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te the conclusion that paying the expenses of
a os-candidate is flot brlberv, and is not pro-
hibited by the Statute. file fu;rther ac1dýIl "Yon
must show on intention to do that wbich is
against tbe law, before yen. bring the rase
ovithin the higbly penal clauses of the Statute."

From the evidonce given, arnd the surrouîîding
circunstances, 1 do nul feel warranted in int,'r-
-ring that the sums really paid to electors for
putting up placards, distributing cerds, and sim-
iler services, wiere paid colorably and to influence
votes.

The course pursued, âs 1 understand, oves
that Mr, Cameron's frieuds foruied themeselves
into committees in the severat overds, sud per-
sons carne fortrerd and vonnteerüî ta distrihute
cards iu tise severel localîties. They overe fur-
nished oith books shewing the inores eud resi-
douces of the p-arties they were bo olî on, and
they reîurned theso names sud the answors they
gave as to 'whom they would vote for, to the
Secretery of the edmmnitteo ; and iu that way tihe
information ovas couveyod lu the serutineers as
te the parties who overe on the liaI, ovhether they
overe in the city, ovhether th ey were deuid, and
for ovbom tbey overe expeeted to vote. The par-
ties entrusted oith these bo 3ks and tickets seere,
it may be presumed, those in whomi the friends
of Wr. ('ameron. Lad Confidence, or they woluld
not bave hed thal position. Wli/en the parties
commenced lu distribute carde, &c ,they oflen
foundi the parties on whom they were to al aut
public houses, and when there, aond speaking un
the subject efthe election, the v, as secoue te be
the almost universal customn wiîli the ci sss of
men ovbom they ineet, asked thons 10 drink;, and
if others were present tbey overe ao asked. The
con'-equence waa, tLe parties distrîouting tickets
frequently spent their money, lost their lime,
and guIt ne pay. lVhenl this oves represented te
the paorties having tuuds to expend, they con-
sidered it a legitinîcte purpase to psy these par-
ties for their services a reasonablo sum, flot et
any limne oxceedinig ovhal would be paid ta a
person for working the same length of time in
otber enriploymetnîs. £ cannot ssy that tLe svi-
douce uf these general payments, shows any
sueh bribery as ouold jnstify sue iii sotling aside
the election.

On Ibis particuler fentture of the case, 1 may
as oveli remark that when a candidate or his
friends expended large sunes of money during an
election, il is slways more satisf;rolory 10 bave
sucb expenditure sbewn by corrct aînd prouer
'voucbers suad if any mnoney be paid te votera,
or large sumns paidI onI for refî-esliments, or
teems use I in any way, Ibis ovili be open te
attack sud observation, and jîîdges will be less
incliued as the law Lecom.-ýs known aud its pro-
-visions pointed ont, bo tske a favorable view of
acts an I condact that msy bear two cons'4ruc-
tiens, one favorable te the party elected, and the
other agaýinst Lies.

As 10 $10 paid ta Wr. 7MeDonmld, the son-in-
law of Carruîbers, Carruihers Limself ssys ho
gave hlm Fi dollar or two. MclJonaid s]iy ho
borrowed fions bim during tis olectisu, $-5 at
vue time and $5f at another, aud tbis had nothing
te do olîli the election. Ho seeinodni beh a warm
supporter of Mr. Cemeron, and I arn net inclinefi
te lhink Carruthers gave hîma the $10 on account

of lois services during the elecîlon, or te bribe

The next point ia that with intoul of promot-
ing Mir. Cameron's election, Mr. Chisholm spent
money for supplyiog drink te a meeting of elec-
tors, essemblefi for the purpose of protneting
snob eleclion.

Mr. Chisholm givos evidenco on that pont,
aud il is the only evidence givon on thie sobjeet.
Hie eays bis own expenses overe, oui the ovhole,
for caL hire and money paid et ovard meetings,
about $40. le ovas iii hetore the election, sud
bired caLs te take him from one place to another.
After the 'meetings overeo ver ho asked those
present to drink, sud aIl present drank. Hie
said bis object evas to ho fi-ieidly witls thom, and
if, after that, they overe frioîîdly t0 his candidate
ho oves gîad of il. lus Iarge'-t expe-iditure in
any evening oves six or seveu dollars, includling
cab Lire. iVheu lie asked the people te drink
the question of votinýg oves nover inentioned. Ho
did it ou bis owu nceunt. In doiug so ho bad
rio desire t0 influence the people's votes. The
objeet 1 h-ad in viev oves Ibis : lWheu isen teke
an interest in these niellera, as I did, and exert
themselves, if Ibey don't treat people tlîey think
they are moan, sud 1 did. not wsa lu bo consi-
dered mean." Witbont decidiug that funisiahig
refrostînieut by an agent ot e candidate, oithout
bis knoovledge or consent, and sgiist his ovili,
ivill set silJe tLe eleclion, 1 îhink 1 mey dispose
of luis point in tLe c ase, lu deciding whetber
what oves doue oves doue corruptly, to influence
votes. The Iengthenied exposition of the cases,
as tlu tnrnishing retreshouents, lu tLe jndgment
of Chie.f Justice Hagarty, lu the Glengaryî Caose,
makes it uuuecessary for me to roter to thons at
bengîL.

Iu the Tamworih Case, where mon overe em-
ployed lu keep the peetce on tLe pelliug day by
an agent ut one of the respondenîs, amongst
woon oere anme 29 voters, et 10s. a-head, Nir.
.Justice Willes bcd lu consider ovhy tine agent
employed tînose men, and ho said, I believe ho
employed thons bocause Le desired 10 gain popu-
l'ority for Lisnoî, and because ho desiredl te
maqke e handie of their employment to gain
favor for limoseit ameongat tIse class to ovbicb the
mou belonged. * * * * Upon the wholo,
heovever, 1 corne te the couclusion, that il wo
au nnautborîsed art, doue by Baraclough for the
purpose ut obtaining populsrity foir hmmrselt, sud
that it oves not, either lu respect ufthe question
of Law, or upon the estahlished facte. an net
whicL 1 enu designate as lîeving Leemu bribery.
It is au set ovhicb, o fer as 1 judicially cari, I
reprelîeud and coîidomn ; aud if 1 ibouglît il had
been doue by hlm with euy slow of advancing
the lîsterest of bis employers, so thal 1 Led te
impute the intention to do thet whicb oves the
naturel consequýnce ofthIle aet, 1I muet have hold
the electiou t0 ho void."

Louking thon et Ibis as an unothorîsedl net
ngainst tLe oishes ut the candidate, 1 tbitik tLe
fairost and moat reasonahle conclusion te arrive
et is wlîet Mr. ChiaLois binsoit soya, viz. :ot
ho troated because people aoonld bave îliought
liinuean if ho did nel, and oitheul any cerrupt
imitent.

The next clase of cases te which my attention
oves dlirclefi ovs that et those te womn offers of


