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BLUCiiNER. v. CURRIE.

(P.eported by Mr. C. C. Robinson, Student-at.Law.)

38 Vict. c. 2, s. 3-A gancy-Appoitinesst of gab-agenta.

[Welland, May 17, 1875.-GwYNNu, J.

-In tliis case the respondent forwvarded sonie
books containing names of voturs to one .1. H.,
to put "into good liands to bu selected by him
for canvassinr. " Amoug otburs, J. H. gave one
of the books to B., wlio ivas founid guilty of cor-
rupt practices, under 32 V'ict. c. 21, s. 66.

James Miller, witli hirrn P. Mclarthy, ap-
peared for tbe petitioner.

J. G. Carrne, tise respondeut, appeared in
person, witli bitn Hardy and MfcClure.

GWYNNE, J., lield, that J. H. was au agent
of tise respoudeist, speciaily authorised to appoint
suh-agents, and that under sucli autliority lie
appointed B. a sub-ageut, and tliat the respon-
dent was responsibie for thie corrupt practices of
B., under tise provisionss of 36 Vict. c. 2, s. 3.

COURT 0F ERROR AND APPEAL.

(Reported by HENRY OnBRizE, Esq , Barrister-at-Law.)

HALro., ELECTION PETrsvîoX.

fIÂRRtis, Pet itib, v. BARREPR, P.,sputdett.

Before RiciiARDs, c. J., of Ontario, STRONO, J., BURTON,
J., aud PATTERSON, J.

Promise of a «,nics present "-Biibery-- l'efuable con-.
rie ratio%--Questiol5 offact in Appellate Cotirt a.

The respondent said to tise wife of a voter thst if site

would do what she could to prevent lier hnsband
trom voting, he would give ber a Ilnice presenit."

Bl d, That this was a promise of a s'alifeble cossîder-
atioss within the meaning of 32 Vict. cap. 21, sec.

Appellate Courts will not, except under special circum-
stanices, interfere with the finding of judges of court
of first instance as to questions of fact depending
on the veracity of witssesses and the credit to b.
given to tbem.

LSeptember 20, 1875.]

The case was heard at Milton, ou May 12th,
and l39th, hefore the learned Chief Justice o;
tihe Court of Error assd Appeal.

It appeared in uvidence tbat the respondent
and one McCrassey callud at tise bouse of
Nathan Robins to solicit lis vote. There
were present at the time Mr. and Mrs. Robin&
and their son.

Tise effeet of Mrs. Robins' evidence was that
respoudunt said to ber if site wouid keep her
husband at home from going to vote for Beaty,
be wouid do something for lier and give her a
nice presunt. Mrs. Robins said site would do
what shu could. Respondent put bis band on
lier shoulder and said, "lDo wliat you can and
keep your busband fsom tie election, and i wiii
make you a nice present." Nathan Robins
said, IlMr. Barber asked my missus wlietber
shte wouid try to get me not to go to the election,
or to get me to vote for bim, and lie would do
something for her. "

Tise son, Nathan Henry Robins, said, Il I
huard Mr. Barber say if site wouid kecp father
at borne or gut him to vote for him (Barber>, that
lie wou1l do sometising nicu for ber, or make ber
a isice preseut, or gut ber something nice, 1 arn
not sure wiicli; tliere was somutliing fie
about it, any way. "

The ruspoudent in lis examination denied
tliat bu liad offured Mrs. Robins anytliing. Me-
Craney said lie was presunt at the tirne of this
conversition, but tlhat lie liad huard notlsing of
any promsise being made to Mrs. Robins.

DRAPER, C.J., E. & A., in giving judgment,
considered that, in addition to tliuse statemunts
on oatb, ail the circumstances luad conclusively
to the opinion tbat the story told by Mr. and Mrs.
Robins and tlieir son, and ils -whicl tliey ail
agrued, was substautialiy true, notwithstanding
theu denial by tliu responduent, and lie gave judg-
ment in favour of the petitioner :the effect
bein,, to disqualify tise respoudunt.

From this decision theu respondent appealest to
tise Court of Error and Appeal, wlsun

Blake, Q. C. (Attorney. General for Dominion),
and Bethune appuared for appeilant,

James Beaty, Q. C., for putitioner.

October, 1875.]

Elec. Case.]


