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Controverted Elections .4 cts-Adja" rasents - Power of jssdqo
to change pltace of)scaiisg-Evitice of bribe)-y--Rc.spot-
sbilty for art-e of aicssis an.d sib-gens- Paymnt of ex-
penses of voc~'etsgDsitis7election, e-couais.

When a rule of Court bas becn grasstcd in pursuance of 34
Vie., cap. 3. sec. 14, appointissg- a place for the trial, net
within the Division, the election for whicls is in question,
the judge by wlson the petilion is being triesi has no
power to adjouro, for the fssrthcr hearing of tise cause,
froni the place usassued ins the Rle uf Court to a place
within such division.

Where a charge of brihery is only thse unicceptel offer of
a bribe, the evidence mnust be more exact tissu that re-
quired to provc a bribe actuaiiy ziveni or acccpted.

The Respoudentenutrusted about $700 to an agent for eler-
tion purposes witýotthaving sul, ýrs'ised tise expenditure.
Held: that tisis did not make liis 1)trson'slly a party
witbiu 34 Vict. cap. 3, sec. 46, to cve'yr illegai application
of the money l'y the agent, or by those who received
mnouey from hlmi. But if aver:,- e:: ,,essive sucs had been
se entrusted to tise agent, tise argument of a corrupt
purpose niight have bseen reason.ahlo.

When a candidate pute inoney iet tlue bande of bis agent,
and exercises no suspervisions o er the way in which the
agent is spendirsg tfiat ussoney, but usccrcdits and trusts
1dm, and leaves his the powver of spesîding the nîosîey
although he nsay have given di rectios that none of tise
mossey siîould be iunpruperiy sîsent, tisere is sueh itn
ageucy estahlisleu tisat tise u:aîdiclste is hiable to tise
fîshlest exteust, net uuniy for what that agent may do, but,
aise for wiîat ssii tise ipeolie wonî tbat agent empýloya
may do.

The l)ayment ef a voter's expenses.., in gatssg to tise polu
illegssl, as sucb, eveu thîsu,;i tise pa:ymsesît may îlot hIeý11ý
been sstendcd a~ s a1rilse.

The distribution of liquor on tise poiling uiay, with tise
objecet of prosn sti ng tise electioi tsof a c asîdidate, wili, eske
his election void.

Wben ail the accousts assd recorse cf ais election are isi-
tentioually destroy ed by tihe rvspondesst's ag-ent, vil
if the case be strippcd of ail ether cirsumsta:sces, tise
strongeet conclusionîs wili be sîrawnî agaist thse respon-
dent, ansi cvrry pressînption wiii lie smade agaiust the
iegaiity cf the acta eocueaied b.y susci cosîsisst.

Where britsery by au agenst is irsiesi, costs foliow the
event, evl thiosîgîs Isersonsi chbarges madie againet tie
respossdeut have net lsess proved, tisere isavinig been
no additional expens oceasioucd te tise resîsendent by
snch personai charges.

[Oweis Sousnd-- Sepi. 12, 13, 14, and NoN,.
7, 8, 1871-1Menal, i. C.]

Tise petition in this case was presented by
Alexander Hunier, a voter at the election,
againet thse returu of Abrahsamn William Lauder.

By virtue of a ruie of the Court Of Queen's
Bencb, the case came on for hearing at Owen
Soundi, a place not witbin tise electoral division,
in September, but owing to the absence of a
materiai witness was arljourned until Noveumber.
Upon the adjournment tbe question was raised
wlietben the presiding judge couli asijouru froni
Owen Sound to a place within the electoral divi-
sion, for the funtiser bearing of the case. But the
learuesi Vice-Chancellor decided tisat lie liai no
power to grant sncb au adjoumument, as by so
doing lie wonld in effect override a ruIe Of Court.

it was allegesi in the petition (amongst ailier
thînge) tisai corrupt practices withiu tise mean-
iug of section 46 of "lThe Conirovented Elec.
tions Act of 1871," Ô-4 Vic. cap. 3, bai been coin-

mitted by and with the knowledge and consent
of the respondent hiniseif, and also by bis agents.

The corrnpt practices with which ',%r. Lauder.
the respondent, was personally charged. were
direct offers of bribes. and treating meetings of
electors.

The offers of bribes were said to have been
made te one Alexasnder McKechnie and oe
James lstk. who were examined as witnesses.
The evidence of both was contradicted by 'Mr.
Lauder on bie own onili. MocKechnle bad ac-
tively supporteds the respondent at the previons
election for the -idinir, and Mr. Lausier seemesi
to have expected a like support froni lii at the
election now iii question. la this expectation
Mr. Laciler (according te MIcKechnie's evidence)
asked Isiru to "corne iet Our committee te-night,"
and adeiW, IIwe'l fssrni8b you with plenty of
means." McKechnie did flot go to the commait-
tee, anal di i net give Mr. Lauder bis support.
H1e deposed that hie considered Mr. Lauder's
observation Ilin the liglit of bribing " him.

James Black deposed that he had heard that
Mr. Lauder liii a large saim of money to spend
on the election; that he uspplied to Mr. Lauder
for some of it; that lie offered bo work, if' paid ;
andi that hie (the witness) ssaid thst moncv would
"ldo good " in bis section ; but lie also deposed
that Mr. Lauder would not give btim any money ;
said il would be illegal to do se, anad made hlun
no offer. The wituess added tisai Mr. Lssuder
told him to "lgo to Perry." He statesi that he
did go) te MIr. Perry, ani tisai NIr. Perry saisi
he lied no money. And it furtiser appeared that
the witness in fact get no money eiiher from Mr.
Lauder or from Mr. Perry. andi that he la con-
sequence voted for Mr. McFayden, the opposing
candidate.

As to tbe treating, it was proved that on vani-
Ous occasions Mni. Lauder expressly forbade al
tneating, as well ae everytbing else of an illegal

1 kind being doue to promote bis election. But
it appeanesi tisat on thse nomination day. at a
meeting held afier the nomination, in the Orange
Hall in tise village of Durham, nefresisments
were brouglit into the room by oue Woodland,

i and were partaken of by the pensons present.
Mr. LancIer deposed tisat 4e knew nothing of*
these refresbrnents before they wera brouglit in;
that he told the parties bringiug theni in to be
careful, and tisat ihey miglit be "Icoming too
nean the law." Hle further deposesi that he dii
not pay for these refreshments, ansi that ne ac-
count for tisem bai been rendered to bum.
There was no evidence to the contrairy of wisat
Mr. Lauder thus eleposed. Tisere waq, boweyer,
evidence that lie dud pay for nefresisments pro-
videsi for varins committees at thoin business
meetings. Tise central committes at Durhanm
consisted of &bout fine persous; tise local Coin-
mittees did not seeni to have respectively com-
prised so many. There was evideuce, also. that
on some other -occasions there was a general
treating of electors at tise close of public meet-
ings of electors, wisich Mn. Lauder liai been
adiressing, and while lie was in thse boume wbere
the treating took place. There wau no other
evidence of knowledge or consent. Que Thomas
Smithi uwone that after a meeting held at a
taven lu Egnemont, whicli meeting hai been
addressed by Mn. Lander, he had given a treat
for which he paid $5; that anme time aftcn the
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