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Ittended on the hustinga. During the poli
8 ewelî introduced a voter, eayiug ha, Seweli,
liad brouglit him down as a candidate, and
Sewell wus not calied ou to coutradict these
facts. Held, that 'agency was estsbhashed.

8 peaking, prominently on the huetinga in sup-
Port of a candidate, sud canvassing, on lis be-
hiaift coupied with offers of mouey, constitute
là Insu su agyent to the extent of proviug, corrupt
Practices: Lancaster case, 14 L. T. N. S. 276.

The pariiameutary practice of holding candi-
doltes civilly reaponsible for the acta of their
5 gaents, althouh the agents have exceeded the
imits of their power, resta on a better anti more

tatisfactory basis than is comumonly ascribed to
it. It is this :--It is a well knowu raie of law
5t il of equity that a person caunot taka the
adlvantaga of an act procured by andi founded ou
the fraud of another, although it is committed
bY that otlier as his agent without his know.
iedge, without beingr habla to loe that which
ho lias gained by such meaus, or to ha lu some
Other respect liable for the fraud : Barwick v.

Znglish Joint Stock Bank, L. R. 2 Ex. 259; Udel
v. Atherton, 7 H. & N. 172, as explaiued in
L. R. 2 Ex. 265 ; New Brunswick R. R. Co., y-
Colrnybare,,.9 H. L. 714. It would ha mani-
feaitly unjuat to the public that a candidate
*illould secure lis election by the corruption, or

Other ituproper means of bis agent ; sud wbile
taking, the benefit of the acte doue, repudiate
the exercice of thosa powera which the other s

bsganarai agent had used for bis bandit, sud
hn is business sud interest, aithougli the agent

*a not authorized to do these specific acta. The

Publieceaui have no relief in suchi a case, sud it
'8 the public whieh is most concerned, but hy
the invalidation of everything whichli as beau

*rOnngully acc )mplisIied by sudh meaus.
rl'ie agency wvbich I must determine to exist

Onot is this: Did the candidate authorize tha
Person whose couduot is impugued to act in his
bohalf t Or, did the candidat'e to some extent

Put himuseif iii the other's hiauds, or maka com-
t4Qcausa with him, in the election, sud for the

Pnrpose of prouuoting it ? And the means by
*hieh 1 mnust determine it, are by the evidenca
'Which was given bel ore mie tested by tha raies

oiection reports, sud sutficiently referred to in

thO eases which*l hava bt*fore mentioned.

Trhe person said to bave beau the petitiouer's
%gent i5 William Peters. It is better I Blxotid
Conisider sud dispose of this part of te case ha-

fui.e determiuing whether the set chargred egainst
]piters was an act doue corruptly or not, because
1hA4 niatter wouid possibiy require more con-

sideration than the one of agency;, and if it
sbould appear there was no sgency, it wili be-
corne unnecessary to, consider the nature of the

act doue by Peters in any way. As to the alieged
agency, Peters said in effect, that lie was
an inukeeper on the Victoria Road, and kept the

inn there before and at the tirne of the laet alec-
tion. There was a meeting at Ashby's house,
in the township of Carden, before the election.

Lt wag Caîneron's meeting. Witness thinks he

was chairman of the meeting. H-e took Cami-

erou's taide at the election andi at the meeting.
H1e opeued the meeting. 1-e said Cameron ws

there cauvassing for the e1ection. Did not know

who xnoved he should ba ehairman. He put up
some notices in hie house of that meeting, andh

he sent some by Ashby or by some of the neigli-

bours. The notices were sent to witness to be

distributed. Carneron put up at witness' inn

severai times when lie was in that part. Cameron

Caipe froni Ashby's meeting iu wituess' cutter,
snd put up at witness' inn that night. There

was no understauding that witness should be at

the meeting.* H-e was st the place of polling on

election day. He neyer asked a man that day

to vote on oiîe aide or the other. The following

is in hia own words. "'Two or three days be-

fore the election. I ssked Ashby if hae was going
to get up dinners for the votera. lie said ho

was not. H1e had doue it before, and people did
flot psy hirn, sud lie was a poor man sud couid
not do it for nothing. 1 told hirn het hiad batter
get up the dinners on account of the votera hsv-
ing to corne so far to vote, sud no place for thern

to get dinuer. Ha aaid he could not unleesssome

one wouid guarautea to psy for it, that at a

former time lie had given dinner to about eighty

sud some one wvent round with. a liat sud gath-

ered up $4.50, aud that wss ail lie got. I toid

him, if hae wouid get up the dinuers I would

guaranteeansd see himi paid for forty dinnera.

I asked what lie would charge spiece, sud he

said twenty-five cents. I said 1 would give him

twenty cents spiece. It was enougli, as 1 had to

psy it out of xuy own pocket. Ha would not

agrrea to, it for leas than twenty-five cents. 1

told hirn to get up the dinuers. 1 paid for the
40 dinners. ' 1 spoke
to Caineron about making sucli an arrangement
boefore speakiug to Asliby. He said lie could not

do it unlesa Macleunan and hae agreed to do it ;
that hae durst not do it ; we couid not inter-

fere in it ; that the law would not shlow it. 1
said the iaw muai ha very strict if it would not

aliow s nun to, get hie dinuer. I asked himi if

it wouid hurt the election if 1 paid for the din-

ners out of my own pucket. H1e said ha did ncmt


