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'ected in ]aw stauips, anti paid mbt the public
tresny, tIc foliowinig suins duriittg lie yers

mentioned:

1870..............i,477
1871 - 77,650
1872 - - - 87,165
I8is - - - 95,249

1874 . - - . 75,1 t4

These soins have been paiti by the utexîbî'rs of

the legal proicîsiru, wito liave hud to net iii
this matter as public ttx gallierets l'or the pro-
vince.

(2.) A ptortion of these moneys-$14,500 a

year lias beets appropriateil towaîrds iiqîtidatiug
the delît incorreti by tise Law Soc-iety, utider
Con. Staintes U. C. c. 35, to lthe Provincial
Goverttnsent for tue erection of tite Law Couts

at Osgoode Hall ;bot by att agreeuent nside
between tite Governtmettt andi tue Law Society

in 18Î3, atnd approveti by tise Legislative As-
semnbiy on the lUth, Marcit, 1873, tite Laci% So-
ciety ivas î-ciea-d of its coventant to fîsrnish
accommodationt for the Sîsperior Coutrts, anti tue
building for witiclî lthe debt wass incorred, to-
getiter s itit a large tract of lîtri wlitih was tue
exclusive projbeity of the Law S,,eiu'ty, weî-e
sutrr-ndered tu tIc Crown. By titis surrendet

the iiabiily tu pay the dvbt isas caîcciele, a 1tid
the ssecessity fot' lte collection of lthe lc-es 10
psy that debt the t.i esd. Uttder tisese cîr-
cttmstattces. yoîtr commtittea' fitît tuaI lthe Gov-

eirnnenitaiee 'cary ree'eivsiage suits 0f tnoney

throogha tite collectionts of tise legai professiont,
on svhiciï yoîsr society ttiay lay reaisotiable claim.

10. Your coimittee recoînincnu, iut viex'
of these ftcls, tîtat application sitottia be madet
to tue Ujovei ment to atppropriatc ont of the
fîtnds derîveti ft-ou iaw stamtps at ý'1u of about
$ 15,000 a ycatr towat'ds ptovidiitg for andi maitt-

ta.itig lthe proposed systent of sitort-hattî re-
portitng-a stiO witici yoltt )otnmittee tomisidet'
wili be siliciemit tut prt'setit for the porposes
contetupiatoti in this report.

We have already cailed attention to this
subjeet. and last year- (p. 12 7) shortiy stat-
ed whereiu sotne schettie of tliis sotrt wvotîd
be beiteticial. We are giasi t see this
report brotiglt befot'e tise Bencliurs, as il
puts tise itatter in a shape sufficieutly

Stanigible 10 invite an initelligent iliscus-

siom. The estimnated expetise is less titan
we shlouiib lsatveÀ&upposed wouid he neces-
sary, and vastly less titan the-suin naîned
by the Attornsey Geniera].
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CANII:nON V. MCDoTOALL.

2'reatiig -Aleetings 36 Vit. cap. 2, Secg. 2, 3.

Alter the nomination of the candidates in a rural con-
stitueucy, and on another occasion alter a meeting
assemhled "for the purpose of pronioting the elen-
tien of a candiidate,' the electors dispersed to variouO
taverns, mostly to where their vehicles were put op,
and then, according to the usual custom, treated each
other liefore starting. The reapondent himself par-.
took ot a treat.

)Ield, That this was net a contravention ot 36 Viet. cap.
2, sec. 2, and that titi reipnndent was not disquali-
fied tider sec. 3, ss. 2 of same Act.

Treating per se lai ot, excepi when made su by statule, a
cerrupt act, but the intent o! the party treating may
make it so, and this lutent rouit ha gathered frein
the circubostances attendin, it. Where, therefore,
it was sought to disqualify a candidate who had
trcated during bis cas vas9, thongh to a inuch lesa
extent thau %-as bis habit previoualy, and who did
not seem tu have treated for the purpose o! ingra
tiatisg hituseit with the public: lseld, that such
treating wus not a corrujît act.

Held also, following the dcci.sion of the Chancellor iu the
Dîîndas Case (not reported), that the meeting of
electors at the nomination ut candidates la a meet-
ing " for the purpose of promoting the clection ut a
candidate," within the nieaning ut 36 Vice. cap. 2.,
aec. 2.

[September 28, t876.-SPRÀSOE, C.]

This petition %vas trieti at London.

J K. Kerr, for petitioner.
R. A. Harrison, Q C., for respondent.

The farets mifficiently aippear iii the judgînento

SPRAGGE, C. -One poitittaken by the petitioner
wsas, t1Int titre were metetintgs of eit'ctora within
the ineaniig of s. 61, of 32 Vict. c. 21, (Ont.) as
sltered 15Y 36 Vicî. cap. 2, sec. '2, at whiich there
was trcatilig w-itlmin the ineainiig of titat section

and that the saine being wîîlî the actuti know-

led.ge and consent of the respondent, lac thereby
lost itis qeat sud was disqualifieti.

M'. Kerr's contention upon this point is that
it is irnînateritI wheller the treisting wvaît by the

candidate hinisci t; or Ibv an agent, or hy a

stranger, and that the motive and intent are,
luider the section as aniended, itînsiaterial : that

ail that is ne.,essary to briog the case wititin the
section is, tliat the treating i-s to a meetimg of
eiectors. suris as ig described iii titis section,
ni that it is with the actn,îi knowicige or

.consent (svhich MIr. Kerr ceals, knowiedge and
cons-vot> of the candidate: sec 36 Vict. cap. 2,
sec. 2, ss. 2.

Bei. Case.]

[January, 1876

[Ontario.


