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Elec. Case.] MUtIKOKA ELECT

the source 9f the greatest anxietv to me
what to do for the best, particulariy when
the debtor had two or more judgments
against hjun, as ie frequently the case.
And I believe few have exercised a greater
amount of self-deniai t;han the j udges of
county courts in uphoiding this painful
jurisdiction." His Honour expresses the
opinion that several coînmittaie shouid be
allowed in respect of on1e debt, uustil the
whole six weeks are exhaqisted. Another
practical suggestion which lie makes je,
that notice shuuld be given to alu)sent
-debtors of the order of commjtrnent mnade
.agoainst thein, and that it would be en-
forced uiiless the ntonthly instaiments
.are regularly paid.

An indictînetît charging that the de-
fendant jurgeîl a certain writiîîg obliga-
tory, by which A. is lîoiiid, is void for
its mnanifu'st inconsisteîîcy and repugnanev.
The Court :-' Thiat is a wheei in 'a
wheel, and caun iever be miade igood."
The King v. ýVeec, 2 Show., 472, 3rîi edt.
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Alîtteai frrnm a deviion of NMr. Justice Wjlsot, xodn
ite election and diMja'1 iiyiîtg the respondenit.

Bahthe respantiett and hi,. opponent claimed to lS
supporters. of the Minisîtr ' of the day; but the
restoideijt wi, the rect-gttsed mini8tetial candi-
date. U.nd claimed that bis, opponetit, hat intt origiir
alty pledged iitelf ta suopport hila, and then corne
out in opposition, cenld not expect tq retain the
con)ifiden(ce of the G;oxeriument, ail that, as the inili-
itterial catididîte, whether eleeted or tet, according
te, là. idea, of cotittitutiottai practice, the patronage
in the constituency wouid lie ii lits band. There wat'
a grieantie in the Riding that stratgers were sent
up ta superintend the wark, on the ral'. artd tite
reijiandet '.a'. repgrted to have stated at a public
.ieeting tbat lie would endeuvour ta gel the exil re-
.snedied, and thet «"be would Lave the patronage, as

.July, 1876.1

ION PETITION. [Outario.

he waR the choice of the (ioveriaent -ie wouid have
it whetber elected or flot eleeýted;" adding by way of
explanation, «'I was the laying out of tnouey on the
roads and appointinent of overseerg."

The Judge whe tried the case held (1) that sncb language
did not amaount to an offer or promise of any place
or entloyînent, or a proinise ta procure, or ta en-
deavtînir tu procu~re any place or enîployrnent to or
for anty voter or other jierion, within the lxi sec. 0f
M!'tiet., cap. 2; but he held (2) that it aittonted ta
undue influence ,xithin the 72îid sec. oif 32 Viet., ceai.
21, or according ta the eonon law.

lit, that the fir4t finding of the leartied Judge was cor-
rect, but that the second was incorrect.

The resiondent at cbarged witt severd acts of corrupt
traçtice. As tt. four of tltern lie ttook tinte taconeider,

andî subsequently founid three î,ruved. Eseli sepe..
rate charge wtt. îupported.1- yt nt otte wltnesil, and
e.ach wtt ieparateiydetitd or explained away b' ithe
re.îandent. There was, n corruborative tostitnony
tnl eititer sitis. The .ltdge helow thnught that if
eael, cse '.t,,il in it,.eif, catît againti oath, each

peso eqal credible, there bein-, no collateral or
aeeantpattyitg t'ircttntctanee itîter way, lie Fhould
hld the charg- flot to be proved; but as. the charges
were 'everai> swartt ta. by a eredihie witness, the
ttttited weigltt ai tîteir testinouy oxercante the effeet
tf the respjoî,dct' o atît; and he felt conapelled
ta attaci etit a degree of itmportance Wa the com-
iited testiatsîîy of these witttesse, ats ta hal that the
ibharge, ta wiiel they severaliy spke were suli-
eieitis pr, vedi n laws a- agraittt the opposinir testi-
tta.<è tif tlie reslîîsndeiît. lie id that titis view couid
tot l'e sn-taitîed' atîd the af)lteal was allowed.

(Jarnuary 2?, IS76.)

Appeal fraîti the judiniexit of Mr. Jiistice
WVilsotî, hefor,' %vlioiii the case xvas lîcard on
2Ctlî to 23rd July, 1875 ; ai wiio fouuîl the
resp uient guiltr of eorrupt prai-tioes.

At the clo;se of the evidence, the petitioners
einfinied thenîiselves ta fifteen eases, ail of wvhich,
with the exception aif foi, the learuîed Judge
thieit disposeti of. ()f ttese lie subseiqîîetîtly
held on.' lti1 ttoved tuti alutougl i l two of
the athr citargi'. (wiilt îîaîy la' de.sigtîated as
the Hill aîtd Suflerîn casu.si lipe wotnld hiave been
itîcliniet ta flid il, f.tvouî oftlIe respoildent upoît
the eviýIluCe afi;'-tiîtg lwse twa cases alone,
li-, iltittatt'h' ''iline t0 a totîlusion adverse t '
therîespowîteîlt tcn.iîîltia'uh fetuo
biis liuiid, atnd tIi view wîîilt ilie toakof the
rentif ti ltg liai ge, viil a speet1it tîade by the
respotîetît iti tIti' (anseori's caiîvass at the
Matthi.tî Hall, aitl wltitt the lt'arned Jindge
li'ld ta b' a violation of the j 2nd sec. of' 32
Vict.. (!,p. 1; or if not within, tîtat 5ection, ta
lieluîiittie iuî finette tîîtdeî the coaltouit lawofi
l'arliainieît. Tîte learneti Juilgecatit.' to this
detisioit, a, lie stateil iii Ilic iîîiigîtlelt, with
intîicli dolibt aîîd liesititioit, andi adveicely to
tltc opinions ai son)(. ai' Iis l)iotlter .indges with
whlîn le lad cola,,nlted, andi expressed t boîte
tîtat tii. case w(Ilnld lie tai-'lt appeal.


