
corruptly offeied and paid $5 to indure a voter
to refrain fromn votîng. The evidence showed
that H. was in the habit of assisting this particu-
lar voter, and that being told by the voter that
he contemplated going away fromn homne on a
visit a few days before the election and being
away on election day, promnised imii $5 towards
paying his expenses. Shiortly after thc voter
went to the bouse of Il. to borrow a coat for bis
journey, and ll.'s brother gave hinm $5. Hie
went away, andl was absent on election day.

i/ea'; that the offer and paymcent of the $5
formed one transaction and constîtuted a corrupt
practice under the Election Act.

'l'le proof of H.'s agency relied on by the
petitioner was that lie hiac been active on behaif
of the sane candidate at forînerelections ; thathe
had attended a commiiittee meeting helcion behalf
of the candidate and took, part in going over the
Iist of voters, and that lie acted as scrutineer in
the election in qjuestion. It was als() shown that
there was no regular organization of the party
at the election, but the candidate had addressed
a mass meeting of the electors aln( state(l tlhat
hie placed his interests iii their hands. 1 t was
contended that every mem-ber of the party was
therefore constituted bis agent.

Hefl, affirmning the judgmnent of the trial
J u(ge, Ritchie, C.J., dissenting, and Taschereau
J., hesitantethat the agency of fi. %vas sufficientix'
established to make the candidate liable fo.- is
acts, and the candidate xvas rig hitly unseateci for-
bribery by H.

Appeal dismissed with costs.
Ay/esworî/l for appellant.
.VlIcGar/hiy, Q.C., for respondent.

CHAGNON v1. NORMAND.
AbpPea/-JIurisdclion- Sii5rellzc Court Act, sec.

-29 (b)-IFiua' ri4his- (.jucb'c 1'/c/ioni Act
--A c/ion for Penalties for brîbr- 1,,flèc1 jýf

ju<t /fleft -Dsquaifi ca/ion.
By Art. 414 of the Revised Statutes of Queb)ec,

any person guilty of bribery at a provincial
election is liable to a penalty Of $2oo for each
offence for which any person may sue.

I3 y Art. 429, any person convicted on in-
dictment of such bribery is disqualified for seven
years from being a candidate at an) election or
holding office under the Crowvn.

iA. brought an action for briberyunderArt.,414
against C., in which penalties to the extent of
$400 were imposed on C. The Court of Queen's
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Bencli affirmed the judgment imnposing suci
penalties and C. sought to appeal to the Suprenfie
Court of Canada. On motion to quash the
alppeal for want of jurisdiction,

11e/a', that even if the judgment imposing
penalties had the effect of disqualîfying C. as i
lie had been convicted under Art. 429, no appeal
woulcl lie. 'l'le only ground of jurisdictiol
wonld lie that future rights would be affected by
the judgment, b)ut under sec. 29 (b) of the Su-
preme CourtAct the future rights must be affected
l)y thie matter actually in controversy and not by
soniething collateral thereto.

S'<'nb/, that the judg tuent would not have the
effect of So (lisqualifying C.

Appeal quashed, xîth costs.
J. J. Gonnu//y for respondent.
C/zristoj5lzcr R~obinso, Q.C., for appellant.

1-I01) 7,. SANGSTJER.

A clion f>)r partition ana' licita/ion ofprooently-
I>atncsl,25 >lantfts in/cresi lessth

$2,0< -o! ppalalc <>.S. .eh. 15,set'.

29.

Anr action was instituted by the respondett
against the appellant for the partition and licita-
tion of a cheese factory, etc., in order that the
1 )roceeds mîighit be divided according to the
i ghts of the parties who bad carried on busines 5

as partners. 'l'ite ju(lgmnent appealed froi11
or(lered the licitation of the factory and it5
appurtenances. On a motion to quashi the appeal
by the respondent on the grotind that the matter
in controversy "'as under $2,oooc, the appellatt
in ansver to the respondent's affidavit filed
an<ther affidavit showing that the total value Of
tîme l)roperty was $3,ooo, but it being admitted
that the respondents (plaintiff) claimied but 011"
haîf interest in the property, it was

lc/a, that the 'natter in controversy and
claimed by the respondent not amounting to
the sumn or value Of $2,o0o, the appeal should be
quashed with costs.

Appeal quashed with costs.
D)uclosr for respondent.
MVacLennan, contra.

MONTREAI, STREET RAILWAY Co. v. RITCH1IF-
Injunction -- jIÉ Vici., ch. 14 sec. 4, P. Q. -- A cliO$

for damages- Want o! Probable cause-Da"
ages other than cos/s.

Where a registered shareholder of a comPa1y

February1, 1890.


