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Cardon poli at the election, and in taking to

the smre lace a amail quaiitity of whuskey for

the use of the voters of the petitioner.

4. Whether, if William Peters ivas to be

considened the agent of tlie petitioner, the acts

of Peters were acts of treating, or bribery

and corruption within the mieaning of the

statute. If Peters wcre the agent of the peti-

tioner, and if the act of Peters as to the dinners

was treating %vithin tlie provisions of the statute,

thon sucli a uuber of votes mnust bo taken fi-om

the poil of the petitioner that the sitting mem-

ber would bt- left greatly in the majority,

uotwitligt.iniig aIl other additions which the

petitioner could mnako to his poli, and he would

ho entitled to retain bis seat.

The following wvas the argument on the two

iast ponints:
Mfaclenitan, Q.C. (the respondent).

TFli majority iu niy favour is said to be only

tliroe, and supposing that te resuit of the sera-

tiny is against mie by a few votes, it is clear the

election was whol.ly void, becatiie as many as

fifteen or sixteen persons who were daly quali-

fied ta vote, and w ho had endeavoured to vote,

hadl been dcprived of the power of votiug, and

had been preventedl from votir.g by the omission

of their naines froin the copies of the voters,

lista farnished to the deputies. If these men

hall voted, the resait înigit have beau different.

It could itot be said how they would have voted,

becase until the ballot is marked a moan may

change bis mimd, and lie may vote, and the

ballot art is for the parpose of enabling 1dm, if

lie think fit. to vote cointrary to lis exprcssed

intention. The votes cannot now be a-Ided, and

the resait is the disfranchisenient of a salcient

nuinher of electors to tarti the scale. To bold

othorwise wouid be to put the election in the

power of the Rotturninig Officer or the Clerk of

the Peace : Sec Wordsworth on Elections,

27 ; Heywood's Cases, 611.

Peter& aut was illegal, and a înisdemeanouî

under sections 87 and 90 of the Election Act,

and was a corrupt practice which affected Mr,

Camneron under 3ectioff
9 4. There ivas no ob

as to the facta. Peters farnished dinners at thi

poliing place for 40 electors at bis own expense

and the only question was wliethen that hl

been doue corruptlly. The judgez iii Engiani

had decided that corptiy meant "'with tIi

motive or intention of affecting the electior

not necessanily going as far as bribery" : Lau7

esion czge, 30 L. T. N. î3., 831. N

other motive couid be imagined bore. 1 l

time, the place, ail the cincanristances favoure

the oonnapt nîoti%e. Peters admitted that man

of the electors were strangers to him. lHe en,

an active partizan, had dont ail lie could for Mr.

Caineron in the election, was chairman of an

election meeting called by Mr. Cameron at thu'

very poliing place, had spoken there, drove Mr.

Caimeron home to bis hotel afterwards, and onl

the ivay discussed the propriety of those veen

dinners. The discussion ivas renewed ou a sub-

sequent occasion, wlien, on Mr. Cameron sayiiig

that lie (Mn. Camneron) could be no party to it,

Peters propoaed to do it at his own expense.

Mr. Cameon toîlI him lie could not prevent

hi., but eliid not want him to do it, and would

rather lie did not do iL. Ail this, clearlY

showed that both Mr. Cameron and Peters con-

sidered it a inatter relating to the election, anid

the doing or not doinc of wvhieh miAit affect it

favourably or otlierwise. On the election dal

Peters was on the ground early and distributed

his dinner tickets throngh a firiend who kneWr

the electors. It is not oniy dlean the motive

was to affect the election, but it must have dons

'Io in fact. Tiere were in Ii 112 votera polied

thene- 49 for Cameron and 63 for Maclennafl.

It is plain that the distribution of these tickets

muet have tended to make Mr. Cameron pol ular,

and to create a favourable impression towands

him. Besides, Peters carried thiere several bat-

th.ès of liquor which wene consumed amonig thé

electons, and there is evidence of canvassing at

ieast one voter over a glas@ of wiskey. ThO

corrupt character of the aut is tiierefore plain

and the stgency of Peters is equaliy clear. li9

presidiing and speaking at the election mp-etilpg

called by IMr. Cameron, sud. at which hie WO$

present, would alone be suflcient to establitbl

the agency, per Justice Kê.ogh, Gai W&Y

(curty) case, 2 O. & H. 54, 1872. But lier@

there were othor circumstauces of thp strongei

kind, especialiy the repeated discussion Withl

the candidate of the expediency and p: opriety Of

the very act complained of as an election mOve'

IL was in fact a counsel taken between thei1, 0

to a means of prornoting the election. 'b

resuit of the decisions oni the suh.ject of tel

i-i, that an agent is a person exerting hii1 self io

the election with the knowiedge aud apprOvY'

of the candidate, and the resuit is that Peter#

was an agent for whose acte, to tue citent 0'

3. disqualifying him froin taking the seat, bf

e Camenon was responisible.

19 The act of Mr. Petens bas, however, ojiotbeJ

t- very important bearing utuier section 73; Etot

o must be taketi fronai Mr. Camneron for e'ery 0

le of the party who got bis dinner free of 'h5r

ýdby niesus of the tickets issued by l'eters.

y section provides that one vote must be stiOa 0


