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-+ Mr. Warsu. But if he is qualified to vote that takes care of ‘that.

Mr. Wires. Where is that language in the bill?
© Mr. Wacsga. If: you are w01k1ng ‘on the mimeographed sheeb———

Mr. Wiuis. Noj; I have never read that.

Mr. Wars. In the McCulloch bill, it is right at the middle of the

age 2.
P Mr. Wirizs. What line?

Mr. Warsa. Line 9.

‘Mr, Wices. - All right. Suppose he shows that he is quahﬁed to
vote, or he so re resents.

Mr. Warsm. He has'to prove that before the referee.

Mr, Wirris. Well, he has to prove that. What about the reglstmr
of voters? He is not entitled to be heard ? '

Mr. Warsn. Yes, sir; and before this court.

Mr. WirLLis. Well the bill does not say that. It says, “it shall be
ex parte.”

Mr. Warsu. No, that is the underlying insert I suggested for con-
sideration. But the underlying insert also provides that before the
report of the referee and his %ndlngs become final, they be served
upon every party to the original action. The State reglstrar or who-
ever the State officer was in that original action will be served with
these findings. So he not only will know the contention; he will
know the finding of the referee in that regard.

Mr., Wizrs. Will he have the right of appearance before the ref-
eree?

Mr. Warssa. Not before the referee. Before the court.

Mr. WirLis. Well, the referee is the one who i is going to make the
ﬁndmg, and then his findings are conclusive “unless clearly er-
roneous.’

Mr. VVALSH If you don’t like that “clearly erroneous,” some other
standing can be included: . -

Mr. Wirtis. My dear friend; I am just trying to understand the
bill. There are a lot of things T do not like about this, which you will
soon see.

Mr. Warsm. All right; the referee’s findings are not conclusive.
They are tentative, and they are extended to the State registrar, or
whoever the defendant was in the original proceeding, and he has
10 days or whatever the judge wants to g give him, to come in and take
exceptions to those findings.

Mr. Wirpts. That is, as to those parties to the original proceedings.

‘Mr. Warsm. Oh, no. That would be as to this new applicant.

Mr. Wirtris. Where is that in this McCulloch bill ?

Mr. Warsu. This would all be part of tlie judge’s order.

M;' Wirris. Well, does it say that? Does the McCulloch bill say
that?

Mr. Warsa. No. The McCulloch bill does not specify this at all.

Mr. Wrrnis. That is the only one I read.

Mr. Warsa. All the McCulloch bill does is authorize these special
powers to the referee. The control of the referee is left in the dis-
trict court’s hands, the same as it always was, and he has to comply
with standards of due process, whether you put it in the statute or
whether you don’t.



