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somerimes takes the formi of a broad hint,1
that the candidate is flot to, know anything
of money expenditure. Everybody knowsi
that wvho lias had any experience in elec-
tioneering mechanics. Now amaiîwbo puts
into the hands of bis committee tens of
thousands of dollars, or perinits them to
draw on bim to that extent, cannot but
knoiw in îvbat channels bis wealth is flowv-
ing. Notvithstanding this, hie mnay appear
in the îvitness-box and sivear that hie knewv
nothing of the bribery committed by his
agents-svear it îvith unrufled countenance,
and with no risk of incurring the legal pen-
alties attaching, to perjury. %Ve say kegal,
for morality may be left ont of the reckoning
here. What, wve should like to ask, is the
use of a laNv throughi ihich the merest tyro
in the art may drive a coach and six?

lIt is, of course, difficuit to pronouince îvith
confidence upon a decision for îvhich no
adequate reasons are assigned ; but the
absence of such reasons affords a presump-
tion at least that the decision is indefensible.
The refusai of the Clerk of the Crown in
Cbancery to permit a scrutiriy of the ballot-
papers nsed in the recent Montrral election,
is a case in point. At the last general elec-
tion, Mr. Frederick Mackenzie w'as returned
for the constituency by a majority of nearly
four hnndred. Hewias unseated for bribery
by his agents, presented himself for re-elec-
tion, and ivas returned by a majority of five
or six. The corruption at the first election
%vas of the most unblushing character. Many
thousands of dollars wvere spent, the major
part being the nioneys of Mr. Mackenzie's
firni. 0f course, it is arnong the possibili-
ties that the candidate -vas not cognizant of
the bribery. As we have already remarked, it
would have been contrary to established
usage if hie had ; at any rate, as the Judge
absolved hini, we have nothing to say up-
on that bead. The diminished :majority,
which came within a littie of being trans-
muted into a minority, may be variously ac-
counted for. Either the electors were de-

termined to express their views on bribery,
as honest men should do, or they were
offended because their paînis were flot re-
greased, as rogues will be. An additionàl
cause, however, of another sort, mnay be
traced in the recognized ability and general
popularity of the Opposition candidate, Mr.
Thomas White. lit was flot likely that the
defeated candidate would rest content wvith
the announcement of the bare numbers by
the returnîng officer, îvho wvas presumably
a friend of the Government. By Act of
Parliament, a scrutiny of the ballot-papers is
perniitted under certain circunistances, and,
in this case, Judge ]leaudry, and subse-
qnently Judge Berthelot, decided that Mr.
White was -entitled to sucb a scrutiny.
Armed îvithi the judicial order, Mr. White
and his counsel repaîred to OttaNva and
presented it to, Mr. Pope, the Clerk of
the Crown. This gentleman, after con-
sulting M. Fournier, the Minister of .Jus.
tice, refused to obey the order and permit
the scrutiny. We have no hesitation in
stigmatizing this as an outrageons exercise
of arbitrary powver, for which no adequate
defence, or even excuse, can be offered. If
a safe-guard provided by lawv against- fraud be
taken awvay because it niight make for an
opponent, we are on the higb-road to the re-
publican achievement of ballot-box stuffing.
It bias been stated by Ilthose %vho know,"
that Mr. White would be found entitled to
the seat on a scrutiny. This may or may
not be so, and is, after ail, nothing to the
purpose. Mr. White is wvronged as a candi-
date when a right to which lie lias a legal
claim, is denied him; and the constituency
is wronged because, for years to corne, it
may be misrepresented by a candidate
elected by the minority. Lt would be
curions to learn from M. Fournier what
advice hie wonld have given had Mr. White
been elected by a majority of half a dozen,
and Mr. Mackenzie had sought a scrutiny
from Mr. Pope. We presume that the Minis-
ter of justice is quite safe in disregarding


