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when the Court is satistied that the agent was accustoined to keep a£ ail
times considerable quantifies of liquors or) band and to supply themn frecly
to others in the way of hospitality or as a muatter of business, and there :ý
no evide!,.ce to shew that the treating was done in order to influence a
voter or voters (jkyegatrv case, llod-,. 1 ;rC" le'cllcmisi. 2 O*N!. & Kf. 4
kAtsi t~n Hodg~. ;69 : l!'aId. 50.

Thie sanie rule applies to treating wvhen done iii comllance witil a
custoui prvvaient io the country wîîthout express evidence of sorne corrupt
intent ii so, treating ;also to the suppling of mecais at a private bouse t(i
electors who have corne froin a distance, il) the absence of evidenice that
this was done for the purpose of înftluenicing the election : Roehester w~'
4 OM.Ni & IL 157 ; Duildzs case, Hodg. 2o5 Lo <c',ase, Id. 214.

ThUe taking unconditionally and gratuîtously of a toter t0 the po~li
by a railway crmpany or an 'odividual, or the givi n.g t a voter of a irec
pass or ticket bv railmvav, boat or other couîveyaîîte, if unaî-comipanied In
anv cond;tlonl or stipulation affecting lihe votcr's action in retiUrence. to hi,
vote is lot a corrupt liractice. and the onis is on the pei:oner 10 jirot,
that aov railway tickets suppfitd ind tised bad tîeen paid for:
j-aSe. 9 .. R 102 : Pth/eia, 20 " L'a,ùse, r 3N.1
4 7S.

ici. XVhere a charg~e is nmade oi ani offer, flot accelpîcd. oif mrnoey t-,
influence a voter. the evidence is reqiîired to [e pariîcuiariy cliar and coni-
clusive : &'ýcuth i. 1 lodg. 1 'ec'/ )î.ltS

1 (YNM. & H. 167. - 1 : n.E' S 1;iiziýr,

Ti'e siness in this case, whoni the jîîdge, coisidered to lie hoiict
and reliahle. said fîrst that the agent, Fisii. told brui that tire <rîher s-de wa-.,
poor '4 but ii ),ou corne with us we bave lots of roe *aî aftcrsmard>
te:stified : - Ife said our side was poci aund that 1i waîîed înoney and if i
wanted to -o oin their side tbey wsuî! give nie sonie moîiey.

Ibid,. too imdefinite and vagiue on whirh to base a findiîig oi a corriiîr
offer.

Th'e respoîrdent 'vas iîornitnated .îî am inetiîî.. of delq-aîes froui
difféernt prtions oi the coristituency and. at a public îîetnafier the
close of the convenion, he statcd that lie e\pected aIl the delegates to
help at the election, and tbat he looked for assistance îlot offly froni thciii,
but from ail supporters of the gos'errnenit.

Ifdld, that thiese and other generi rernarus muade b>' the respoindent
%were not sufficient to <-onstitute ail) bis supporters his algents, but that th'.
persons promoting bis election rila a central agency or carnniuee rorni mn
Winnipeg recogniz'ed and visited by hini and persoîîs sent out frorn that
agency should hee decrncd ta be his agents for tbc ipîoses of the ciection.

Iii the foliowing cases agency was held t0 bave been sufficieîrîly
proved -

Alex. Smith, who went to a pollisig placc on election day to look aller
it, arrned with authority to vote there as the rcspondetit's agent.
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