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some five minute~ afterwards taking the third voter into his barn, where hie
gave hin two or three drinks out of the boule, andi urgeti him to vote for the
candidate with hlm. It did not appear that the latter saw C. talc. out the
bottle, or knew it was in the wagon. The cantiidate having been elected a
petition was filed againat his return, and he was unseateti on the '.;harge of
corrupt treating by C., and acquitteti on ail other charges.

He.d, that the act of C. in giving liquor to the voter in the barn andi urg-
ing him to support his candidate, was corrupt treating under the Elections Act,

C. was a memnber af a political association for a place wîthin the electorat
district supparting tht candidate elected. There was na restriction on the mcm.

* . bers af the association ta b. confineti in their work ta the limita of the place for
which it was formed, and the candidate admitteti on the trial of the petition
that hie expecteti them ta do the hest they could for him generally.

Hold, that the members were agents ai their candidate throughout tht
* whole district, anti C. was therefore'his agent.

Thaugh the only act ai corruption ai which the sitting mnember was found
giilty was trivial anti unimportant in character, he was not entitled ta the
benefit af 54 & 55 Vict., c. 20, S. 19, as he hiait not useti every means ta secure
a pure election. There were circumrstances attending the commission oi the
carrupt act by C. which shoulti have arouseti his suspicions, anti he shoulti

* have cautioneti C. againat the commission ai the act. Not having donc so lie
had not brouglit himeeli within the terms of the above Act.

Appeal dismisseti with costs.
McfCarthy, Q.C., anti Stewart, Q.C., for the appellant.
Peters, Q.C., Atty.-Gen. ai P.E. I., for the respondent.
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KiNG v. ROCHE.

Apea-Preliminzry objectïom.-R.S.C., c. 9, ss. i2, ,5o"Dismisçt ofot~tition

A petition under the Contraverteti Elections Act (R.S.C., c. 9) against the
return ai the respondent at the electian for the House af Cammons on June
23rd, 1896, was serveti on July 3ath, anti in September the petitioner was ex-
amineti under s. 14 af tht Act. Notice ai motion was afterwards gîven ta
strike the petitian off tht files of tht Court on tht ground that tht affidavit af
the petitioner was taise, jt having appeareti from his examination that he hati
no knowledge ai tht truth or otherwise ai the matters sworn to in the
affidiavit. The jutige wha hearti tht motion dismisseti k, holding that the
niatter shaulti have cone up on preliminary objections fileti under S. 12 af the
act. His jutigment was reverseti by the fuil Court, anti the petition struck off.

Held, that the Court hati no jurisdîction ta entertain an appeal framn this
decision. That an appeal only lits tram a decision on a preliminary
objection (s. 5o), and that meancs a prtliminary objection filed, under s. 12
w;thin five tiays from the date af service of tht petition.

Appeal quasheti with comts.
Howell, Q.C., anti CA>t.r, Q.C., for the appellant.
Tu/jr, Q.C., for the rempondent.


