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do anything else they think proper to-
carry on their work.
Section 42 contains this also:

In case, by reason of interruptions or other
emergency a sitting of the registration clerk is
not commenced on the proper day, or is inter-
rupted after being commenced and before the
closing thereof, the registration clerk shall
resume the registration on the following day
and so on from day to day within the hours
hereinbefore limited, until the registration
sittings have been opened and kept open with-
out interruption, and with free access to per-
sons desiring to be registered, for the full
number of days provided in the proclamation
to bo issued under the provisions of this Act.
The times limited for the registration of elec-
tors shall be directory only, and any mistake
or miscarriage in respect thereto shall not in
validate the list of electors of any electoral
division.

This seems to be perfectly fair. I have
nothing to say against it. On the contrary
I would altogether commend it. It pro-
vides that if the registration clerk, within
the time allotted to him by the proclama-
tion of the Lieutenant Governor, has not
sufficient time to hear all the applications
or to erase names or to do all the work
he is commanded to do, he can extend the
time.

I would call the attention of my hon.
friend who has interrupted me to section
65, subsection 11 :

The revising officer shall also receive and
deal with the applications of all persons to
be registered as electors who shall bs present
al the time fixed for the closing of the court
of revision, notwithstanding that the time so
fixed shall have elapsed.

Section 42 relates to the duties of the
registration clerks ; section 65 relates to
the duties of the revising officer. There is
a marked difference between the two. I
do not know whether it is intentiona]l or
accidental, I suppose perhaps it is only
accidental, but if it is accidental it has
worked serious mischief to some people.
Whereas the registration clerk can accord-
ing to section 42 extend the time not only
to receive applications, but to erase names
and correct the list in every particular, sec-
tion 65, subsection 11, gives power to the
revising officer to extend the time for receiv-
ing applications, but not for the erasing of
names. I do not say that this is not ac-
cidental, but at all events I understand
that whereas the registration clerk could
and did on more than one occasion extend
the time to receive applications and to erase
natmes, the revising officer would, under
certain circumstances on certain occasions,
extend the time to receive names, but re-
fused to extend the time for erasing
names. Upon this we have the testi-
mony of the hon. member for Portage
la Prairie (Mr. Crawford) ‘who stated
that to his knowledge, in his personal
case, in order to have certain names

erased which he could not get erased be-
cause the time had expired, he had to bar-
gain with his opponents in order to get a
certain number, although he could have
doubled the nutnber if the time had been
given. But be this as it may, I point out
to the hon. member for Souris (Mr. Schaff-
ner) and the hon. member for Marquette
(Mr. W. J. Roche), who are both conversant
with this Aect, that though I find in this Act
power given to the revising officer, though
I find power given to the registration clerk
to extend the time, I see no power given
in this Act to extend or change the locality
where the registration is to take place. The
Act, section 22, says distinctly, that :

The Governor in Council shall fix the date
or dates on, the place or places at, and the
hours between which, applications for regis-
tration and the correction and striking off
names of electors will be received and shall
be concluded in each electoral division.

1 speak subject to correction, as I have
not given to the study of this"Act all the
time I would wish, but in my hasty perusal
of it I did not find anywhere that the reg+
istration clerk or the revising officers have
the power to extend the locality in which
the registration is to take place. The order
in council says that the registration shall
take place at this locality, it shall take
place at Beausejour, but you cannot extend
it to Lac du Bonnet. It must take place
there, and there alone. Is that fair, is
that right, is that according to justice?
The hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. Green-
way) the other day gave an example of its
unfairness. He stated to the House that
in a certain place, which turned out to be
Beausejour, the revising officer, finding that
a certain number of men in another settle-
ment in the same registration district, called
Lac du Bonnet, could not come to register
their names, took upon- himself to go to Lac
du Bonnet, to extend the place and there he
registered the names of thirty qualified elec-
tors ; and he stated further that when this
registration list was brought to the At-
torney General’s office the names were sim-
ply contemptuously torn from the list and
these men were disfranchised. When the
hon. member for Lisgar made that speech
the other day the hon. member for Mar-
quette (Mr. W. J. Roche) hastily rose to
his feet with this interruption :

Would the hon. member for Lisgar be fair
enough to state that Judge Walker, the chair-
man of the registration board; reported to the
government that this officer had held a court
of revision illegally, after his certificate had
expirad.

Yes, Judge Walker actually said that
officer was acting illegally. It was contrary
to the law of Manitoba—but it was in ac-
cordance with natural justice. It is un-
fortunate that the law of Manitoba and
the law of natural justice are not on a
par. It was against the law of Manitoba,



