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wrongly admitted; that the relator was himself gruilty of
bribery, and, therefore, incompetent t0 question thie validity
of the election; and tbat Berthiaumine was ilot given notice
his disqualification would be sought.

if is also urged that as the evidence tak'rn down by the
County Judge, wliei flic witnesses were examincd viva voce
before him, was net rend, over to flic witnesses and sigyned
by them, the proeeedings fail. Sub-section 4 of sec. 220
requires that proceedings before the Judge shall be "' entitled
and conducted " iii the County Court in the same manner
as other proceedings in Chambers; and -Linder Con. ilul(e
494, examinations for the purpose of a motion miist, " un-
less otherwise ordered, be cmnducted in accordance with thec
practice upon examination for discovery so f ar as the samne
arc applicable." Tipon sucli exaininations, when the cvi-
dence is not taken in sliorthand under Con. ilules 457 and
458, the depositions are by Coni. Rlule 456, to be taken down
in writing by the examiner and whcn cornpleted " shaîl be
read over to fthc person examined and shail be sîgned by
him ln the presence of fthc parties, or sucli of fhem as sec
fit to attend."

In answer it is stated-and the statement is not disputed
-thaf fthc mariner of proceeding wvas with thec consent of ail
parties. But apart f rom any question of consent, it seems
clear to me thaf fthc rules invoked have no application to a
case like this. Section 232 of fthc Municipal Act preseribes
the mode of trying cases of this kind. "The Judge shall in
a summary manner wîfhout pleadings licar and determîne
the validity of the election . . . and may inquire info
the facfs on affidavit or by oral tcstimony."

S4îîb-seùtîeîî 4 of' sec. 220 and the ruies mentioiied seem
to me not to impose any obligation upon the Judge to trans-
scribe the tesfimony and'have if read over to and signed by
the witiiesses. The Judgc iniglit under sec. 232-wifhouf
taking down any of the evidence-have declared Berthiaume
te have committtM an nct of hribery. He, however, fook
very full notes, and the perusal of them and of his reasons
for judgment greatly facilitates the disposition of the ob-
jections raised on this appeal.

Iu his reasons for judgment the lcamned Judge says: <1I
find that Mr. Berthîaume bas been provcd to have hired a
team f rom John Lariviere, livery stable keeper, for the pur-
pose of eonveying electors to the poils," whidh by sec. 245,


