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Shave Yourself and Cut

‘moy, George Keats, Jlméc Mulley,

Your Own Hair.

This wonderful new invention, THE HANDY COMBINATION
SAFETY RAZOR and HAIR CUTTER, cuts hair smoothly with-

out-pulling or scraping and is guaranteed a lifetime,
edged blades permit shaving up and down alternately.

The double
You can

cut your own hair long or short, trims over ears and back of
neck. There are no clips or other unsanitary parts. Saves time,
money and trouble. Protect yourself from face and scalp infec-
tion by shaving yourself and cutting your own halr.

OUR SPECIAL OFFER.

THE HANDY COMBINA-
TION SAFETY RAZOR and

HAIR CUTTER
day for $2.00, but to quickly
introduce it we are going to

offer it for
$1.00.

sells every

]

a few weeks for

Send this advertise-

ment and $1.00 to-day and we
will send the HANDY COM-

BINATION

SAFETY RAZOR

and HAIR CUTTER complete,
ready for instant use, post-
paid to any address.

The Handy Manufactaring & Supply Co.

36 Labelle Building,

Dept. 21

‘Windsor, Ont.

AGENTS WANTED EVERYWHERE.

Supremé

Gourt Judgment.

Bay-de-Verde Election Petition
Case.

In the matter of the Election Act
1918 and the amendments thereos;
and in the matter of an Election of
two Members for the House of Assem-
1y for the Electoral District of Bay de
Verde holden on the 3rd day of Nov-
ember, 1919 and in the matter of the
Election Petition for the said District.

Between Albert E. Hickman, Peti-
tioner and William H. Cave, Respond-
ent.

The petition herein sets forth “that
the petitioner was one of the candi-
dates for election in the House of As-
sembly at the election for two mem-
bers for the House of Assembly for the
Electoral District of Bay de Verde
holden on the 3rd day of November,
1919. That he was duly qualified as
candidate for the said Electorial Dis-
trict of Bay de Verde and entitled fo
be elected a member of the House of
Assembly for the said district. That
on the 4th day of November, the ballots
cast at the said election were countad
at Western Bay in the aforesaid dis-
trict by Issac King the Returning Of-
fice and the said Issac King upon
counting the said votes found the fol-
lowing votes cast for the following
candidates:—

BEg P BWOW. .o .o v, s o5 1207

William H. Cave .. . oo e0 +o o. 1198
Albert E. Hickman .. .. .. .. .. 1193

and thereupon declared the sald Fred
P. LeGrow and William H. Cave duly
elected members for the House of As-
sembly for the said district and en-
dorsed a return to that effect on the
election writ and returned the said
writ to H. M. Colonial Secretary.. The
petitioner complains that the said re-
turn is an undue return wupon the
grounds set forth in the petition and
claims that certain votes objected to
by him should be excluded in the com-
putation and that a majority of the
valid votes was cast in his favor. He |
therefore prays that the return be set
aside, that a scrutiny be allowed of
the votes given and that he be decla:-
ed a duly elected member for the said
district. Six grounds of objection are
set forth in the petition, the first be-
ing that certain persons not compet-
ent to vote voted and that their votes |
were counted, whose names were not '
on the list of electors entitled to voie '
at the said election, nor upon the sup-
plementary list of electors. Section 68

of the Eelection Act provides that: i

“Any duly qualified voter whose
name has been omitted from the list
of registered voters may attend at
the booth and claim the right to
vote. Upon his answering upon oath

\

such questions touching his qualifi-
cation to vote as may be prescribed
py rules to be made by the Governor-
in-Council and published in the Roy-
al Gazette, and put to him by the
Deputy Returning Officer that the
applicant is qualified he shall be ad-
mitted to vote and his name entered
on a separate list and his qualifica-
tions to vote shall be subject to cn-
quiry and determination by ihe
Court in the event of a trial of a
controverted election.”

