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lEst shall Upon a serutiny under either of these Acta be fiiconclnsive ... except ..-. " The exceptionto ore scrutiny as nuelh as the other. Then wliat is the.of the exceptionx under suh-sec. 2, whieh is the one witliwe are immedfiately concerned? It applies to person8 wbseqluently to the list being certified, are flot or have n(resident either within the municipality to whicli the listor withini the electoral district for whicli the electioji iand who, by' reason thereof, are, under the provisionsOntario Election Act, disenltitledi to vote.If this sub-sect ion applies to mnuicipal elections,applies to voting- on by-laws, by the express terins of theing part, which speaka of a scrutiny under the MunicipalSo that, -when conducting a scrutiny unider the MuAct, reforence must be mnade to the provisions of sec. 24Ontario Votera' Lista Act, ini order to ascertain tiie exiwhich the inquiry ean proceed. 1 agree with those wiiuthat a scrutiny under sec. 371 is soniething more compethan a simple recount, and that, when proceediàg iserutiny under that section, the County Court Judge liasity to inquire int> the question whether any persons whcast their ballots corne within the excepted class inentiosub-.sec,. 2 of sec. 24 of thc Ontario Votera' Lista Act.1 arn aise of opinion that it is cempetent for the iCourt Jndge Wo deelare void the vote of a person who haeballot, wlien it appears that, altliough lis name wascertified list, he was not, when it was plaed thereon, rand lias not since become reaident within the niunieipuwhieli tiie list relates. -Within the very ternis of the sub4as it appears te me, lie is not and lias not been reaidnthe mnuuicipaiity subsequently to, the lit being eertifiedunable Wo sec why any distinction should bc drawn etcase and that of a persen who was resident within thepality viien the Eist was certified, but ceased te, b. eadsequently te the list being certified.
The one remaining vote liald void by the CutJudge waa admittedly within the exception of sub-aep,result should, ini my opinion, bc tliat the CountyCorruling was correct, and that bis certificate ahould sad
'The remaining question deait with by th ivi ois, whether, if tiie County Court Judge, upon a cuiducted by him, linds that a person whose naine was ulist, but who had ne right Wo vote, did vote, siuch proeompelled te disclose before the, Countv Cani-i4 ITA
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