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IHTHonally and l.y his a^.-nts, hef,.,,. durin^r and aft.-r the
H.-ct.on un.lty ofeormpt practicvs, as .letiiied l.y the Con-
mvert^Ml Elections Act of I,S71 and the Khrtions Act of
iHJ.i. wheiehy the naid election had hecoine void MrBethune opened the cane very l.,ieriy, statin^, that it w«h
nuiM.as.l,h. lor h.ni to explain what pa.tieular facts he
expected to prove l.y the diHeient «itnesses he shonid
c-all Ihey all. or nearly all, l.eloncr,.d to the opposite
party and ,t would have l„.,.„ nseless to apply t!, the,.,
tor .n on„at,on. He eonid only say that he'hoped topmve that there wei-e c..,Tnpt p.actices. as deHned l.v thesU ute. and that they were co„„,.itte.l l.y or nnde'r theauthonty of the respondent or hy his a^^nts. for whoso
acts. ,„ hi.He ,vspe(.ts, I,,, was answeml.le

; that he fully
expected that he should prove that the .espi.i.dent was
put torwa,.l as a candidate hy the Liheral-Coiiservative
Assoc,at,on ,n the City of To,-onto. on the understanding,
hat he was to l,e put to no expense, and that he placed

>-».Helt in their hands, therel.y constituting all its
n.en.he,-s who took pa.t in the election as his agents and
1" suppo,-tot thisasse,tio„ he ,ead a pa.-t of the respon.l-
onts depos.t,on. The t,ial laste.l pa,-t of two days,
•luring winch Hfty-hve witn.>sses were exai.iine.l.

'

I
adjounied rather earlier than I had intended, as there wasone w. ness. whose proUhle inipoi-tance to the petitioner
ad only he. .,• apparent hy the testimony given <luring

the h,>,t day; and I thought it better, undei-standing thatno witnesses would te called for the defence, thivt theestunony m support of the petition should be completed
betore Mr. Bethune summed up.
At the close of this witness's examination. Mr. Bethune

t'aine i i r/ ?r
'''"*'" "* ^'''^'^'y ^'^^ ^''''g'^ther unsns-tamed and that he -nust rest the case upon the allegation

ottreating. Three cases of treating during the election hadb en pi-oved. Two of them he would not press, as the fact
that the parties who gave the li,,uor were agents of the
respondent was not established

; but he contended that the
case of Mr. John A. Macdonell was different. There was no