A number of persons presented them-
selves at the polling booth for the dis-
trict of Bay de Verde held at the King
George -V Institute at St. John's and
claimed to be duly qualified electo:s
entitled to vote for the district of Bay
de Verde. As their names were not up-
on the register it was the duty of the
returning officer to swear them as to
qualification and put to them the ques-
tions appointed for that purpose. He
explains that in cases where he knew
the person and had no doubt as to Lis
being a duly qualified elector he ad-
mitted him to vote ‘without swearing
him as to qualification and without
asking the prescribed questions. This
constitutes a_serious neglect of duty
on the part of the officer, but the ques-
tion we are here concerned with is
whether the neglect of the officer to
do what the statute directed him to do
invalidates the vote of the elector. As
the elector by the fact of claiming a
vote must be taken to have offered
himself to be sworn, he is in no way
culpable, Had the officer refused to
take his vote it is clear that he couid
have enforced his right to vote if he
was a duly qualified elector. This he
would have done by notifying the re-
turning officer of the candidate for
whom he desired to vote, and having
done this he would have been entitled
to have his vote subsequently record-
ed as it had then been given. It wouid
appear that as the law affords this
remedy to a voter where there has
been a wrongful refusal by the return-
ing officer, and as it would be unrea-
sonable for him to be put in a worse
position by the officer’s neglect than
he would have been by refusal, ne
ought not to be deprived of the right
which was admitted by the returning
officer although admitted before pro-
per preliminaries had been compiiad
with by the officer, he having impro-
perly concluded that they were un-
necessary because he believed himself
qualified from personal knowledge to
certify the bona fides of the voter. We
have read the section as directory and
have admitted evidence as to the voters
qualification. The result of the evid-
ence has been that we are satisfied
that of the twenty-eight votes attack-
ed by the petitioner on the ground that
the voter was not upon the electors
list nor upon any supplementary list
of electors, sixteen were votes of duly
qualified electors, viz.—Jethro Whalen,
John G. Reynolds, Silas Thistle, Sam-
uel Butt, James B. Evans, George
Cooper, William Thistle, R. J. Crum-

Hair Ornaments.

8 | names of persons whose votes are
3% | objected to on the ground that they
¢ | are void because the

¥ | sary to recite the names of all the
D | voters mentioned in this list, because

THE CORRECT THING FOR EVENING
WEAR.

Fashion’s latest decree calls for a dainty
and distinctive ornament to be worn in the
hair, and we have been fortunate in pro-
curing & most select assortment of real

Fifth Avenue styles,

quality. Absolutely new and genuine re-
productions of the most expensive Dia-
mond and Platinum creations in

COMBS and HAIR CLIPS.

T. I DULEY

in both design and

& Co., Ltd.,

| George - Budden, Henry T.

King,
Thomas King &2 James, HEmanuel
Butt, Douglas Wicks, Walter LeGrow,
“Bliel B. Day.

Of the remaining voters in this class
eight have not been idemntified, name-
ly:—Willam K. King, Henry &
Moore, John K, Gear, Willlam J. King,

| ' Willis Whalen, Thomas Cave, William

J. King, Vickers Riddles, and three
votes are from persons non-resident
in the district, namely:—-Charles
Moore, Ell Wheeler, Walter Turner,
Therefore these eleven ballots muat
be looked at. One voter named in this
class George Keats will be presently
referred to by us when we come to
deal with class G,

The second ground of objection
charges infancy at the time of the elec-
tion. The petitioner has shown that
three minors were permitted to vote
namely:—Willy M. Hudson, Adam
Flight, George W. Parsons.

These votes must be taken out.

The third objéction touches the
question of mental competency, and
only one voter is affected by it. After
hearing medical tsetimony we or-
dered the striking out of the vote of
Aaron Moores.

The fourth class objected to com-
prises persons who had not resided
in Newfoundland for two years pre-
eceding the election. We found that
the following were duly qualified,
namely: James S. Crummey, John J.
Moore, George W. Davis. Of the re-
maining nine Eli Wheeler, Walter
Turner and Charles Moore have al-
ready been dealt with in class 1. We
also disallow the votes of William T.
Whalen, Ernest Whalen, Simeon
James Tilley, Robert Hudson, Wilfred
Hudson, Henry Hvans.

