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favourably, for ail parties, withl nome of those

which have been held in other places, and

which have not been creditable to the parties

coucerned, and which must sorely have tried the
faithi of those who believe in the excelleney of

popular representation when they find those

who were supposed the honest and actual choice
of those who were snpposed to be the free and

independent electors of a constitueney holding

their seats hy the iuere force of money or undue
influence, flot by an election, but by a contract

of sale and purchase which, was as bad on the side

of the pur-chased as on that of the purchasers.

From ahl that; aud anythincg approaching, it in

sny respect, this election aud the candidates
stand unquestionably free.

1 have already said tliat; if the charge of

agrency were not rnaintained, and iii my opinion

it lias ixot. it wvouldbe unnecessary to cousider

whcther the giviugc of dinners hy Pet ers was or
was not bribery, or treating withîin tle nxeann

of the Act, The point ivas argued before me

very fuîlly h)y the respective parties, sud inauly

cases were cited as applicable to it. 1 arn not

sure wvIat opinion 1 should have forrned with

respect to it. It îs not iniprobable, if tise ageucy

had been. establiAhed, that althouigh the electors

had coi from teu. to twenty- five miles to the

poli, and there wvas 1n0 iiin nearer thii five miles
to it 1 should have lield it to bave been a viola-
tion of the statute. 1 must, of course, bave h>een j

satislied that it was corru 1tly <loue; that is, doue

for tise pur-pose of influienciiig the election. either

by voting or ixot, votiug,betore I couid have found

the offeuce to bave been. couuîitted, and it is

not s0 îîerfectly plain tlîat a free dintner, given

bv a candidate to a hîuugry voter, wlîo has tra-

velled twenity miles in a Caîxadian wiuter day

ini January, to thse pisli, is nccessarily sud as a

mere comsequence a corrupt act. I do not know

any law whuicli would preveut a candidate from

giving a voter in such a season aud ont such an

emergency a bit of bread aud cheese for hiniself,
or a lock of liay sud a drink of ivater for bis

horses. These are niatters of degree, tle nian-
ner in whiclî, and the nunîber, perbaps, to
whirm thiese services were rendered, and thie more
or less need tlîere As for the set must ail ho
considered. Such questions are diffienît to deai
witlî. because of the almost inevitable tende4îcy
they have to operate upoil the voter, aud the

diticulty tliere la in disicovering the true

* motive for the candidate's liberality at such a

timne, sud tlîe danger there ia lu -permitting any
sucb thing to biý doue when the gain is 80
Immediate and it is so very likely to bie the

leading cause for sa inucli activity and kindues..
It is sufficient to say that I have not made U.P
my min(I 01 that part of the case, and 1 ama
glad it in flot necessary 1 ahould do so. My1
leauiing,, however, a t present is more against the
rightfuluess and lawfulness of that transaction
than iu support of it.

I have given this case a careful consideration.
and detern.ining this matter of agrency as I do,
I nmust decide that the petitioner having, the
majority of votes ini his favour, upon an inspec-

tion. of the ballot papers only, la the per-
son who was duly elected for the Nortlh Rid-
iug of the Cotitty of Victoria, at the last elec-
tion for the Dominion Parliamient, hield for the
aaid North Ridiug, ani that hie should have

been. re-turn--d as the person so duly elected, and
that the election and returu of the responden t

for the said ridingr at the time aforesaid were
aud are void.

I must awvard the greneral costs of the cause

sud proccediîîgs to the petitioner to be paid by
the respoîîdent, with the exception of the costs
relatiug to that part of the petition which
apI)lies to the votera whose names were not upofL
the copies of listas futruislied to the deputy
returning officers, but wlio were entitled to vote,
and slîould have beeîî aduiitted to vote at the

sitid eluction, because 1 have uot judicial de-
termined that pîtrt of the lwtition, and with the

exceptioni of the cost of the scrutiny of the
ballots, lbecause sucli rtjected ballots were not
the fault, of either party, but of the deput!'

returning officers. The parties niust cac1î bear
his owiu costs with respect to these st mn-
tioned rnatters.*
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FJUNUDED ON -ýToiiY. Bv Thoîni
Wardlawv Tavlor, M.A., MNaster in
Chancery. Tîrmito :Willing b
Williamson. 1875. pp. 56 1.

Mr. Taylor's original intention was, ai
ho tells us in his preface, to prepare afl
e<ition of Story's Eqtiity Juirisp-utelC@
adapted to the systeiu of equity adin' 5is
tereel iii this Province. This jutentiOn

could not convenientIy ho cariied oUlt*
owingr to the omissions, additions, and~
alterations that were found to be nece5-

*The reapon leut appealed from this decisin. o
petitioi-er, however, objeuted to an irregularity 1 ý6*
service of the niotice of <,piaI The case was ~%
this Torux and stands for jud5 uiert. - Bop.

[Jane, 1875.
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