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rtilectlon anti consiolicration titan frais a udesign te fayvor any one.
tijl, ali 1 bMVO inltiinftte', It d0 oom i tu MOeotraerdnary if 9

wàrmn contest wec atiticîpateti la a populouts yard, why preper
arranîgemeints shouitl îlot* have been Matde tiot oilly te keop the
Voli freo about the entraîlce or door, but to premervo free accest
tue It front ail qiarters. Thon vhy vas flot the Ilii of votera
aiplîabetlcally arrauget either hy tilt eficer who land charge of
tlîo roll or by tue Iteturniog Officer bimuoeif? The ltetumng
Oicer in-ay -ay it ke fot Isis Iue@s te Malte ont tiais list. per-
liasi In o t; but If lie ticoiro te perforai bis amtics creditably
te lhmicif andi vlth avantage te the publie, xlinse servant ho hos,
lie simoull ece thrst vîmat ks nccesaîary fur that purpose la donc.

Tite stateinent ns tu the obstruction of veters on the part of the
Itehttorîs Jx clear andti listint-sonte of tue witnesses ststing tiîey
coula liait voec, anti thitt otimors ceuiti mot, anti ht tbey veto re-
altrained by fesar front ilohag se. Tho aniower tu the àtatvinen. ke,
tisait tiîey liait ais tiet an opportunity for doing no as defenalantîi
f1ricods If titej' Lîad ciesen te stay on theo growîid andi tako titoir
jura.

1 hiave not scen iaever isny atatetncnt tîmat any Elector who
wisheil te voe for dcfondants vas flot able te do se, wilsit it Jo
tuanifen~ that there wero mnnty 'ahe wishesl te voe fur Itelators thait
vore net permittoti te do no.

The very tirât princel e connecteti vith &Il Elccters le, that tlacy
ahoulai be frais: if they arc mot how esi tkoro bie any eicetien or
cheisce? If a minority cf the Electors caui talle pos.sesà!ion cf the
poli, or get ferward ntI by force or fraui prevent the opinion of
the majority fromt Loing expreseti iy tiLelr votes, 1 cnne tee bey
that caui bc considereti a fauir olection.

The law ccrtalniy centemplateti that ftee accoos te thjo polls
@boulai bc Lad by nil electors. In the 169 sec. of the «Municipal Cor.
perations Act, the. poli s flot te be oeseti before the heur of four cf
the second day, uuteqs the Returning Officer ai sec that ait the
Electors Intendiuag te voe Jlanve haut a fair oplportniy of being
pollet, anti ono foul heur ntait e timo 8hal bave elapsoti, andi no
<paifieti Blector sai during snob timo give or tendereti his voe,
frce accss beaina allowed tu Elec(ors for auch pu,)ote.

Titi cleatly shows that tho Legiailaturo contemplatecl that the
clectoro sheuiti "bave a fair oppertunity et being pnlieti," anti
that froc aiccs sîseult b. alioweti te thoin tu the poils fer that
purpoe. Thse ovîdence ini tis caue does not satisfy Ine that ai
the electers lu this ward Lad thatp cportunity, aud t.hat froc accos.
On the~ centrary, I thînk mauy of theni LadIt neot. Whetiîer this
aroe freon the. iownesse of tise Roeturning Olicer in taking thse
votes, or frein the ebstructions put in the wa>' of votera ceaning
ferward te voe, or frein an>' cf the ether causes suggested in the
affidtavits fileti, I amn et opinion that the fact that a large number
of dul>' qualilleti electors ceoutil net cout their votes is a sufficient
reasan fer sctting asitie au ciection, if the resuit wcre ieifucnced
b>' the unpelieti votes.

Thse neit question thero ke, eau the rcsult cf tbe eleetion bo saiti
te be affected b>' this vant et free accesa. It ks stattil iu oneoef
tho affidavits that the nureber ef votera la the yard is ettiînated te
ho between five anti six hundreti. which is bolioveti te b. correct.
On Ieelcing elver the list of voters, freont a rougit estimato I shouiti
think the number veniti exceeti beven hundreti, but ef course tho>'
might; net ail b oers un this ward.

If vo take 500 as te ninaber et votera ln the yard, thoe ver.
onl>' 267 votes peiied, ieaving nentI>' 800 votes uupoiied.

Ilati thse 300 unpollcd electors ftec access te the poil ? If not
ean 1 sa>' tsait if tbose ef theni vho Loa d esireti te vote Ladt been
alioveti te de se, that it wonld net have intluencoti tIse result? 1
thiuk net.

It may bc contendedti lUt 500 votes coula, net b.e poiled in the
ibm permitteti by lw. I arn net satifflei t commet be doue if aIl
parties reau>' desire IL. Mr. Ambrldge, in bis affidavit, says Jae
lins bren. Returning Ollicer for the lut flye years ia St. Mary'a
Word ln Hlamilton, andi tat hoe bas on scierai occasions tali
from 250 te 400 votes during the twe days on which the municipal
eleetions bave been helti, anti bas ne tioubt 500 couiti be polled if
free acceas coula, ho Ladi te the poli, anti there vote ne obstruc-
tiens. I have scela, eer 600 votes peileti in two lasys ait a Par-

ihamentar>' eiectioii, andi tiacre vero intervals cf a ris'cil
iengtit cloriig the two <laya vimertin ne votes were policul, but at
thesse electionsi he Ioli1 opeus cadil day nit 1) a.m. alla clMOs es t

On the whole thon, ais te the defendant Lawrence I)evaniey, 1 amn et
opinioan the eicîiom ilioulti bcoutc aside sudt a novas elecion LadJ.

