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work on the brewvilh. tJartaT WeiVlet by tender, according to law, abd
s^ noLgiveii to the t-xisting ci.l/iftN.^. wlttioiit l.ndi-ri. That ip {bat case

il.e| would biife a b..tier flii,i, *« for obiniulng work for theniHolres and
^ their tjPBTOi, and that the re»|M)n(l«ftt would b*rvo mon- influence to cause

the work to b« .lone- bjr tenrlcr i^nn Dr. tibrin'tie, and would undoubtedly-
«lo KO. And Oonwtty di..l,.r«r that thin arKunient exercised a consider-
nhio influence over h Runiber ofloters in resiH-ct of tr«eit*otcs. Held •

-That these st.»tements'<Conwajr did not conslUute an^llegal Indues^
mvnt to vote for res(iond('nt. jDo.) .>, -. „ ^.

DotiimoM EtMTioH Act or i874.-Os^Vjooirwitn,contractoriandOoorffeVtoo<iwifi ^d
Hutton his nmnagert.em|.hoe.'lalmutlO«nien-on,.the canal; and George
<Ji)od*in and Mutton were active siippurtcrs oPther reHpondent.'Tbesc two

•

.
eanvAwd the men, and found that lUurgp nrnMlJ' "f 'hem inieoded to

.^
-,

vole for the respndent. On the everting In-fore the polling day, with the
5> „ *l'»'f»''»''»">°*'0'>«lwurvlhecUtrnctor, tl^y'told theToreinan totelltbe
- " ."'«" '" coraf to their work as jusuul^aud Ibeywould all be taken to th^

polls by. the teams without dirtlincllon, whether tbey voted for the pijtl-
"

. tio„ner or the respondent, and ^ brpughl litrnigltt.back again. And tbe
^ nien_were given to uudirsland Ibrtt if (bey Went and came straight back,

nothing would Im deducled.from their paV, without distinction as to tbe
mode in which they might, vote. This had been tl.» custom in all former

Jons us well municipal ns'iMwIiame./tary. Held :-That abstaining
from cBfrrging the men for their time was, under the circumstances, "

an act of corruption sutticient tuavoid the election. (Do;) 289
" :-Various cjmrges were made^allcging the intimida'tion' of perroiis
'•/ fmi'loyefl upon the OovJ-rnmenT^ork's, and the exercise of undii? influ-

ence Hi)dn them, bjr threats of dismissal to induce them to vote Itor the
rcspondebt. Held:-HThat the erjdonce in oupport of 'tJMM charges was
wholly in8ufflcient....i .......,..: :......?!,...'......' ......... -.

" :—On^nobinson,'a voter, who worked\underGoodwfai,-wa8 asked by Gwid,
win ififbe would go up with him to volt, to which ^e rei)lied that be would

*
I)fefci' not to do so; as be was a jKtormbn and had friends on the other side
who would be offended by his doing io, and he would therefore stay iiit

work. Goodwin assented, and left bini at work. After bis time had been "

"taken for the afternoon, one of Dr. Obr^tie's agents toming up, Robinson .

accorojanied him to the poll, ^nd votW, stating that he voteff for Dh
^.' Christie. ^Goodwin, meeting him on his, return with the petitioner's

,

- caavasser.^rijered him to„be dismissed, afid be was accordingly dismissed
from the* works* But

, tbe evidence
.
was confllcUng whether he was

,
dismissed bec^ugtr he VotiBd for the petitioner or because he had deceived

^ . his employft-, JjeM f-Thflf tbe Tfeiffht of evidence went to show that he^ wfts tIi''miBse<^>!ci|pe b« vote* against the respondent, and that his
dismissal wastfaerdM an act of intimidation avoiding the election
•(Do.).:,.. :ft..j;. ....: ,...^,

°

„ :—At one of the polls in Chatham, a certain, namber of persons hod their
ballots marked by tli^ deputy returning ofHcer, without having been made

. , to take tlie oathnhatthey could not themielves mark their ballots; some
\ ,ofi4hem' voting openly by causing their ballots to be marked in the room
•Cj^ wh»re several persons were besides tbe returning oflBcer and clerk, and

(Jt-r the represenjilfltM of the two candidates. But all these took place ih '

good. faitb^^^Sithout the voters baring been induced to act in that
way b°y ^o^aHKlieiit or lorrupt practice, on the part of the respondent's

.
agentsj-or of^he deputy returning officer. The voters appeared to act in
this way of their own will, and without having been asked or urged.to

. do so by any one, and the returning officer also appeared to hare acted in
good faith.

. Held (1):—The votei so taktn
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