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I think the notice was iiivilid under the Act. I do
not enter into an acadeite iecuiissioni as to whetier it
was null and void. I think all that I tun required t( do
is to letermine wlhetler it was a lvalid or invalid notice.
and I .ay it was inivalid. and imy reason for thus lecidiig
is that. io grouîkds aire stated by. themt why the nm's
namie should be renoved. ansd t lhus it is invalid under the
Act. So fa r am the re:st of the ap 1ipeali p15reseited for ny
consilerationî, I am of opilion that niiler the 33rd section
my power is confiied1 to the action ilf t.e revising oflieer
itvth the Iiet.that is t say, aisl to the proper adnissioi of

namnes or exchîitsio ot tien, being as to sonethimg whiicl
is or should he iii th list or whicl oughtli not. t ube init.
It is no. said tuit t here is an appeal to lie coutiy iudge
as to the pIrobcee(liigs oftlhe revisi.igoilicerwhicl would be
a coniprehensive tern sucli asI is used ii section :M. I
consider tait I have nio authority to interfere with the
action of the revising officer iii amîending or auljourning
the court to a future tine. Whatever înay be the imn-
portuinee of ny ruliing ais to the question wlcther the no-
tie ii question is îmisufficieit or invalid and nuitll an
void, as i am pressed to decidejI do so, and rule as I have
said,that it. is invalid under the Act.ani so far the appeal
is sustaineid..but in resp'ect to ny aiutlority to iinterfere
with the revising oticer's power to order amendmienidwt "r
to ad.ouri the court l do not entertain the appena.

N \w. Alr. Speaker. the revisintg otlicer. upiio ithat
ru1lini of the county juge'. refusdcl to proceedI.
1He liadt adjourned Ilis court te) a future day anal
lit lial given thle iparties.' leave. te) amtid their
not ie, but after this decisinî lh refusel to lr-
Cucul. lie t.ounuty (olilt. Iîî.1ge liiilf ailltitits
thlat ie liaitl nt te power to uleal witi this <jies-
tibnl ofr c t hiii i lul n athority iller
the Avt to express ant opiitinininthe subje te't
adjudiette on it. and the subject was taken before
tle Court of Queen's liene. An application was
there lnle for. a writ of uanunus to., compel the
revisinig ticer t proceedie anl t discharge his

<ty, whichi writ was gnul«titedl.'Thle decisionl of
the whole court was titis :tiat the notice was
sufticient : theyt lisseitel from the view taken by
the .-onty juitge : they beh l -' n-ot tiiitied-was
a sificient liotice. :very ne of these persons
wvre <n te lv rs' lists foi soile qualificatiii o.
'thler and ertainly " lait <jnalified -"meain t not

<iuLitiel ii the ebaranter in whicli they were entered
oni the list.. 'hie Court of Queen's Iench therefore
lield in the irst place tiat the hnotice was suttiiient,
aidl in the second place thit 110 appeal is givei lby
lte Act tteonyjdermteeiigolcrs

decisii. Therefore. that the proceedinigs ibefore
the Counlty Ci'rt judglte were cor1 n ou di-,and
st.o tliese pirceedings beinug nuuugatoriy were set aside.
The revisimg oîthc' ;tet.iig uipol the decisioi of the

Court of Qu Be's lie, proceeded to adjulicate
u.ion tiiese namiies, amd 2.)8 of tliem, all the iauies
tlat are ii contrvey, were st-uck off the voters'
lists. 'iait wasthie decisioinu, althouglh tlhey aresib-

s ieqetly priited an the iist. Therie ati be no dlis.-
ute wiat.ver that the lecisiuîuonwas tlha.t they sloul.

be strNuck l . Now. there it.swas an appeal fromu that.
decision of the Court.of Quee's ic to the Court
Of Appeals, aldi the Court of Appeals lhelbl that, as
the revisinig ofticer lhad acted upou the writ aud

beyed the cooad of thie Court, tlat there vas
niotling before te court. tto decide, and thiat, they
were not called uponî t sitay wlether tie Court of
Queen's lBeni lihad the power to order the revising
officer to proceed or not. Hie hal acted ;he
couli iot recall wiat lie hald done, lie could not
umd. whiat lhe had done, and the validity of his
act would nit at all be aticed b the question
whether the Court of Queen's Bench possessed
this power, or whether it did not. But the Court of
Appeals lield the notice waîs suflicient. And so the
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inaîtter stood. Now, :Sir, ini the tirst place.
wlien the al tîlieintionii wasn lmale tio the Court
Of Queens Hench t and the revisiîg tliier pro-
ce.eeded with the work of rîevisinîg the list, an
appeal wts hl: ait applieation was uuade in the

