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time, the property being assessed in both conduct during the late parliament. His lord-
naines, the learned C bief Justice held that ship in delivering judgment said: " lUnder the
the son worked the place inerely for the 61st section of the Act of 1868, 1 should bave
support of the famlly, and bis own expected bad little doubt in deciding tbat the oniy con.
possession under bis father's will, and that ho sequences under that statute would bave been
was not entitled to vote. the penalty of $100. The late Act, however,

In the, Brockville glection, Case the learned bas raised a question as to whether this cornes
Chief Justice of tbe Cornmon Pleas beld, tbat under the bead of a corrupt practice, as being
where there was an agreement between the an illegal and probibited act in reference to
fatber and tbe son that the son should have one- elections. If it cornes under that description,
third of tbe crops as bis own, and sucb agree- it net only avoids the election, but rendors tbe
ment was b~ond .fide carried out, the son was candidate liable to the grievous porsonal dis.
entitled to vote. abilities set forth in tbe Act, for the period of

Again in another case the saine ]earnodjudge eigbt years. If the case before me turned
held, that where, for some turne past, the upon tbe naked question. wbether tbe matter
owner bad given up tbe ontire management prohibited by section 61 was under the pres-
of tbe farra to bis son, retaining bis right teonet law as to corrupt practices. witb ail its
be supported froin tbe produce of the place, beavy cousequences, 1 sheuld reserve the legal
the son dealing witb the crops as bis own and point for the consideration of the court ; but,
disposing of thein to bis owni use-the vote for tbe purposes orftbis case, 1 shall treat it as
was gooct. sucb, subject to the modification tbat 1 tbink

Tbe saine learned judge aise determined by ail fair miles cf statutabie construction, 1
that wbere a jury would on the evidence be am bound to bold that the evidence mnust
warranted in finding that the creps (say in tbe satisfy me that wbat was done, was donc cor-
year preceding the hast assessrnont) Nvore the ruptly. Wben the statute says the candidate
property cf the voter, the vote wouid be good. shall not do a tbing with jutent to prernote

STbe goneral principle guiding these decisions bis election, I thinkz it must mean sometbing

secins to bave been that wbere tbe agreement beyond the literai meauing cf the words. If
hetween the father and tbe son was as te a he contemplates beiug a candidate, every step

sbare cf tbe crcps, the sou sbeuld bave ho takes, the issuing of handbills, canvassing
au actual existing interest in the crops grow- cf electors, the more act cf, travelling te any
ing aud grown, and a power cf disposition giveni point, and a hundrod other tbings, may

over the wbole or a portion cf thein, toenotitie iiteraily bo said te ho doue with intont to

hum te a vote. premete bis election. When, thorefore, a

And in these cases where tbe agroernent charge like the present is made, 1l think the
was as te the farm itself or a portion cf it, evidenco must satisfy the judgo, bcyondl

the son sbeuld bave an occupation, whethor r&asonable deubt, that the giving, cf the enter-
as tenant or otberwise, distinct frein the father taininent was intendod directiy te influence
.and independent cf hum, iu order to entitle the clectors, and te produce an efl'ect upon tbe

hum. te a vote. electors. If net se, why were these werds

Iu the Clengarry Caose, befoe Hlagarty, C.J. introduced ? They are quito useless, if it was

it was alleged, inter «lia, in the petition, that intendefi te prohibit the more giving cf enter-

tbat the respen dent bad been gui]lty cf treating tainineut te a meeting of electors, absointely

contrary te 32 Vie. cap. 21, sec. 61. without reference te the givor's intention and

It was shewvn in evideuce, that thc respon- design in the act cf giviug. lu short, if tbe

dent had represented the same constituency legislature make it a corrupt practice te give

during the hast parliarnent: that hoe was a mnu entertaininent with intent te prenieto bis edec-

of liberal habits; tbat be bad on twc occasions tien, it must, in rny jndgment, compel a de-

after addressing a meeting cf electors and cisien that the intent te promete must be a

ýothers, treated ail persons present te liquor u corrupt intent, in the legal sense of tbe terin

that at the turne that ho se addressed the as bereinafter expiained. 1 arn dealing with

meetings ho had nlot determined te stand again a statute avewedly in its preamble ainied at

for the censtitueucy ; and that bis object in corrupt practicos, which Act at the saie tiîue

,addressing the meetings was, te explain bis pointediy omits ail mention cf treating frein
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