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lkii, As to the first plea '.DUrn.U', J., dilssenting), that it showed suficent
groui ds in equiy> for granting relief te the defendant, as the cant,.act was
showy. La have been etnterati into, soleiy ini consequence oif threats andi tndue
influence, and not voluntaril>', anti that the defentiant was not a free agent, but
acteti under thec influence of fcar.

v. MaM4m, 65 L.T.N,S. 69t, andi A.sbaldistos v. S/ewrt, 13
SiMi 513 fOlinuwcd.

Neikt also, tha: the plea of couinterclaini coolti not be supporteti, as it
diti not show that the payment in question hati bëen mnate ini cnnsequence of
an>' fresh threats or undue infla:nce or pressure~

Demurcr to first plea overruied, andi ta second pleat alloweti without
costs of rehr-iring in either er'se.

7'upper, Q.C., a-id Phipbeoi for the plainthfi
I,'c4Q£C., and i1J'achrey fur the defentiant.

Foul Court,) u .
NVAR.. V. CURTIS.

Dcrn> ~ tr ~4/c~~,ir't t/1t euîtrnt coitracieti <y dlted- Ctine,a, ;ijl
se.î/ sýgvc'd by onicoartner inA'rm's nanne toithoaldt jihoriti, frorn co *>ttri-
ner- Parffier S.:çning hiable.

Rehearing of deniorrer allowed by TAVLOR, C.
The Full Court reversed the jutigment notedtiante p. zgo, anti overruicti

the deniurrer on the grounti that ht was flot allegee in the couit tierurreti to
that the agreement set nut hati been executed under seal. The, agreemnent, as
givc.n Tierbrtit.m in the declaration, concludeti with the words :" In %witness
wlîereof the sait parties hereto have hereunto set their hands and seals,'ý anti
the signatures were copiei with thc letter " S" aftci each, but the declaration
diti not %lIege that the defendant contracteti b>' deeti or under seal, andti ei
court hli that the>' couli flot infer from the use of the 'vortis quoteti that the
agreement hati been untier seal.

Appeal allowed, andi demnurrer overruied withutt costs.
!iagel, Q.C., for the plaintiff.
Ciiver, QC., for the defentiant.
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DiOmnnon Eklctons A cf, e. S, C., c. S-hlo-5o sti<flng-Deotity re1iîrnn'
officer flot forma//y aAOoin/edl can 6e con?'édtî'd untier s. 100o, £ .. (c), if he ,4a.
acted in the vffce.

This was a case reserved foi, the opinion of the court as ta whether a
d.-puty returning oficer %vho acteti as such, but was flot appointed by a coin-
nilsioil under the handi of the returning officer, a3 prescribed b>' s. 3L. of the
Dominion Elections Act, R.S.C., c. 8, can be convkcted of the mistiemeanour
mnate punishable by s-s. (c) of s. ioo of the Act.

The accuseti acteti turing the whole of the polling day as deputy returning
officer at one of the polling booths. He harl received from the returning officer


