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Townshend, J.] DAVISON V. ARMSTRONG. [o.6

Bribery at election-Suit for penOlty.

The Nova Scotia Election Act (R.S. 1900, e. 5, S. 91), enacts
that the following persons shall be guilty of bribery (descrihing
them). It then proceeds: "And every person so offending
shall be liable to forfeit the sum of four hundred dolars to any
person who sues for the sanie eoste, etc. " In an action by plain-
tiff t.o recover the amouint named defendant adrnitted the act, but
eontended that it was diseretionary- with the Court to impose
any amotint not exce,1î-hîg $400.

fleld, that to t±nable the' Coirt: to exi'reise ii diseretion the
statute must expresîlvy say so kiînd thtat ini the absence of such
words, the actioi-. !eing in the nature of an action for debt, there
wua no option, and judgrnent must be given for plaintiff for the
full amount stied for with costs.

J. J. Ritchie, K.C.. for plaintiff. R?.Ycoe, K.C., -ud Danie!s.
for defendant.

Townshend, J. J FoRREST V. SUTHULAND. Nov. 7.

l'rustec-Priorties - Principal and aqenît -Knou-lcd-ge of
agent irnpii.ed fopetiI-o..

In an action hy p! ti lu dptermikie the priority of dlaimis
agafîaât a fund of w'hieh he wvas trustee it appeared that on
F'ebruary 19th, 1901, plaintiff reeived notice of an assignment
mnade by the benefleiary to S., anîd that on May 27tb, 1902, he
received notice of a prior assigiomient of the saine fund made by
the benefleiary to 0. Tfhe trial judge found that the agent of S.
)îad notice of the prier assigninent.

ld, that the knowiedge of the' age.it miust be iù.îputed to
and held to binil the principals. that although the principals had1U
no direct knowledge of the assigunient to G. they mnust be bound
by ail that their agent did within the spope of his authority.

Cosa refused to plaintiff as betiveen solicitor and client, butV
he was allowed t'le general Qosts of the actio.i and trial. Coest.
%ver- aliowed to clainiantsm in separate interests to be paid out of
the furid, The Court ref tied to direct that solieitors' cents mbould î
be a firet charge out the foind execpt as to the "ote of plaintiff's