Sieantime to the county judge t. consider by way
of appeal the decision of the revising utiicer in
refereiice to tiese naines. The county judge said
1 wi li ot.- ad-udicatejl it b uon the niittter- at hiresîent, i
willI postlaie thie consideration of the zsubject tunîtil
there is a lecisi biyIv the Court of Appeals. There

: was a Iideuisiîi l t he ( 'ourt of A peals, a di then
ain appeal was lid frin the decisioniC tf the Court
4if Appeals toî the Suprvme Court of Canai. andu'l
when the seonld aplintion was inade the Ciuity
(<ourt sanid I will n.o julicate until thlere is a
decisiolb:theSupreine Co.urt.ail sothere has
beennil()ti'ne anld nIlac ixed to tihis day for-
the coisideratioi (f t bIe.se appeals. I wish to Calil
the attenit.iin te Houl-se. in te firist place, to>
tlis imîatter. [t seellis ti ie ftrom nt lookiir at tle
prvisiis of thlle Actt.i tat it is only when a quuestion
of tulerit. is iivolvel. a question ft i te righit oif the
party as a ttel l b oI thie vterslists. tliat t here
is ai appeai fru 'in the dIccisin of t hl e evn
t. the ('oinity ('ur-t judge. Oi a inere inatter of

priedul re-- *- sil-the revisilig a aolicer i-s ilot lioiull
tg) cortforiî to thie <i sivary ries of a eiu-t of
justice, but is givei a greater latit ud t enable
¡iiiii to lake lis p ceigs effective. in Ivi' <f
the aib.sence oaf kniow-ledge af' thîe law yl the voters5
-that in that iater he is acti i aort

withi huis discretion. aul anda inutter f discretion etaun-
not lbe a matter of appeal. It is ut prete:ided-
or at all events it lias not bee lipreteilded -- that
tliese persons liad nyight to le on the list. or
tiat tlheywere in any sena<iified by law- tai vote.
That was lot the coiteintitonî : the cottention vas

tiat the notice to st rike offlluail nat been sufficiently
definite, aindi tiat contention the Ciurt uf Appeals

a t lie Court. of Quueîe's leeiivienchibothhlde wais ui
t 11,àerrnius view. 'lie revisingî., tticer iproceeded
lie iheard ithe vidce s fatr as tlere wats evidenîce
to sumiit, al the imies uof these persns were
stiuck off the roll. Now. if we lbook at sction 64
which pides fi a recount uider Certain ciru-tim-
stances, amnng other things whici are i di<ledt for
is tIhis:

That aîny person voting at sueli clection, whose
nane was ineluded on any list of voters îused at suceliec-
tion, or whôse namue wais exciuded froum ay such list, and
whuose riglit. ho liave-iis namne so included on the said list,
or the exclusion of whose name fron suclu tist, as the case
nay be, appeared by such list to be the sibject of an
ailpeail pendung and undecided îunderthe provisions of the
Electoral Franchise Act, and that. judgiment lias beei
rendered on such appeal deciding that such person was
not ei;titled to have his name so registered upon said
list. or thit the iai-me of such person was properly ex-
eluded therefrom, as the case iay be"
Now, tiat is mne class of persons, tliat is onte g-roundl
uponl wlicl a reciuit by thlue (County Court
jutge may e souglt, bîut, I ask the attention of
the House to sublsection 2 of this section. which
reLads as~ foilows:-

If aîny sucli appeal in respect of any person whose
i name is entered on the poll book as havinig voted at such
i election is not decided before the expiration of the said
|four days allowed for the making of an application for a.
recount,the time for the making ofsuch application for a.
recount on the ground of the result of the decision of any

I such appeal shall be extended for aind until the expira-
tion of six days after the decision of any suchi appeal."
It is tot stated that the recount siall he postiponed ;
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