the said, Court to
hear or decide an appeal.

The Court not having before thle Tht Jiily tried the appeals,
it was eompetent, ider this section, for ans' ratepayer fo have
appealed te flic Juidge against such omission of duty....

Whether the Court omita to hold a legal meeting, or, holding
a legal meeting, omits fo try ail complaints, as required by sec.
62 of the Assessment Act, in either case an appeal lies to the
Judge; and, if no appeal is taken, sub-sec. 16 of sec. 6 of the
Voters' Lista Act applies.

In this case no appeal having been taken because of the omis-
Mion of thie Court of flevision to ait within the time prescribed by
the Asesment Act to dispose of appeals made to that body, or for
any other reason, the assessmcnt roll in question, beeaure of the
absence of any appeal therefroni, became "deemecl to be finally
revisçed and ,orrected," and constifuted a legal basis for the pre-
paration of the voters' list of 1909, and, on its being certifled to
by the Tudge on the Gth November, 1909, if becaîne the proper
list to) bc u1sd for the purpose of the voting on the by-law.

For thiese reasons4, T amn of opinion that the objection because
of the list of 1909) having been uised, fails.

Ano(tilerl obJePtion is, that "several persons voted upon the
by-law who were not entifled so to vote,"> The personsý in thia
objection refer-red to are those whose naines appear on thie lasf re-
visted sad certified voters' hist, as entitled, fo vote, but whio, the
iipplicnnt oteddid not p)osseaes the qualification entitling themi
to have thepir nainles placýed on thie E.t


