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treat he roceived $20 from MNr. Lauder ; that ho Privat bad dropped. Privat statpd that ho had
had paid the $5 at the time the treat was given, soine talk w ith the voters referred ta about their
and befure lie received the $20 ; and that the doine some ploughing for him.
treat was given on bis own responsibility, and Theo Vice -C hancell or considered that if tbiq
Mr. Lauder was no party to it * that Mr. Lauder part of bis ovidence were correct, the suggrestion
gave the $20 to pay for the use of the room in about ploughing wa3, like the dropping of the
which the meeting was hield, for lus (NIr. Lau- money, a colourablo pretonco by wbich it was
der's) own peràonal expenses at the tavern, and propo8ed to evaclo the law.
for refres3hments wbich had heen furnisbed for a Williain Scott, who solicitedl Privat to tako
comrnittee which. leld a meeting at the tavera part in the gctivp work of the electio'î, waq a
that evening. It was notshown that ',%r. Lindter member of the central committee. le 1,went
was aware that Smith had treated whien lie gave roundi t) thp diffdretit places andi hrouzlit iu re-
him the $20. Smith also swore that lie hall tomrs, sornetimes written and somnefiuei verbal.
*xpended more than $20 for refrcsbments for of how the othor committees were getting on."~
eommittee-men, for feed for their hot-ses, &C., NIr. Perry paid ont about $17f)9 (o)r thei pur-
in addition to the $5 paid for the troat. poses of the election, anI aftz'r the election

The corrupt practices suid to have been coin- ho claimed credit for that tmonat from NIm
mitted by Mr. Lauider's agents were cbieflY Lauder. Mr. Lauter allowe I awi sett!el $625
these : 1. bribery; 2 treating, meetings of elec- onybuobetdo hbancasnec-
taro; and 3. giving spiritvous drinks duming tho sarily spent (not, hoe siiil, as illegally spent), and
polling day. had not yet paid it. Perry swore that l flot-

lu regard to bribery, the principal instainces witbstanding, expected to be païd, thouzli lie had
proved were comiuitted by one George Privat. not yot received any promise to tii dt effect.
Privat was the principal caunvaslier for Mr. Lau- Lt appearel that the letters and ncclunt, ith
der in tluat part of the township of Normanby meference to the electio bcd hecii destrovod. Mr.
called the IlOld Stirvey." Privat was called on Lauler statoed that lhbid dt.strovod :-1l tha letters
by one William Scott canl one Charles Grant, writton to him, and bdt( kept no copies cet the let-
and was either asked to go on the commit tee (for ,tors written by him, iii which refemence was made
securing Mm. Lauder's election), or was told by to money mattors; cul Perry sworp that hoe htd
Scott that ho had been put on1 the committee. deatr6oe ll puipers connected with the election
The former wcs bis own recoliection, the latter about ton days after it took place, including a
'was Grant's rocollection of what hed occnrred. list of the members of the central committoe, a
He sent word to Durham hy these persons Ilthat record of their procoodings9, and au accourut ot
it would tako $100 to work up the Old SurveYy moneys expended. 1

In roply, hoe was told that s0 mucli could uot lie Lt 18 thoutlit unneces cary to state the evidence
given le was told also to go to one Moldaugli, on points involving no question of law, or no
whom ho knew. Ho went to Mo1ddcugh accord- question upon whicb the Vice-Chancellor in giv-
ingly, and àt Meddaugb's instance Mr. Perry ing judgment oxpressod an opinion.
gave him $50. Privat Ilwas not told what ho .iT K. Kerr appeared for the potitionor.
waa to do with tho money." but ho received it
"lto spond on tho eleetion" He went into the The Respondent appeared in person.
oanvass, and in the course of it lie committed MOWkv, V. C.-1 ftM satisfiod that nu case has
the alloged acte of bribery. beon made out againuit Mr. Latuder perçouually.

The alleged bribory was this: it appeared fromn With regard to the Oran.ge Hall meeting. the
hie own evidonco that after conversiuug with cor- woiglht of evidenco goos to show that it was a
tain named voters severftlly, a day or two before meeting of committees ; and besidos, rco refresh-
the election, lie dropped money for them on the monts for the meeting wero ordered or furnhhbed
ground, and thon walked away; that in each by Mm. Lauder, or paid for, or promi.,ed to lie
case ho moant this money to lie pickod upi by paid fer, by him. I do not think that rensonablo
the voter; that bis chief or only purpose in this refrealiments furnislied bouta fide to committees
wau to secure the voters' support for Mr. Lan- are illegal.
der; and that ho dmopped the money instecd of As to the alleged treating at Normanby, Smith'&
handing it to the voter, becauso hoe imagined evidence is unsatisfactory, but there is no gmnund
thst this indirect mode would enabie tho voter, for bolieving that Mr. Lauder kuew that Smith
if sworn, to say that ho bcd received no money had treatod when lie gave him the nîoney.
Msfddaugh, to whom ho referred Privat as to The case of MeKeclinie, as statod by himself,

money, wcs9 another member of the central eom- is not sufficient to prove Mr. Laudcr guilty.
maittee. Perry. who gave Privat the money, waa MoKechruie- atatos that 'Mr. Lauder scid, l'conte
a distaot relation of Mr. Lauder's; ho was the over to our committeo to-night. and youI shall b.
Uoretary of the central committee ; kept ail furnished with plenty of means,"' and McKechniel
ascounts; was the treasurer for the conteê4t, and swears that ho considered this an offer of a bribe
reooived from Mr. Lauder, and disbursed moat of to him. Ho did not go to the meeting. and no,,
the funda which Mr. Lauder from time to time other conversation on this point took place. Now,
Supplied for the purposes otf the election. where the charge is only the unaccepted offer of a%
Mr. Lauder stated in bis evidence that ho bribe. the evidence muet lie more exact thuin is re-
had Ilrefuued to have anything to do with oom- quired to pro ve a bribe actuall[y given or accopted.
Iflittees." The only instructions which ho ap- A very littie difféence in tho language employed
Peared to have givon with reforenco to the might make a grest difforence lu the intention
Ozpenditure of the money were those implied in of the supposed offer. Where a conversation is.

lUs forbidding any troating, hiring of toams, or not followed by the act spoken of, wo are flot,
PaViigfor votes. Two of these votera were exam- unnecessamily, to presume a b%4l intentilfi. In
ined, and provod the finding of the money whi.h au election, means are required for legitinuats
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