The fifth ground of objection af-
fects six votes which the petitioner
claimed to be void because the voters
were not actually and bona fide resi-
dent in the district at the time of the
election. We find Simeon King to be
a duly qualified elector, but we allow
the objection to the votes of Apollos
Taylor, Fred' B. \Parsons, James Bar-
rett, James B. Evans, George Keats.
Altogether then twenty-six of the pe-
titioner’s challenges are allowed and
view by the trial Judges of their bal-
lots and the counterfoils is necessary.

In exercise of the right allowed in
petitions praying scrutiny  the re-
spondent brought in a recriminatory
list consisting of four classes. The
first of these contains the names of
Adam Flight, Willy M. Hudson and
Daniel McCann, the ground-of objec-
tion being that the votes are void he-
cause each voter was under the age
of twenty-one years.. The votes of
Adam Flight and Willy M . Hudson
have already been declared void on
the petitioner’s case and the evidence
before us shows Danfel McCann to
be of full age and a duly qualified
elector.

was charged by one voter with in-
timidation. The cfrcumstances are
extraordinary and stood unexplained.
The promise of the “polling booth by
Whiteway, the payment of the $5.00
by White for the non-fulfillment of
that promise, and the imterference of
Case taken together convince us that
the whole transaction is tainted with
illegality. The glving of the money
affects White’s vote and its accept-
ance by Rees has the like effect upon
his. (The Boston Case 1 Peck, 434,
438.) The petitioner gave Stewart
Parsons, & voter of Freshwater, an
allocation of $20.00 against the speci-
al grant to be expended on a road
from the main line to his house. The
land between the main road and the
Jhouse was Parsons’ property. This
allocation delivered at Freshwiter
in October before nomination day was
forwarded by Parsons to the Public
Works Department, which issued the
cheque for $20.00 and posted it to
Stewart Parsons. Parsons deposes
that it did not reach his hands.
Leonard Parsons applied to the
Petitioner a few days before the elec-
tion for $30.00 to dig a well on his
own land and received a cheque
dated the 24th October from the
Publc Works Department, which he
cashed before polling day. He did
not dig the well. Thomas Trickett (of
Elijah) received an allocation for
$40.00 which he sent to the Board of
Works and in return obtained a
cheque for $40.00 which reached him
on the 24th., of October. He had ap-
plied for this money .to one Isaac
King and obtained this allocation
through Hickman from King. The
witness says that he promised Isaac
King ¢hat if he got something for
him he would vote for the man who
would give it to him. He refers to
King as Hickman’s man and says he
promised him to vote for Hickman;
also that the petitioner saw him be-
fore polling day and enquired if he
had received the money. The peti-
tioner gave evidence himself and
showed that the allocations were not
given by him with corrupt intent. He
admitted that when he went to the
district on his election campaign he
took with him a quantity of blank
forms of Public Works allocations
and that he filled out a number of
them to be sent to the Department
where they would have to be counter-
signed by the Minister before cheques
issued. The petitioner was at the
time a member of the Executive Coun-
cil and had represented the district
of Bay de Verde during the last term
of the House of Assembly. He had
not, however, been concerned in the
allocating or appropriating of district
moneys until a short time previous to
his nomination at the last election.
It has neither been charged nor
shown that the petitioner was a
party to any corrupt bargain affect-
ing the purchase or sale of a vote

The second class contains the
names of voters who the respondent
claims were not for the two  Yyears
preceding the election resident in this
Colony and were not actually and
bona fide residents in the district of
Bay de Verde at the time of the pre-
paration of the list of electors. Five
names appear on this list. The re-
spondent’s objection is sustained in
reference to Robert Peach of Lower
Small Point, Charles Murray of
Adam’s Cove and Ebenezer Green, Jr.
of Old Perlican. William T. <Whalen
has been already dealt with as a4 mem-
ber of the petitioner’s class 4. Joseph
Joyce is a duly qualified elector.

