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that we have flot in this Province any enact-
ment equivalent to section 4 of the Corrupt
Practises Prevention Act (Iisnperiai Act of 1854,)
which makes corrupt treating a statsstory
offence. Treating, tberefore, flot to a meeting
of electors cani only be reached by the comnnion
law, and must be of suds a character as tu
ainount to bribery.

It is not contended. by Mr. Kerr that tihe
case cornes within tire o1h) treating set 7 & 8
W. & I. cap. 4,wisich forbids treatingwitisin cer-
tain tines specifsesi, "« in order tu bie elected or
for being electedl." 1 do not know wlsetiser it
has been decided that the Act ja in force ils
Canada ; but it appears to bie interpreted in
Huglies v. 11aréthall, 2 C. & J. 118, to be in
affirniaisce of the common Iaw, inasirnch as
treating 1'in order to be elected " la only a
specie, of bribery. The saine msy be saisi, 1
think, of tise Act of 18b54 ;for to bring a case
within tisat Act, the treating must be with a
corrnîsit intent, i. e., to influence electors to give
their votes to the person treating them.

My doulit lias been wletlscr tise' treating by
the respondent iii the course of his (aux-sass, as
describcd by iiself, and to whicis 1 have re-
ferred, dees not corne within tise definition of
corrupt treating given by Mr. Justice Blackburn
iu the Wcllingford Case, 1 O'M. & H. 59, that
" whesever a candidate is, either by husoselt or
by bis agents, in any way accessory to providing
meat, drink, or etntertaininent for tie purpose
of being elected, with an instention to produce
an effeet upon the election, tisat amoissits to
corrupt treating. Whenever aiso the intention
is by snch ineans to gains popriarity and there-
by to affect the Plection. or if it be that persons
are afraid that if they do flot provide entertain-
ment and drink to accore the strong lîsterest of
the publismns, and of the persons who like drink
wheniever they cati get it for nothing, they xviii
becoîne isupopular, and they therefore provide
it in order to affect the election-when thiere is
an intenitionî in the mind either of the candidate
or his agesnt to prodîsce that effect, then 1 thiuik

I tluink that tise respondent in dloin, what hie
did was treading upon dangerous groiund ; but
before hsolding that bis seat is thereby avoided
and hisnself disquaiied, 1 must be satisfied
that wisst lise did was dloue with a corrupt iii-
t eut ; and in ,iudging of tisis, the general habit
of treating in the country asusi the respondenit's
own practice ma r properiy bie considered.

In the Kinystoiu CJase, 11 C. L. J. 23, the
Chief Justice of Ontario ohserved: "The general
practice whicis prevails isere amongst classes of

persons, suany of wsosis are votera, of drinking
in a frieîîdly way whise they ineet, would require
stroîîg evidense of a very profuse expenditure of
rooney in drisîkissg tu indîsce a judge to say
tinat it was corruîstly doue, so as to make it
bribery, or corne within the meaning af " treat-
iîîg,' as a corrupt practice at the cornuon
law."

lis the Glengs-rry Case, Chief Justice Hagarty
lias rcferred to thé- language of Eiiglish judges
upon tise questionî, as to what ils their judgnsent
would amouîst to corrupt treating. 1 find the
case reported in Mr. Brough's ver)' usefuil littie
xvork, "A Guide to tise Law of Elections," at
p. 21. 1 quote frorn tise passages given in the
jusîginent of the (2hief Justice. ',In the Beudley'
Case, 1 O'M. & H. 19, Blackburn, J., says,
' cor;'uptly Ineana with the object and intention
of dssing that wlîici the Legisiature piainly
nîeana to forliid. lIn tise saine reports (p. 195>
in the Hlerefard Case, the saine judge say that
corrsspt treatiîsg nseaus ' with a motive, or inten-
tion by means of it to produce an affect %poss
the eleetion.' In ths Lichfield Case (ibi. 25)
\Villes J., says treating is forbidden ' whenever
it is resorted to for tise pur-pose of pampering
people's appetites, aîîd thereby iiidsscing votera
eitlîer to vote or to abatain front votissg otherwise
than they would have dusse if their palates hsd
not been tickied by eating and drinking suîp-
plied by the candisdates andu again that the
treatissg nmust be done 'in order to influence
voterai1 (p. 26). And s0 in tise saine reports in
the Tamworth Case (p. 83). Hia lordslsip also
cites)tise Coventry~ Casse (ibi. 1.ý6> and tise Wselliag-
fard Case (ib. 58), in which it was saisi by Lflack-
huri, J., that ' the intenîtion of the Legisiatuse
in corsstrung the word cor-ssptly was to inake
it a question of intention.' Also tise Brasdford
Case (ibnV-) where Martin, B., as to tise meaning
of cors-s.qsly says: "I1 arn satisfled it means
a tising done witli an evii nsind and'intention;
and uniesa tisere be an evil mind or an evil
instention accoîîspanying the ct, it ia not cor-
ruptly done. Corrscptly ineans an act dune by
a man knowing that hie is dssing what is wroug,
and duing it with an evil object * *
There misat be sorte evii motive in it, aisd it
mnuat be due ' in order tu he elected. '

Withsuut sssbscribing to every word contained
iii tihe passages sîuuted, tlîey corstain no douibt,
upon tise whoie, a souind expositins of the law.

Tise extent of tise treatissg, tise quantity of
drink given, shotuld aiso bie taken into accounit.
It was said isy IVilles, J., in the Liclu/leld Case,
10 M. & 11. 25, -"It may Ise donbted whether
treatiug in the sense of ingratiation by mere
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