14--Vor. X1L, N.S.]

CANADA LAV JOURNAL

[January, 1876

Elee. Case.)

Nonra MippLesex ELscTioN Prririox.

[Ontario.

]e(‘.ted in law stamps, and peid into the public
treasury, the following sums during the years
mentioned :

1870 - - - - $78,477
1871 - - - - 71,650
1872 - - - - 87,165
1873 - - - - 95,249
1874 - - - - 75,104

These sums have been paid by the members of
the legal professien, who have had to act in
this matter as public tax-gatherers for the pro-
vince,

(2.} A portion of these moneys—§14,500 a
year—has been appropriated towards liquidating
the debt incurred by the Law Society, under
Con. Statutes U. C, e. 35, to the Provineial
Government for the erection of the Law Courts
at Osgoode Hall ; bur by an agreement made
between the Government and the Law Society
in 1873, and approved by the Legislative As-
sembly on the 19tk March, 1873, the Law So-
ciety was released of its covenant to furnish
accommodation for the Superior Courts, and the
building for which the debt was incurred, to-
gether with a lurge tract of lard which was the
exclusive property of the Law Suciety, were
surrendered to tiie Crown. By this surrender
the liability to pay the debt was cancelled, and
the necessity for the collection of the fees to
pay that debt then ceased. Under these cir-
cumstances, your committee find that the Gov-
ernment are yearly receiving large suins of money
through the collections of the legal profession,
on which your seciety may lay reasonable claim.

10. Your cowmmittee recominend, in viey
of these facts, that application should be made
to the Government to appropriate out of the
funds derived from law staiups a cum of about
$15,000 a year towards providing for and main-
taining the proposed system of short-haund re-
portiug—a sum which your committee consider
will be sufficient at present for the purposes
contemplated in this report.

‘We have already called attention to this
subject, and last year (p. 127) shortly stat-
ed wherein'some scheme of this sort would
be beneficial. We are glad to see this
report brought before the Benchers, as it
puts the matter in a shape sufficiently
tangible to invite an intelligent discus-
sion. The estimated expense is less than
we shoulid have.gupposed would he neces-
sary, and vastly less than the sum named
by the Attorney Geueral,
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CaMERoN v. McDoUGALL.

Treating —Meetings—36 Vict. cap. 2, secs. 2, 3.

After the nomination of the candidates in a rural con-
stituency, and on another occasion after a meeting
assembled ‘‘ for the purpose of promoting the elec-
tion of a candidate,” the electors dispersed to variou®
taverns, mostly to where their vehicles were put up,
and then,according to the usual custom, treated each
other before starting, The respondent himself par-
took of a treat.

Held, That this was not a contravention of 36 Vict. cap.
2. sec. 2, and that the respondent was not disquali-
fied under sec. 3, ss. 2 of same Act.

Treating per se ist ot, except when made so by statute, a
corrupt act, but the intent of the party treating may
make it so, and this intent must be gathered from
the circumstances attending it. Where, therefore,
it was sought to disqualify a gandidate who had
treated during his canvass, though to a much lesg
extent than was his habit previously, and who did
not seemn to have treated for the purpuse of ingra
tiating himself with the public: held, that such
treating was not a corrupt act.

Held also, following the Jdecision of the Chaneellor in the
Dundas Case (not reported), that the meeting of
electors at the nomination of candidates is a meet-
ing ¢ for the purpose of promoting the election of a
candidate,” within the mreaning of 3¢ Viet. cap. 2.,
sec. 2.

[September 28, 1875.—SpPraGGE, C.)

This petition was tried at Londen.

J. K. Kerr, for petitioner,

R. 4. Harrison, Q C., for respondent,.

The facts sufficiently appear in the judgmento

SPrAGGE, C.—One pointtaken by the petitioner
was, that there were meetings of electors within
the meaningof s. 61, of 32 Vict. c. 21, (Ont.) as
altered by 36 Vict. cap. 2, sec. 2, at which there
was treating within the meaning of that section ;
and that the same being with the actual know-
ledge and consent of the respondent, he thereby
lost his seat and was disqualified.

M, Kerr's contention upon this point is that
it is immaterial whe'her the treating was by the
candidate himself, or by an agent, or by a
stranger, and that the motive and iutent are,
under the seetion us amended, innnaterial : that
all that is necessary to bring the case within the
section is, that the treating is to a meeting of
electors. such as is described in this section,
and that it is with the actual knowleldge or
weonsent (which Mr. Kerr reads, knowledge and
consent) of the candidate: sce 36 Vict. cap. 2,
sec. 2, ss. 2.