In the third class are the names
of two voters: John M. Murray,
Adams Cove, Abram Sapp, Lower Is-

M. Murray is a British subject and
duly qualified elector; Abram Sapp,
who is of foreign birth and has not
been naturalized, was a member of
the Newfoundland Regiment and ser-
ved overseas. By the Act, Sec. 1
Cap 15 of 1919 it is provided “that
notwithstanding anything in the
Election Act, 1913, or in any other
Act, every volunteer as defined by this
Act shall be competent to vote at any
poll taken during the present year
for the election of members of the
House of Assembly in and for the
district within which he resided at
the time of his enlistment and if he
did not reside at any place within
the Island at the time of his enlist-
ment then in and for the district with-
in which he resides on the day of
polling.” Volunteer is defined as any
person who has served outside of this
Colony during the present war as a
member of the NNR.N.R., or of the
Royal Nfild. Regiment and. who was
either born in this Colony or was a
resident thereof at the time of his
enlistment.

The words of the statute are com-
prehensive, neither alienage nor in-
fancy disqualifies a member of the
Regiment who has served overseas.
Sapp resided in the district . at the
time of his enlistment and also at the
ltime of the election. His vote 18
i therefore valid.

In class 4 the respondent gives the

voters were
¢ “guilty of bribery.” It is not neces-

‘in a number of cases no evidence
whatever has been adduced and there-
fore the votes must stand unimpeach-
ed. Four persons are named as having
travelled on railway passes, but the
evidence does not satisfy us that they
were “guilty of bribery” or that their
votes are affected. Amongst those
charged with bribery is Martin White.
It appears that Thomas Rose .of
Perry’'s Cove, was promised by Mr.
Whiteway, a candidate and colleague
of the petitioner, that his house would
be hired as a polling booth. Another
booth was subsequently taken and
Rose, who was aware of this and had
not prepared his house, deposes that
before polling day Martin White, a
neighbor, gave him $5.00 in place
of the $5.00 which he would have
been paid for the hire of his house
as a booth. White, who was called
as a witness, says that he is a poor
man, but that he gave this money out
of his own pocket and does not ex-
pect anybody to reimburse him. Rose
proves that before polling day he -had
a visit at a late hour of the night
from Samuel A, Case, who offered
him a few s’
booth  taken . from ‘h
refused to aceept ‘t

™
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land Cove, objected to as aliens. John |

such as would have rendered him
guilty of bribery at = common-law.
His conduct, however, has to be judg-
ed in relation to the provisions of the
statute amendments made to that law.
| It is provided by our Election Act
that:

'
{

“(1) Every person who shall direct-
ly or indirectly, by himself or by
any other person on his behalf,
give or lend or agree to give, or
lend, or shall offer, promise, or
promise to procure any money or
valuable consideration to or for any
voter, or to or for any other per-
son on behalf of any voter, or to
or for any other person in order tc
induce any voter to vote or refrain
from voting, or shall corruptly do
any such act as aforesaid on ac-
count of such voter having voted
or refrained from voting at any
election.

“(2) Every person who shall directly
or indirectly by himself, or by any
other person on his behalf, give
or procure, or agree to give, or
procure, or offer, promise or
promise or promise to procure or
endeavor to procure any office,
place or employment to or for any
voter, or to or for any person on
behalf of any voter, or to or for any
other person, in order to induce
such voter to vote or refrain from
voting, or shall corruptly do any
such act as aforesaid, on account o

{

ed from voting at any election, shall
be deemed to be guilty of bribery.”

Commenting on this section in the
Trinity Election case, Mr. Justice Lit-
tle observed that: “in brief it may be

tinction between money given or a
payment made before and a payment
made after the vote has been given.”

That judgment dealt with the al-

presentative.for the district and was
a member of the Executive Council.