As the dorenelant Birown lias net yet lieeu Ieard, of course as te
Lmn I expressj no opinion.

As te the quextion of cuite 1 have monre diflicuit>'. 1 tihnk the
tentieacy oettent decisions Iï fot te coinpel a Patty te PA>' cenai..
imless lit cia lue aaovn tiaat ho pairticipatedtu l thii.Ipreper con-
duet for r.ilch the eiection kn @et n«slo; tute <leren<Iant Deraîay

ie4s sucI, participation exprelaiy, anti I <b net in conmequeneo
fes-i varrantet In dlreeting lain tu pa>' enot,. If, iiecver, ita
election est seme future perleai lieult4 bo sget asitie becaume the
electors Lad net hadi froc aeceàs tue te l'olis, anti a candallate,
atter proceedlngs Ltad been hastituteti te avoiti tii. oleculeaa, theulti
perslst In bis rifflît te liolti bis seat, It vould bc a suhject for con-
slderatlon wvitether the trule etght flot te b. laid dovn tuait lio
shlt puy the costs. In liais casse I atus not prepated te direct
the defeudant, Devan>' te psy tise colsts.

lu the eveont of a new clection boinmg ordereti, it Is te bo Imopeti
that tue propor prcliioinary arrangenments wiii bc saoade te fseuli-
tata the apprsacit of the eiectors te tile pulis. andi te «iýten tho
moeocf ascertahaîing if a patty effering gs really entitieti te vote.

As there seemo to Jlave been un unulcritaniling that the aflidtin
sboulai aîppy equsilly te ail tue defendsaits, Mr. Iteati now appeoau
for Browan anti retent te theso auildavits, anti the saie judgnment
will bu given as te tiofendant Brocwn.

Tite clection, viii b. set aside, vilîthut conte, anti a nev electiomi
crîiereti.

lI< mi J. I. Jesc'a v. J. IîrcitCuU, Jiu.
ra 1iU-. .xuqiandiIeuo-<a~ocsue ChaUrges.

An Attorney'os lui ,,ette, f,.r anoet tai twelre ttonthe wtt not I.e caetail ti, le
taxod, sud, lf taxed by aaaltako, tax'ation Pitt te set asittu us lrmular.

Itemn Chazmût ta an Attornoy's 11111 mlot apperlalisinqtu the lb.iulae of au
Attorney easant te tairti by the, master, but aast L ccmuIsaodur
bumilaeu traismction.

A %evis" of eT axation watt le guatalesi e ic sser tapon al refsirenra tu htsa
nter the order of &Jia.ldlawcttag tasatPn of un Atturcy'n Bill I "fur fms

and dterscacents ta lais pan-ýirslua business," lutol aticasti chargssîl te 1121
for buolnes not appertaileait to the. office oftau Attornc?.

(June: ±!,187.>

The fnets cf tUe eauo sufficient' aippear in the Jutlgment.
MeLtAx, J.-This la an application fer a Reviaien er Taxation.

Ont the 6th et April, an erder vas nmade by the Chiot Justice,
directing ',%r. Jones te rentier bis Blills of Coes vlth dates fer
fees andi dishursements in Isis profestgional busine2s, for anti ont
acceunt cf tUe sait Jesse Ketchuin, andi that the aie be referrt
te the master te moderato anti tax.

The Buis being renticrei it purasanee efthis erder an appoint.
muent was made b>' the master, on the Ilth bla>, for taxation on
the i2th, est 10 ou'cloclt. On the 12th tho tinte vas eniargeti by
consent et parties tilt Thurstay fellowlng, anti on tUe iSth iYa>
the master preceedeti vith the taxation; andi, as appesarst by tîmo
affidavits nov flled, voulti not aiuiev a further elargement vithout
the consent ot Mr. Jones, though, urgeai te, do se vith a viev ef
procurig original documents, thse charges for 'uçlih was disputeti
on the part ef Ketchum.

fly the master's aliecatur a suni of £57 49. 4d. vas foundto te 
due te Mr. Jones on tue Biuls of Costs taxeti, inciuding in that
amiunt aeeording te the Bills Biled, charges for services net vhmoll
or a prefessional -haracter, outil as receiving anti keeping pebses-
sien anti taklng care of a bouse, the examinatien 0f* iuntir> se.
counts betweea, Ketchuni anti ethcr parties, anti various other
items not necessarliy belonging te the business of an Attorney',
anti inclnding aise a suni taie in a suit ailegeti te bave been long
siie settled anti satis&iet b>' Ketchuin witit ihr. Joues. 1 amn now
asketi te, erder a Roeviobon of Taxation, anti te direct the master tu
sitrike out aU charges met strictiy protsional, ais weil as tUait
which relates te the Bill cf Costs alle.-et te have been rendc-ret te

1857.]


