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winning by corruption ; he is content to sharE
the spoils of victory and ask no questions. Lxivery truth, nobody really looks upon it as à
crime or upon a man who gives or takes àbribe as he views a thief. Everybody wouldprefer to, win an election by honest means,but lie would prefer to win by bribery rather
than be beaten. Nothing but fear of thEpenalties really operates to deter, and even
they go r.o further than to introduce morecontrivance and caution in the conduct of thebusiness. Whatever reduces the risk of dis-
covery enormously increases the temptation
alike to give and to take bribes.

It is scarcely denied that the ballot makesbribery comparatively easy and safe; but itsadvocates contend that, though it will notmake men less willing to titke bribes, it ivilimake them less ready to offer bribes, becausethey cannot secure the fulfilment of the cor-
rupt contract. Voters, it is said, will accept
bribes from ail, and promise ail, and eau onlygive to one; a man who will take a bribe willflot hesitate to break bis promise. This argu-
ment, however, assumes much that is not truein fact. The truth 18, as our readers verywell know, th e great majority of the voterswho take bribes perform their contracts faith-
fully. There is a strange point of honour
among electors in this matter. They do notlook upon the taking of a bribe as a moral,but only as a legal, offence; in their estima-
tion there is nothing wrong in it, and it isonly a question ot safety froni penalty. They
tbink it very wrong to break a promise, andflot one in twenty of tiiose who accept a bribewithout shame and without the most severepricking of conscffnce vote otherwise thanthey had agreed to vote for the consideration
given.

Lt must not, therefore,' be lioped for thatbribery will be dimished under the ballot,because the buyer wvill be tinable to secuirethe vote he has bought. Even if individual
votes could not thus be counted on,' another
form of bribery, practised largely in Amnerica,
Will certainly be adopted here. Wherever
the ballot exists, bribery is conducted thus:
Clubs, workshops, societies of men, seli them-
selves, not individually, but in the mass. Theflegotiation 18 conducted between a trusted
man on both sides. Lt is intimated that thesociety will vote together; what one does aildo; little is said, but mxxch is understood;
signs are more expressive than ivords: under
a stone in a field, in a hole in a hedge, therepresentatives of the society after the confer-
ence with the Maxi in the Moon find a certainsum of money. Lt is divided among the xnem-
bers, and the ballot of ail is for the samne man.If it be asked how they can be trtxsted, the
answer is, that they well know that if they
were to prove false they would soon spoil themnarket. But if there is a fear of such a con-sequence, the last resort' is to buy con-
ditionally that the buyer is returned,-the
purchase-money not being paid till after the
election.

This 15 flot a theoretical evil, but one ramu-Spant at every election in the United States,band as familiar to the people th'ere as was thebhead xnoney to the electioneerers of twentyyears ago in this country.
ofThe ballot wil I practically extend the areaofcorruption by providing facility for conceal-ment of the facts. It will create a new andlarge class of corrupt voters.

Our readers experienced in elections are wellaware that there are many voters who wouldgladly take a bribe, but dare not do so forfear of discovery. They have been partisanstheir lives through; they are connected withsorne church or chape]l; they have alwaysWorn one colour, or called theniselves by onenaine; and they know well that, if they wereto vote against the party they had been asso-ciated with,' ail the town would be assured,as if it had been done before the eyes of ail,that they had been bought. But these men'and they are many, would gladly put moneyint0 their purses if they knew that they coulddo go without discovery, and this the Ballotwill enable themn to effeet without possibility
of danger.

But it is said the penalties for bribery willcontinue as before; why should they be leseffective to deter or to punish ?.For this reason-that the mea'ns of detectionare immenseîy dimixîished. Bribery is usuallydiscovered now by this; that certain pqrsonswho had promised one party, or who wereusuaîîy attached to one party, are seen to votefor the other party. Lt is then well knownWhat was the inducement, and every detectiveengine is set in motion to'obtain proof of thefact. But where the vote is not known,this is impossible; the dlue to the act ofbribery is lost, and in practice there is per-
fect irnpunity.

This, too, is conflrined by the experiencesof the Ballot in aIl couintries. If bribery is tobe empîoyed the Ballot inakes it easy andsafe, as, indeed, its advocates do not deny ;they assert merely that no man will think itWorth his while to spend nioney in purchasingvotes whieh he cannot secure. The answer
to this is given &above, and as it is contended
it Will be here so is it actually found to be inithe United States.

Thus we encQurage increased bribery andextended personation, for what ?-to preventone elector in a hundred from being infiuenced
to 'vote against his will. To protect onecoward twenty honest men are demnoralised
Surely this is paying dear for a trifling
benetit.

.We have already shown that the nîuch de-sired object of the promoters of the Ballot-the exclusion of the profession froîn the co'duet of elections-is impracticable. The con-siderations here suggested with respect to theencouragement and- protection it wilî provide
for bribery, fully support that view.-1%0
Law Timei.


