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the question of Govier's agencY, but no e'vidence

of his agency was glven by the petitioners,
beyond his having paid for Burman smail suins

for services connected with the canvasa of Sir

Henry James. The learned jndge then contin.

ued as fohlows .- A prima fade case was made
»which certainly had an impeasion upon me,
viewing, in the iight of probabilities, the evi-

dence wisich from the character of the 'wituesses
-at least mRny of them-could not ba regarded

as thoroughiy reliable. Serjeant Bailantyne

did not propose to cati Rollings, perhaps fearing

daniaging disclosures, and I suggested his being

calied, and i think the truth has more fuiiy ap-

peared in consequence. For the respondent

were caiied hirnseif, Mr. Biron, Rolîings, Bur-
mais, Cornish (Collard, who contradicted Jane

Cox), ansd Turner. Sir Henry Jamps disprovedj

to rny entire satisfaction any agency by canvas-

sing on the part of Rollings, Turner, Stuckey,
and Goyier, and, so far as lise was concerxsed,
denied ail agency but that of Burman. liollings

contradicted Smith, emphaticaiiy stating that

the tixnber transaction was a pure business one,'
and that wisat hie had donce in furtiserance of
Sir Henry Jarnes's election was sponitaneous, and
hie showed tisat his evidence, iii the main, miight

be reiied on. Burman gave his evidence in a
singulariy candid and api)arentiy truthful man-.
ner, shrinking from no issquiry, exhibiting evi-

dences of veracity in incidentai matters, and
answering questionss agaissst Isimsif ; so tisat lie
was eitler a nsost triitiful.'witssess or a consuin.

mate actor, and iso hint or insinuation was made
- asto lis antecedlents. He denied Smith's story,
and stated that hie lad seen Itoilings but rareiy
during the election, and isad not empioyed lins

directiy or inidirectiy to promote Sir Henry
James's election. Tise case does isot depend on

the veracity of Smith and Itoliings further than
so far as the former directly contradiets Burman.
1 hesitate to decide between tlem, as tise state-
usents of Smith directiy implicating Burman
are entireiy uncorroborated. It is enougil to Say
that if 1 believe Bnrnian's evidence, ait agency
traced through him is dispiaced, and I do be-
lieve Burman's evidence, and cannot imagine
that such unassailable evidence is a piece of ac-

compiisied acting ; assd if it were, lie would not

be a man likeiy to put isaf in the power of
auch a mnan as Smnith for a very trifling consid.

ration. With regard to the cases of Turner,
.Stuckey, and Govier, I ans inclined to believe

Turner, thougi I regret that Stuckey and Govier

'werenot calied. I consider tiat neither they nor

Turner were proved to té agents for wbose acts the

respondent was responsibie. Govier was stated

by Burman to have assisted him as a volunteer
in paying some of the petty cash, but there was

no0 evidence, in my judgment, to fix him with

agency in promoting the election, even giving a

wide latitude to these relations. One other

point was urged mu'cl more in reply than in

opening the petitioflers case by Mr. Russell-

that the respondent and his agents, by having

mixed themselves with and avaiied themselves

of the aid of the meuibers of the Labour League,

were bound by their acts as by the acta of

agents. 1 do not find that any corrupt acta

charged were shown to have been committed by
the Labour League as a body or any representa-

tive of theirs, and 1 arn fnrther of opinion tint

neither the respondent nor Burman djd more

than not interfère with persona 'who were

assisting the candidate for reasons of their own.

Burman, it is true, paid a particular bill, in wlsidh

were soxue items which had been ordered by the

Taunton Working-men's' Liberal Association,

and 1 believe the stateient that hie was, up to

tise tiinie of lus cross-examination, ignorant of

havi'sg paîd them. 1 ans therefore of opinion

that the petitioners have failed to prove agency,
and that Sir Hlenry James wvas duly eiected, and
I shall report to tisat cifeet to the Speaker. Mr.

Marshallîs position was unassailabie, but that

of Mr. Brannan was open to observation with

reference to the pecuniary transaction with

Smiith and theI.-)l paid to Poole. Larn not

satisfied with tise way ini whsicls the evidence ha8

been got up. 1 exonierate Mr. Ellis, but no

doubt the sostco:nings arc owing( to the youth
anti iuexperiesîce of Nlr. Blake, who was respon-

sible for tise petition ; and, considering the

mnatter fully, I ans of opinion that there is

notling', to take the case ont of tise ordinary rule

tisat costs foliow tise event and shouid be paid

by tIe 1 setitiossers.

Sis RF Tiiu EXETER ELIECTION Pxvs'rîoN.

The Proceding,; upen an Election Petitios drop upon
the dissolution of Parliament.

[Solicitors' Jounal, January 27, 1874.)

This wvas an application with reference to the

Exeter Election Petition.

C'handos Leiq7s appeared for the petitioners.

petherarn for tihe respondents.

Cihandos Leigh said thsat the petition hadl

been appointed to be heard before Brarnweil, B.,

on the Srd of February, but the question had

now arisen as to what was the effect of -the

dissolution of Parliarnent. Untier the tircum-