“It is not always,” said the learned
judge, “that such patronage as we
find to have -bgen vested in the re-
spondents ‘would have been ‘so fairly
exercised. Their honesty has not been
impugned, no dollar of the moneys
over which they assumed control ap-
pears to have been appropriated by
them io.other .than public objects and
purposes. . Practice and custom-it. was
alleged sanftioned their action in dis-
pensing the moneys of their old dis-
trict. But it. must be remembered it
was to change the old state and con-.
dition of things that our new laws
were adopted and that what was.the.
matter of prdctice or was customary
-before, must, if. opposed to the terms
of the: statute, .cease and determine
and be regarded as no longer permis-
sible under- the “express and prohibi-
tory terms of our laws.” “If the act
of the candidates affects, or is cal-
culated to affect- that freedom and
equality which should exist in rela-
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CENTRAL SHOW ROOM
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- naturally graceful”,
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will give ideal proportions without.any feeling: of restraint, and
the most critical observer wilk not:be-able to trace your grace-
fulness-and charm to-the skill of*Gossard artistry.

you can buy a genuine Gossard for
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any voter.having voted or refrain-’

stated that the section draws a dis-|

locations or appropriations of public'
moneys made by a candidate who,!
like ihe petitioner here, had been re-'

Our Stock of

CARRIAGES

and SULKYS

S

Are now open for inspection,
Y ou will find our prices the

®gE™ The Lowest in Town.

Martin-Royal Stor&g Hardware Co., Ltd.
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tion to the votes of the electors, it
comes within the operation of the
statute notwithstanding the innoc'ency
or ignorance of the party bs{ whom
it is committed.” “The allocating and
apportioning by candidates out of the
funds of the district immediately pre-
ceding the nomination of the candi-
dates” was in that case as in other
cases tried in' this Court held to be
a breach of the statute.

Conformably to the law laid down
in this Court in *he several election
cases heard and determined since the
passing of the Election Act we feel
compelled to hold that the allocations
made to and accepted by these par-
ties, namely, Stewart Parsons, Leon-
ard Parsons and Thomas Trickett are
in contravention of the Act and con-
sequntly that their -votes must he
regarded as bribed votes.

The conclusion we have arrived at
upon the recriminatory case of the
respondent is that under his second
ground of objection (non-residence)
three ballots, namely, those of Rob-
ert Peach, Charles Murray and Eben-
ezer Green, Jr., are invalid and that
upon his fourth ground of objection,
voters “guilty of bribery,”. five ballots
are invalid, namely, those cast by
Martin 'White, Thomas Rose, Stewart
Pafsons, Leonard Parsons and Thos.
Trickett. ‘Further, 'as 'the evidence
elicited ‘upon this . enquiry has dis-
closed.the fact that the bribery with
which Stewart Parsons, Leonard Par-
sons and Thomags Trickett are charg-:

by _ oner himself
we shall be prevented, if a majority

| B
18
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‘favor, from certifying that he
duly /elected.

of lawful votes should appear in his
was

ing places:—
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The S. S. SUSU will leave the wharf of Crosbie &
Co. at 10 a.m. Tuesday, June 1st, calling at the follow-

Catalina, Port Union, Greenspond, Valleyfield, Wes-
leyville, Lumsden, Musgrave Harbor, Ladle Cove, Car-
manville, Fredericton, Man Point, Gander Bay, Victoria
Cove, Horwood, Indian Islands, Seldom Come By, Tilt-
ing, Joe Batt’s Arm, Fogo, Change Islands.

For freight and passage apply to
CROSBIE & COMPANY,
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FRED. H. ELLIS & CO., Managers.
Freight will be received at 9 a.m, Saturday.
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Obituary.

afd Mrs. James Doyle, Casey Street,

son, Thomas, aged 21 years. He was
_the general favorite of the family and

beloved by every cne who knew him,

PRaibas e

A beloved one gone. The Angel]’
of Death has visited the home of Mr. {

and taken from them their beloved

which was testified by the many flord
[offerings and large attendance at ful
eral. s

é'allfomi.ajf Pears, soft and
‘juicy; Green and Red Grape
Grape Frmif, wholesale and re
tail at GLEESON’S; 108 Watef

Street.—feb13,1,s,tt




