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printing in -April last $100, a shorthand re-
porter $50, and necessary telegt-aphing frm
$915 to $100. His personal expenses were un.
der $5.

He denied any act of bribery, direct or in-
direct, or any knowledge thereof, and as to
treating hie only spent 70 or 8e cents, and that
1 think was flot for any purpose or motive con-
nected with the election. No attempt was
nmade to prove any personal knowledge on his
part of vny of the specifie wrongful acts or pay.
nuents. le says thet until qjuite lately, in
fact the last week or'two, lie did not believe
the petition would be proce edcd with, and
never, tili lie found it was really uoining to
trial (lid he make any enquiry as to the charges.
He and G unu hotli state that it was only with-
iii this period that lie was mnade aware how
Gunn had disposed of his nioney. He neyer
suspected or knewv that thes;e'suxus were paid
to Dr. Wilson, or disposed of by him as proved.
He accounts for bis ignorance by steting that
lie had perfect confidence in Gunn's intelli-
gence and integrity, and baving, given Gunn
explicit instructions not to spend any money
illegally lie did ixot tliink that anything ivas
wrong ; tliat his cash transactions were very
large, and that lis general habit wes not to
close Up or balance lis accounts tili the end of
ecdl year, and so lie had not yet examined liow
the cash stood with Gunin. Mien lie discov-
ered the amount that lied actually been ex-
pended hie says lie was rnudl surprised, and
thouglit it was altogether too large.

1 think the respotdent, under the peculiar
circuinstaqnces of bis canvass, lias satisfactorily
accounted for lis flot liaving personally super-
intended Gunn'8 expenditure during the
election.

On a review of the wliole evidence, I see no
reason to doubt the respondent's very empliatic
denial of any corrupt motive or intention. I
accept lis declaratiori that lie entered into tlie
contest intending to apend no t.oney illegally,
and that he was in no way cogni7ant of any
illegal act.

It remains to be considered wlietlier lis elec-
tion is to be avoided for the undoubtedly cor-
rupt acta of some of lis friend8.

Assuming for arguxnent's sake that neither
Gunu nor Wilsonactuaily intended to violats the
law, 1 cannot conceive how they could have taken
any course so calculated to arouse suspicion and to
mnake what they aay wus zuant to be riglit ap-
pear to b. wrong as tii, course they did
adopt. The respondent trusta Gunu with the

disburaing of his ruoneys. The latter, on
somnebody's suggestion, liands $1 ,200 of it to
Dr. Wilson in the vaguest miner, giving no
directions, and never enquiring as to its ehi-
ployment If lie madet Wilson the paymaster,
it is 'not; easy to see wliy lie did not- refer par.
tiea coming with dlaims for latvful exptensesito
Wilsn., He paid thein hirnacîf without eu-
quiring whether the large suma given to Wilson
was or waa not exliausted. He neyer asked for
an accounit from Wilson, but let hi (Io as hie
pleased. 1, look upon the relation of both
Gunu aud Wilson to the respondent in the
saine liglit, and I think the latter is as clearly
responsuble for what Wilson did as if Gunu liad
done the sarne act-when Wilson gives to Long-
hu.rst (for exaiple> $200 to use as lie miglit
please, about the election, of course in the pro-
motion of respondent's interesta. With part of
this money Longhurst cominits several cîcar
acta of bribery.

My strong impression is that the agency con-
tinues under these circumatances, and the re-
spondent's election must be affected thereby.
The saine might be said in Lowry's case and in
Iiscott's, .whoni Dr. Wilson was pleased to
trust with $250 for the Virgil division, to be
expended as lie pleesed. Thc placing of it in
Thonipson's stable to be fouud by the latter cen
hardly be referable to, a transaction intended to
be lionest, sud tlie subsequent distribution of it
by Thonipson raises the gravest suspicion that
the whole proceeding was intended to be an
evasion of the law, sud resulted iii an illegal
expenditure.

If I do not bld the agency to continue in
the case, I think I 'would be as fer as iii me lies
rendering a wholeaome law inoperative and
opening a wide door to corrupt acti.

The Bewdley Case, 1 O'Malley & Hardcastle,
18, 1 think strongly supporta this view. Sir
Colin Blackburn's judgiuent is very explicit
Thers the respondent deposited a large su n
the hands of one Pardoe, directing 1dmi in his
letter to epply the money lionestly, but not
exercising, sither personally or otlierwise, any3
control over thAe manner in whidh this money
wuasapeut, etc., not in fact kniowing how it ivas
spent. He tlien says, IlI cen coîne to no othier
conclusion tlian that the respondent made Par.
doe lia agent for the election, to almoat the
fulleat extent to which ageacy can be given.
A persen proved to b. an agent to this extent is
not; only lximself an agent for the candidate,
but a;so makes those agents whom lie employa.

* * * &n agent employed s0 exten.
uively as is slown liere inakes the candidate
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