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called attention to the fact that we had not treated
his list as he evidently intended it to be treated,
and as he thought the Franchise Act requires, and
his opinion was further shown when he certitied
the list as printed in accordance with his remon-
strance, and sent it to the returning officer and
the deputy returning ofticers for the polling.

Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).
motien, Mr. Speaker, T wish to say a word or two

in reference to the argument of the hon. Minister |

of Justice that these names would not be on the
list at all ax required by the election law unless
they were on the list as priuted for the Clerk of
the Crown in Chancery.
that the one class at all eveuts would not be there,

the class whom the revising officer vefused to put!
there, he gives up all the force of that argument. :

No that the question simply comes to this, in what
wiy are these names to be put on the list, and at
what time ? Now, as I understand the provision of
section 30, it it pretty clear that they are to be put
on at the time when the election is heing held :

* If, at any time, when the revising officer is required
to furnish or certify any list of voters- to any officer or
person. there is, with respeet to such list, any appeal
pending and undecided.

It is only at that time that he is required to furnish
the list, amd it is at that time that he is to noteon

that list the latter two of the three classes of per-:

sons here spoken of.  One class he has refused to
strike off': they are there and designated. There
are two classes not there. By section 35 it is pro-

videdthat the county juidge is toput on those names |
which he thinks should be put on, of the classes
struck off—-not that he is to strike oft some names
which have already been struck off. If they are not .

struck off the list, how can they be puton? 1 do

not think it is & matter of vital consequence, if the
class is designated to which they belong ; but it is°

of vital consequence that they shall subsequently be

recoguized as a clasg, and that the officer shall con-
form to the provisions of the law applicable to these
parrticular parties. The hon. Minister of Justice has

admitted there is no fourth eluss. His observations
apply to three classes. and so far there is no dispute.

But it does seem to me that when the revising officer !

has decided that certain parties are not qualified,
amd when the law provides that those who are not
qualified shall be struck off the list. they ought not
to be found on the list supplied to the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery, if the law is complied with.
They are oft the list, and remain oft until they are
put on by the superioraunthority of the county court
judge : then. the list is to be corrected accordingly.
Asto the third class, they are off, und yet they are
entitled to vote: they do not stand in a different

position from the other two clusses, and they cannot !
get on the list except by their names being noted |

according to the provisions of section 3i). The
noting of the names of those persons whom the

revising officer has refused to put on the list is not

a different noting from that of the names he has
decided to strike off.  Those whom he has refused
to put upon the list are equally entitled to vote
with those he has struck off.
the hon. Minister cannot argue that they must be
-on the list as printed by the Clerk of the Crown in
Chancery, when he admits that so far as one class
is concerned they are not there at all until they are
put on by the revising officer for the purpose of
the election.
Sir Jou~x THompsox.

Before you put the:

i think when he admits

If that be so, then:

. Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I say that they must
- he there if they are subjects of an undecided appeal.
- If I may be indulged for one moment, 1 should like:
‘to make clear the puint oa which we ditfer. 1
“understand the hon. gentleman to agree that those
. names ought to appear on the list as handed to the
: returning otlicer. :

Mr. MILLN (Bothwell). [ say that section 30
- provides that they should be there.

i NirJOHN THOMPSON.  The hon, gentleman.
does mot dispute the right of the persons so
fappearing on the lists to vote, I understand ¥

L Mr. MILLS (Bothwell).  No. T admit their
‘right to vote in conformity with the law, their
¢ ballots being marked as the law provides.

i Sir JOHN THOMPSON. My object in asking
- this question was to call the attention of the House
“to the fact that there is practically no ditterence
s between us as to the result arrived at.  In the list
fhanded to the returning officer as the list for the
i polls, all these names appeared as the subjects of
can unddecided appeal—not in the same way as
i ordinary voters, but marked in the way I described
to the House.  The hon. gentleman admits that
- those very mames ought to have appeared on that
i list in that way, and he admits the right of those
 persons to have their votes polled.  As 1 under-
stand, their votes were polled, many of them. so
i that as regards the result arrived at they e in
Pexactly the same position as they would Lave
been if the course proposed by the hon ventle-
: man had been pursued. '

Mr. LAURIER. The difference between the
hon. Minister of Justice and my hon. friend is not
very great. It is simply as to how the list is to he
printed-—whether it is to be printed with the
appeided munes or not.  1If there is to be an elec-
tion, the list must be furnished to the returning
totlicer with the appeided wimes.  The difference is
not very great, but it is important to lay down at
once what is the true law in this master.  There is
no donbt that these appealed names had a right to
tvote: that is not disputed : but at the sune time
i there is nodoubt, in my construction of the law,
that the count ought not to take place until the
cappeal is decided. T understand that the return-
cing officer acted differently, and counted those
votes.

Nir JOHN THOMPSON.
the printing of the list.

Mr. LAURIER. Tknow that the diference be-
tween the hon. Minister of Justice and my hon.
friend is not very great ; but it amounts to this :
whether these appealed votes ought to have been
i counted, and in my humble opinion the view taken

That was no result of

: by my hon. friend is the correct one.

Mr. MONCRIEFF, T am very glad to tind,
from the remarks made by the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr. Mills), that no charge of impreper
conduct is made in reganrd to the return of this
list. T thought the other day, when the marter
i was mentioned, that there might be such a charge;
but to-day that seems to be entirely withdrawn,
and the question is simply how the appealed votes
should appear on the voters’ list. That is certainly
very satisfactory ; and the last remark made by
the leader of the Opposition would seem to vive
us to understand that this is a matter of very little
moment.




