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throiugh, or with the knowledge of, the r spoident or bis
agent,. And if, in order to aceoinplish this, it was neees-,sary
tc> examine Greer, it was for the petitioner, and not the
responjdent, to) cau l 11 a" a witne,,.. But, even if it had
beeýn sheýwn that Aikens's appointmeiit had corne froin the
respondent. it doe:, not follow that it rendered the respowndtnt
responsýib1e for every act of whieh Aikens i, ight lxe guiltv.

The aenevwas of a lirnîted nature. he dutie., the per-
fforinlance of will ivereý autihorized were eonfined to the 1)011-

igbooth, and ut na v \\ -11b1 that for- actzs done outside of and
ttIydiýcoonnected wîtlu the performance of the authorized

duiti(es theg respondent sbould not be subjectedl to the same
consquecesas in the caee of corrupt aets by a general agent.
hl theq c.irculustance.; of this case, however, it is sufflicient

to >ayý that there ha, been a failure to establish that Aikens
ma> an agenýit f'or whose acts the respondent w-as responsible,
andi thiat tho finding of thue trial Judges(ý to that effeut should
flot be dJi:,turbed.

The commoni law of I'arliament bas also been invoked, an(l
it la, urged that enough appears in eorrupt aets practised by
Aikens and Greer and in irregular proeeedings at and at-
tendinig the eleetion to avoi(1 it as onle flot emhodving' the
expressio>n of the free will of the electors. Aikens and Greers
opewrati ons were confuned to a very srnall portion of the con-
stituencyv. And it was stated by counsel for the petitioner
theyv were only prepared to shew 4 or 5 other cases in which
these individuals were coneerned..

'lhle trial Judges found only one person (Aikens) guilty
of corruipt practices, and they also found and reported that
there m'as no reason to suppose that corrupt practices exten-

uieyprevailed at the election. There \nothing to connect
thei resp:ondent with the alleged corrupt s.Tiere is the
abs.-enc-e of proof of agency. If, in circýu stances such as
these, au elction is te, be avoîded, it should only 1w on over-
wheluiing proof of corrupt acte o! so extensive a nature rs
virtually t ,o amount to a repres sion or prevention of a fair
and free opport-,nity to the- eleutors of exereising theîr fran-
chise and electinig the candidate they wished to represent
themu.

As; to the irregularities the respond(ent is entitled to ttue
benefit o! sec. 214 o! R. S. 0. 1897 eh. 9.
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