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ELECTION PETrIoNS.

must suifer the consequences of the acts of every
person for whom he is legally responsible.

The important question which we have now
to consider is what constitutes an agent. And
in the first place it sliouid be observed that it
'was hell by Mr. Justice WVil1es, in the Windsor
Ption, 19 L. T. Rep. N. S. 613, that mere
employment dues flot constitute agency, and
that therèfore bribery by a messenger unautho-
rised to canvass did not affect the election. Pay-
ment fur services, indeed, is not an eltnient in
the ruatter at'ail, for it was held by Mr. Justice
Blackburn, in the Bewdley Pétition, 19 L. T.
Rep. N. S. 676, that it is flot neeessary that
an agent should be paid in order that his act
should affect a member's seat. But agrency ii
not; established by the mere fact of a persofla
name beipig on the puhuished list of the com-
mnittee, 20 L. T. Rep. N. S. 24. Mir. Justice
Willes there said, however, "IflIfind aperson's
name on a committee from 'the beginning ;that
he attended meetings of the cornmittee ; that hie
also canvassed, sud that his canvass was recognis.
edl so far as it went, 1 must require considerable
argument to satisfy me that lie was flot an agent
within the meaning of the Act of Parliameut. "

So much for negative decisions. Now, as to
affirmative, we have the higli authority of Mr.
Justice Willes for saying that no distinction is
to be drawn, as regards agency, in cases of
bribery, treating, and undue influence: 23 L. T.
IRep. N. S. 990. Ilis Lordship was at first
disposed to excinde treating from the acts done
by an agent whieh shoiild avoid the election,
but his ccnclusion was that the 36th section Of
the Act mnust be read literally. Therefore al
the corrupt practices stand upon the saute footing
,&q regards agency. In the Norwi<h Petition
(sup.) we have the strongest evideuce of agencY,
for there the learued Judge held that the agency
of a particular individual had been proved "'up
to the bult." Three persons stated hutu to be a
canvasser. It was proved that lie canvassed in
the company of the son of the sitting member,
and that ou the afteruoon of the day of polling
lie weut to a public-honse aud bought votes.
Furt lier, as to canvassiug, Mr. Justice Willes, in
the Guildford Pet ition, 19 L. T. Rep. N. S. 729,
said (p. 732) "as a rule sgency tQ bind the
inember would be ageDcy to canvass or to procure
votes on his behaif."

Now arises the question whiat is autliority to
canvss?

In the Windsor Pétitions (sup.) Mr. Justice
WTil1es said, "lan autliority for the general
management 'of an election would involve an
autliority to canvasa." And. in inaking that

observation bis Lordship remarks that lie P"o'
posely used the word «"authority" and 'lot
" 6employment, " because lie intended, to refer 1#
persons wlio were not paid for their services I

is quite clear, of cùurse, as remsrked by )f
Justice O'Brien in the LondonderryFJ ee
(Printed Judgrnents, Part II., p. 252), tilAt "'
mere supporter of a candidate wlio cliooses t

ask for votes, and to make speeches ini
favour, can force himself upon the candidate S

an agent. Iu the Westbury Pet ition, Mr. JI1sec
WVilles said the set dune to affect tlie candidjbt

miust he dune by lis procurement, and ec j
i ininaterial wlietlier a desire that a person shO1"a
cauvrass b. expressed or implied, by words Orb
actions. -And the learned Judge, in that o
gave a definition of canvassiug. *1Cnrsi'
lie said, IImay bce ither by ssking a man to lt
for the candidate for wliomn you are cavssv
or hy begging bim not to go to the poil, blit 0
remain neutral andl fot vote for the adver5g1

No distinction eau he drawn, except lu t
amount of favour, betweten voting for a niaa
abstainiug froni votiugI for lis adversary. rhît1

sucli is the law appears from the 17 & 1
c. 102, whicb placus on the same footingi

ducing a man to vote at an election and-iudilciog
a man to abstain from voting."

The* question What is agency ? was mucli de
cussed in the Staleybridge Pét it ion, 20 L. Tr. fLep
N. S. at pp. 76, 77, especially witli refèe11ot

to the acts of volunteers. One of thele 0
there urgcd that the responsibility of the àP

date should lie litnited in the case of ., 1 unteeffi
-that the petitioners sliouldl be bound to hf

some authorizing ou the part of the candidate te
the persous wliose acta are souglit to be 0Oi'8

available agaiust hiro. la bis judgments
Justice Blackburu cousidered the arguineuUt
dressed to liim, and weut fully into the lit"
And flrst lie noticed a mode of constitlt'og

person an agent, which lie liad lield gogo
Bewdley case to be moat effective, that *S f
to make the ca'ndidate respousible not oly e
the acta of the person so appointed, but fol 1
sets of those wioiu tliat person miglit emnPl" 5
lis agents. Sir R. Glass put money iliS o
han ds of~ a person at Bewdley, and exerci5~
supervision as to h.ow it wss to be expe»lld
simply giviug directions that it sliould lo
expended iiiegally. Tlie judge came teo ti 0

clusion that tliere was sucli an agency estabi0
as to nuake the candidate responsible to "

fulleÉt ient. The evidence did not; 9"0
as this in the &Sialcybridlge case, but tlie1
Judge lield tliat the mere aet of taking thcol&e
xnittee roms by the volunteer Co1~»
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