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Yincline to agree with this interpretation of
the section, and in the Dundas Case 1 acted
upon a like construction then put upon it by
myself; with this difference, that in that case the

treating was by an agent of the candidate, not |

bya stranger ; but I thought in the Shuch Essex,
C.'ase, 11 C. L. J. 247, that a corrupt prac-
tlc.e participated in by an agent, the agent
be"}g by his participation a party thereto, would
af'o.ldtheelection. This was uuder the second pro-
Vision of section 66 of 32 Viet. cap. 21, (and this
Construction has now, I understand, been affirmed
by.the Court of Appeal) ; but Ihy difficulty in
this case is upon the question whether the treat-

lngsvin Question were to ** meetings of the elec-
tors” within the meaning of the section. 1 take
the meeting on nomination day and at Elson’s
:scci’:mmes. 1 take the mecting held on that
N on (the nomination) to have been a meet-
ng within the section.
ch:fiectmeeting a‘t Ij}lson’s, “:hi.\e of a dif.ferent
. Acter, was still in my opinion & meeting of
:};ﬁgz gssembled. for the purpose of promotiag
propey:-tlofl; and if the treatmg had been in any
assem] t‘;aonable sense a frezmng to electors so
ut the‘i » I shonld hold it to l{e a corrupt act.
. 9{ are these material circumstances to
rm:k::n ltl?to account. North .\!iddl?sex is a
meetinu: -ltuency ; the electors attexlrllx{g these
their h: Wwere for the inost part from a distance;
in the S:SZS and convevances \voultl be put up
of the la les and dri\tlng sheds.of the taverus
the wegt‘}:ie. .The mefetmgs were in January, and
They ﬂn:r:'ls deseribed to have been very cold.
. Commenzis the custo.m of the cnuntry., not to
count, to tak(‘d l'mt 'stlll to be taken iuto ac-
and to gy o e'drmk in the bar-rooms of taverus,
0 1n the shupe of treating some or
led with them in the room—
a8 it is often called.
Wwas Jdone upon the occasions in
Dess for w]ilis.lthis in substance. After the busi-
over, they ch the ele.ctf.)rs had assembled was
ey left the building in which the meet-

ing ha
% had been helg and went, sowe to one tavern

80Ine to g,
nother—gene ;
T |
at whi. generally, as 1 infer, to those

leavinu};- their vehicles were put up, and before
. 8 for home took Miink in the bar rooms,
in the y,

sual mode, that i
of treating one another.
Caunot think thy :

or.reasonuble sense,
tainment 10 a mue
the purpose of
deed at leas
treating on

all of thoge assemb

; ;

‘the crowd,”
Now what

Question

t doing this is, in any proper
, giving drink or other enter-
ting of electors assembled for
Promoting an election. It is
t doubtful whether there was
any of these occasions by any agent
7as ot a, "tdellf., and it does appear that there

¥ treating by the respondent hinself,

but the respondent himself partook of the drink
on one at least of these oceasions in a bar of a
tavern.

I am not in the least disposed to sanction any
evasion of the law, or to insist upon teo rigid a
construction of the provisions of the section.

£ 1t would indeed be a rave case—if a possible one

—thut treating should be given literally to a
meeting of electors. It was not so in the Dun-
das Case, in which I applied the act: but what
was done in this case is not in wy judgment
within the spirit and meaning of the act. To
apply it to what was done in this ease, would
be in my opiuion straining the provisions of this

l section beyond their legitimute meaning and

intent.

Upon another branch of the case 1 have en-
tertained considerable doubt. I mean in re-
ganl to treating by the respondent at vazious
taverns in the course of his canvass, which oceu-
pied about thres weeks before the polling day.
The respondent is a farmer, and has for the last
sixteen years followed the business of a drover.
He says that it is the practice of drovers to go
to taverns as the best places for meeting with
farmers and hearing of cattle; that such has
been lis own practice ; and that he has always
been in the habit of treating at taverns in the
course of his business; and this is confirmed by
the evidence of other witnesses. He states that
when he became a candidate, he canvassed per-
sonally through the Riding, and went to the
taverns as good pluces to meet with the clectors;
that on these occasions he sometimes treated ;
sometimes friends who were with him treated ;
and the treating was sometimes by others who
were not friends ; and the treating was general
to all who might happen to be present. Asto
its extent, he says it was much less than was
his habit in the course of his business—not more,
he says, than oue-fifth as much. He denies em-
phatically that he treated with any view of
influencing voters ; that hie inade no distinetion
as to whoin he treated ; that he hal not taken
legal advice; that he meant to obev the law; and
thought that in what he-dild he committed no
infraction of the law. As to which last, 1 will
mercely observe, that if what he dil was really
an infraction of the law, his being advised, and
his entertaining the belief that it was not so,
would be nu excuse in the eye of the law.

The treating upon these occasions stands
upon a different footing from. weat, drink, &e.,
furnished to a meeting of electors, to which I
have already adverted.

The law upon this branch of the case differs
from the law prescribed in England in this,



