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canvassing the town, or ap)eaking on one aide or

the other, stili we could îîot say that tii. can-

didate shonld be unseated on tbat account.
Every bit of canvassing and acting for a candi-

date is evidence to show agency--but the result

cannot depend on any precise rule that 1 could
define." 1). 120. The ncts in question iii

the case just referred to werc one Harrison,

who Iîad. a number of workîneîî in bis employ-

ment, gave a breakfast to tbern on tixe morning

of the poli ;hle expa-cted about 40, but about

70 came ; lie told the mexi that they conld

bring their friends with thern. Ha ordered a

break and tbree oninibuses on the polling day
n d ovesone to the poli, rernaining on the

box while they went into the polling booth.

Hie was a Liberal. Thiere were several Cùnser-

votive voters arnong his guesta. Ha sworc the

breakfast was not given to influence the votera.

He ivas not on the Liberal cominittee. 11e

attanded the comînittee room once or twvjce to

anake inquiries. He received a book from the

clerk of the Liberal cormîttee containing the
naines of bis3 men who were votera. He
accoinîanied Mr. Bosley (an acknowledged agent

of the candidate> once or twice wlien lie was

canvass-ing. He reccived lctters fromn the Liberal

candidate thaîxking i,îx for the ser vices hie had

rendered at the, election. He said hie actei only

as a voluixteer. He took three sets of votera to

tbe 1,011 and afterwards drovc tiern to bis biouse.
His bouse w'.7d clear by one o'ciock. l3odenharn,
an agent of the candidates, asked Harrison to
canvass two named votera, wbicli lie diii. The

invitation to breakfast waa to everybody,
and to everybody*s friends ; it wasto the whole
town. and everybody that, liked to corne was to

corne. Edwards, the cominittee clerk, iinvited
people there and b)rougbit thern up. So did

Williams, RZowlands, Lloyd, and probabiy others

wlbo were committee mcen did tic like. The

Judge. tben said, 1'I do rot say that any one

of tixese things woiild .satisfy me tîtit Harr-ison

waa an agent. raking siînply the fact tbat lie

gave tliis breakfast, or mcrely that lie had

gone with Mr. Bosley to carivass, I do not say

that that would satisfy me, tbougb it goeu
strongly to prove it ; nor would the fact tbat

Bosley bad spoken of bim afteîwurds as baving

done aîict good service ; nor yet do I say thât

the fact that W'illiams, a committea mani,
brought peopule to the breakfast would satisfy

me ; nor vet that EdIwàtlds, wbo bad been cm-

ployed about those railway meii to sorne extent,
broughit peoîî!e up to the breakfat ; nor yet

that Lloyd was there ; nor yet tbat Davis was

there. No on e of tixese thiug, by itself, satisiea

mue tîxat Harrison's breakfast was onîe for wbieh
the party are to be considered responsible ; yet,
taking thern altogether, a ixumber of little

piecca of evidence, de pi-oduce an effect on nul
mind wlîich leada me to aay that, accordiîîg tO

the usual mIles in parliamentary, inattera, thai
tlîis, wbieb is certaiîîly an aet of corruption, is

sa closely bronght bomne to tha agents and

puciaoîia un authîority as to constituta tliem ac-

cessories to it, and for wlîicb the candidates

ou-lit to be responsible. 1 cannot coane to

any other conclusion than tlîat this act is one

whlich avoids the election."

There is one other case to ivbicb 1 shall refe?

for the langu-age of tbe JudIge-tl» Tauno%0

case, 30 L. T. N. S. 125. Grove, J., said :
"'I arn of opinion that to establisx ageîic7

for which the candidlate would be respoîxaibli

hae must be provcd to have by liiînsclf, or by

lis autborized agent, ernployed the persans

wbose conduct is impugîîed to act iii biit
behalf, or have, to some extent, put lîirnelf

in their hands, or to bave mnade eommon caus@

with thern. Ail these, or either of tîxese, fol
the purpose of promoting bis election. Mers

non-interference witlî par-ties wlîo, feelinîg an

intereat in the succeas of the canîdidate, is noi

suflicieit; in my judgmcnt to saddle the canîdi-

date with any unlawful acta of wbicb tiie tri-

bunal is satisfied ibe or lus autlîorized agent is
igniorant. "

la tbe »1 estbury case, 20 L. T. N. S. 24o

Willes, J.,.said :" If 1 finid a person'a nain#

on a committee froni thxe b-ginning, that het

attended meetings of it, tlîat hae also canvai'
sad, that bis caLlvass was recognizad, 1 must re-

quira considerable arIgument to satisfy me thae
lie was not; an agent withiu tue meaîîing, of the

Act." Iu the saine case, 10O. & H. 48, it la asO
said, that autlîority to canvasa certain workrnef
would not be an authority to caxîvasa beyolld
those workmen. Wiih respect to anythli
douie as to votera other than those worknîien, ii

miglit very well be said îlîat; was no agency, bI

witii the scope of the authority to aet as aget

there was quite as atrongr a responsibiiity oui th&

part of the candidate, as tbere would ha in thl
case of a general. authority to canvasa.

Iu the Penryn case, C. & D. 6 1, one Sewell, On1
the autbority of resolutions Passed at a ineetiVg

in the borougli, went to London and broiight

down the sitting, member as a canîdidate. 'l'h
two attended a meeting togpether, goiîîg there io

cornpany. Sewell was appointed chairmanib

the. conîpany present. lt wras a meeting of tbe

aitting, iirnec's frienda. Scwcll accompaDied

the nieinber generxilly on bis canvasà, and i
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