
Repbris aitd Notes of Cases. il

transp)ortation to voters against persons who had been working to secure
the election of the respondent ; ',ut, in the few cases in which it was held
that such charges 'vere proved, it was also held that there was no sufficient
proof that the persons found guilty were agents of the respondent for the
purposes of the election soi as to niake him responsihie for tl-eir acts.

T'he followilig are sorne of the principles laid down or re-affirmed with
the authorities relied on

t. A charge of bribery, whether by a candidate or his agent, is one
which should be established by clear and satisfactory evidence, as the con-
sequences resulting frora suich a charge being established are very serious:
londondierty case, i O'M. & H. 27 - Wi-rrington case, 1 O'M. & .42
..Vori/z Victoria case, Hodg. Elec. Cas. 702.

2. l'O prove agency, the evidence should aisr' be clear and conclusive
and such as to Iead to no doubtful inférence: Sigo case, i O'M. & H.
300; Perthz case, 2 Ont. EIec. Cas. 30.

3, To constitute agency in election cases, as in other cases, there mnust
he authority in some mode or other fromn the supposed principal. It may
be by express ap)pointment or direction or employmnent or request, or it
may be by recognition and adop)tionl of the services of one assuming to
act without prior authority or req'îest, It may be direcily shewn, or it mnay
lie inferred from circunistances. it may proceed directly from the alleged-
principal or it may be crented indirectly through one or more L .thorized
agents: flzunion case, 2 O'M. & fi. 74; Slroudi case, 3 O'M. & H. il
-Vr/ih Ontario case, Hodg. 304; .A- rt Elgin case, 2 Ont. Elec. Cas. i00.

4. 'l'le fact that a person is a delegaie to, or member of the convention
or body which selects a candidate does not of itself inake sucli person an
agent of the candidate chosen : larzuich 'ast, 3 O'M. & H. 69; Westeury
calçe, Ld.L 78 ; IVestfSzmcoc, case. i Ont. Elcc. Cas. 159.y

5. Canvassing. speaking at meetings or other work in the Promotion
Of anl clection ducs not per se e.stablish agency, although, according to
deglree anid circumistances, it inay afford cogcnt evidence of agency:

Lom&',~krî'case, 1 O'M. N . 278; Sti/e)lb'?idýe case, Id. 67>- Bo/oncase, 2 O'M., & t-I r,4î ; kEas1 Pederboro case, H-odg. 245;Crna/cs
I5.7; SÙ11i/î NMo/ok cae- Id. 66o.

6. A(cotiipanyinig a candidate iii his canvass is nlot sumfcient in itselfto constittt agcncy: .SYte7tsôiry. 2 0'M\. & H. ;]Irj.,3O .&
9 .O ; SI / is/)a 1) , 4 0',N. & I-1, 2 1.

1 À 7. Section lo9 of 'l'lie l)ûmIlinioll Elections Act, 190, i new and goes
far in advance of the frrîer lawv as to treating voters at an election la

<s outng the elemnciit of corrupt latent, and shoild be strictly construed.
Unidtr it the I)roviding or furnishing of refrcý,i-ents or drink would not lieanl off ence ulcss donc atthe expenlse of the candieate.

S. The treating of clectors prior to and 01n Polling day by an agent oftile respondent, even when done on1 a liberai scale, wil] not be assuzned to
bave been dlonc with the corrupt ijîtent necessary to make ilanoec,


