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Tu EI£CTION BILL ANI) Tru PaoFEs53ioi-ARRIEST BY OYFICER WITI{OIT WAR1RANT.

tion there is nothing wrong in it, and it la
only a question of safety I'rom penalty. They
think it very wrong to, break a promise, and
not one in twenty of those who accept a bribe
without shame and without the most severe
pricking of conscience vote otherwise than
they had agreed to vote for the consideration
given.

It must not, therefore, be hoped for that
bribery will be dimished under the ballot,
berause the buyer will be unable to secure
the vote he bas bought. Even if individual
votes could not thus be counted on, another
fort» of bribery, practised iargeiy in America,
will cei tainly bc adopted here. Wherever
the ballot exists, bribery is conducted thus:
Clubs, workshops, societies of men, seil thein-
selves, not individually, but in the mass. The
negotiation is conducted between a trusted
mnan on both sides. Tt is intîmated that the
society will vote tugether; what one does al
do; little is said, but much la understood;
signa are more expressive than words: under
a stone in a field, in a bote in a hedge, the
representatives of the society after the confer-
ence with the Man in the Moon find a certain
sutn of mioney. It is divided among the met»-
bers,. and the ballot of ail is for the saine man.
If it be asked how they can be trusted, the
answer is, that they weii know that if they
wcre to prove false they would soi>» spoil the
mnarklet, But if there is a fear of sncb a conse-
quence, the iast resort is to buy conditionally
that the boyer is returned,-the purcha.se-
mofley not beiug paid titi after the election.

Tlhis is tnt a theoretical evil, but one ram-
panît at every election iu the U'nited States,
and as familiar to the people there as was the
bead money to the electioneerers of twenty
years ago in this country.

The ballot wili practically extend the area
of corruption by providing facility for conceal-
ment of the fants. Tt will create a new and
large class of corropt voters.

Outr readers experienced in elections are welt
aware that there are many voters who would
gladly take a bribe, but dare not do so for
fear of discnvery. They have been partisans
their lives throogh; they are connected with
somne chnrch or chape]l; they have always
worn one coînur, or called themselves by one
namne; and they know well that, if they were
to vote against the party they had be» asso-
ciated with, aIl the town would bu assured,
as if it had been done before the eyes of ail,
that they had be» bouight, But these men,
and they are many, wouldl gladly put money
lut» their pursua if tbey knew that they could
do an without discovury, sud this the Ballot
wiil enahie thet» to efi'ect witbout poasibility
of danger.

But it la said the penalties for bribery wil
continue as before; why shoulfi they be les
effective to deter or to punisb ?

For this reason-that the means of detection
are immenseiy diminished. Bribery is usually
discovered now by this; that certain persons

who had promised one party, or who werc
usually attached to one party, are seen to vote
for the other party. Lt la then weli known
wbat was the inducement, and every detective
engine is set in motion to obtain proof of the
facet. But where the vote is not krowu, this
la impossible; the dlue to the act of bribury is
lost, andi in practice there l8 perfect impunitv.

This, too, la coufirmed by the experiences
of the Ballot in ait countries. If bribery la to
be employed, the Ballot makes it easy andi
safe, as, indeed,, its advocates do not deny ;
tbey assert merely that no man wiil think it
worth his wbilu to spund money i» purchasing
votes which he cannot secure. The answer
to this la given &.bove, and as it is contended
it will be here so is it actuaily found to be irÀ
the United..States.

Thus we encourage increased bribery anfi
extended persouation, for what ?-to prevent
onu elector in a hundred frot» being influenced
to vote against bis witi. To proteet one
coward twenty bonuat men are demoralisud.
Sureiy this is paying <lear for a trifiing heuefit.

We have already shoivn that the much de-
sired object of the promnoters of the Ballot-
the exclusion of the profession from the con-
duct of eluctions-ir, impracticable. The con-
siderations heru suggested with respect to the
encouragement and protection it wili provîde
for bribery, fully support that view -The
Law Times.

ARREST BY OFFICER WITEIOUT
WARRANT.

No part of the iaw la of sucb importance as
that which beara tipon the sucurity of iife,
sud hence the vital importance of ail that
relates to the legality of arre,ýts by officers
without warrant, fo)r in the struggles wbich
occur death ton uften ensues, andi the recent
case beforu Mr. Justice Ilannen, at the ilert-
ford Assize-i, ittu-itrates the importance of the
subjuct. To resist au officer who la iawfutiy
attempting to execlite a legat warrant, i-iý, o f
course, uniawful ; aud if tbe officer la killed it
la murder, white if deatb isinflicted by hlm
necessariiy lu enforcing the arreat or resisting
attack, itsla stifiable homicide. If an officer
atteîupts to, arrest unlawfulty, eitber without
any warrant at all (in cases where one la
required), or with one which la invalid, the
attempt la uniawfut, and the saune principle
applies-that if he kilts the person arrested,
he la goilty of murder; white if the person
arrestufi necessarily kilts hlmi in resistauce
and defence of bis persoual liberty, thun, in
like manner, it is justifiable: (Simpsoît's case,
4 Inat. 388 ; Cro. Car. 537.) It may bu laid
down as a broadprinciple tbat lu no case
will the law justify homicide unnecessariiy
inflicted. But, on the other baud, where the
iaw justifies the use of force, it justifies the
homicide necessarily and naturally resulting
frot» that lawful use of force.

In the recent case the question arose thus:


