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ELEcTION PETITIONS.

e'40iuntéd to ev'idence that thé sitting menîber
%1i his people did request those committees to
bi'ing up voters when they could, and ton-
lequeiutly that thé persons who, joining those
IPoutyteer commiteees, went and fetched voters,
'Vere in one sensé employed by the sitting
'IlénfIber to bring Up voters.

111 this same case, Mr. Justice Blackburn
takes occasion -to say that lie doas flot think the
'ý1iiplé tliat a person employéd to eanvass
1llekes tlie candidate résponsiblé for bis acts,184d down by Mr. Justice Willes in, thé Windsor

eau be acceptéd as a liard and fast rulé.
a général proposition," hée said, "lthat

'*O1iid go agreat way towards aayingvwho is an
e'elbut I don't think wé can take itas an

%b8Olute biard and fast raie, ou which we can
'&Y that wlhrevér a case of corruption has been
Iroight; home to a person wlio was within thé
that't thé seat sliould hé vacated. The éffect oftrtWouid be to say that wheréver there weré
'olnteers wlio weré acting at aill, and whose~'0iitary acting was not; repudiated by thé

C&1ididate or his agents ; wherever, in fact, a
'1e'01camé forward and' said, 'I1 will act for

Yil and éndéavour to assist you,' and the candi.r4t li gn ad,' mvr mc bi~t ahyir;' any corrupt or improper acts doné
3'th voluntéer, aithougli unconnected with
itthé nimbér, would rénder thé élection

At présent," bis Lordship added, I
iiitgo furtlier tkan to say that eacli case

eé considered uponthe whoie facts takén
gether, and it must be dcterm ined in that way*h ethér thé relation between the person guilty

thcorrupt practicé and thé inémber was sucli
. 5 nake thé latter fairiy responsibié for it."

é1 quivalent to saying that no gênerai rulé
belaid down on thé question of atlîority

14Piainbut his Lordship said, inter on,
11t drawing, thé inférence thé reason of thé

e'hich mnakes a canididlate réspon sible for thée
0l .'rsed acts of bis agents sliouid bé borne

11id tseems to hé. agyreed by ail thé
gs :Ihat in considering thé question ofael-the nature of thé. ncts done by thé alleged

are most materiai. In thé Stalcybridge
'liJut,~ from which we have been qtuotlng,
tp 8ieBlackburn said that Il whenever it

> 8that thé things are numerously done, it
go Tvery far to shew that thé agents did

14,11tin that principlé upon whicli thé law
e ,Il 4ed, riz : > that tliéy ivere persons, thé

0fth Woe foui play thé member was to gét,
tit. OCfoi. it would hé righ-t that hée should

his seat in conspquéncé." The sanfie
J udge furthér considered this question

in thé Hasting,9 Petition, 21 L. T. Rep. N. S.
234. His Lordship there says: I have fré-
quently had it in lny mimd that there is great
difficulty, in strict logic, in rnakingy the agéncy
of a person dépendent upon the extent of the
corrupt practices conmnitted by hirn. It does
séem that in strict logic, if a nian jvould be an
agent if hie was shown to have corrupted one
iîundred people by paying them £5 a-piece,
then if hie corrupts only a single man by giving
him a single glass of beer, hie oughit to be regard-
ed as an agent equaliy. There is no doubt, ini
strict logicai language, you will find a difficuity
in making the distinction, yet 1 cannot but feel
that, in administering justice and in adminis.
tering the iaw in sucli a way that it wouid b.
tolérable, one mnust make some distinction of
that sort. There is the samie thing that con-
stitutes a man an agent in thé one case présent
also in the other case ; but [ cannot but feel that
where the case is a smnallf isoiated, soiitary case,
it requires mucli more evidence to satisfy one of
agency than would otherwise be niecessary. If a
small thing is done b-v the head agenît..
the agènt for the eiection expenses, 1 think that
wotild have upset the election ; and if small
things to, a considérable extent were done by a
subordinate person, coxnparativeiy slight evi-
dencé of agency would probably have induced
one to find that hé was an agent."

This may be taken to be the view adoptéd by
thé electioti Judges ; and liaving disposed of the
mode in which an individual agent may be con-
stituted, ,we will proceed to the question of thé
agency of associated supporters.

In the Westminster Petition, at page 246 of
20 L. T. Rep. N. S., Baron Martin deais ivith
the point, observing that lie couid flot suppase
that where an association of persons iiumbering
600 or 700 rnembers chooses to cail itself a comn-
mittee, therefore they become the agents of a
candidate for thé purposé of makirg himn ré-
sponsible for a wrong act or -an iflegal act done
by them . And subsequently hie defiiie<l a com-
mitteeman. "The Committeeman," hie said,
Ilwhom I niéan, and for wliom I wouid hoid
Mr. Sinith responsiblé, is a comînitteeman in
the ordinary intelligible sense of thé word, that
is to gay, a person in whom faith is put, and for
whose acts hie is responsible." Nothing, more
need be said as regards this, we having noticed
the subject of thé agency of political associations
incidentally in discussing the Wigan and Tau&-
ton cases under "Candidate and Agent."
Suffice it to say that it.must be takén as estah.
lished thiat theré is no partncrship privity hé-
tween the parties subscribing to a political


