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whether e was_elected or not, Tam disposed
to think that such a case might be brought
within the operation of that section of the
statute. For, although there was wothing ad-
dressed to any particular 102 or 500, and the
persons to be selected could not then be kuown,
yet the great number who were to be employed
woulil afford and support a very slrong ground
for each person supposing that he might be one
of so numerous a body ; and in that way, al-
though the offer or promise were not nuude to any
specified hody or number of persons, it wus
nmade to such a body and mumbers that it oper-
ated practically in influenecing a very great num-
ber of people, and raised just expectation
that the promise so made would be or wmight
be falfilled to each in his own case. A pro-
nise to two to employ one, not naming which
one, would, in my opinion, be within the act.
A promise to
them, would,

one thousand to employ one of
in wmy opinion, not be within the
In this district there were at least 1460
voters polied. Those capable of being overseers,
or who might probably look for or take the
olfice, I only conjecture, ]’n-f'hnp:e there were
several hundreds ; andas the expenditure was
not very large (I am not sure whether it was
named or not), tlhie number of overseers would
not he very numerous.

act,

The data are not given
to me to state them accurately ; but T have no
reason to believe that acting upon the mle
which I have stated, the exaet feets it [ koew
them, would establish a case, within the provi-
sion of the act, of an offer or promis

sof any
kind respecting place or employment which
could possibly be called an offer or pronise huv-
ing leen made contrary to that emactinent by
If it is a vielation ol the aet,
orof the common law of the Parliament of Fng-
land, it must be by reason of its mmounting to
undue influence by the respondent.

the respondent.

““The 72nd section of the act defines what
is undue influcnce under that act. ¢ Every
person who shall directly or fndirectly, Ly him-
self or by uny other person on his behalf, make
use of, or threaten to make nse of any furee, vio-
lence or vestraint, ov inflict or threaten the inflic-
tion by himselt or by o. through any other
person of any injury, damage, harm or loss,
or in any manuer practise intimidation upon
or against any person, in order to induce or
compel such person to vote or reftain from
voting, &e., shall be decmed to have committed
the offence of undue influence, and shall inen a
penalty of £200.°

* Can thecase be brought within the terms just

quoted of that section ¢ It it can it wust be by
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the following words of the statute :—* Every
persen who shall directly or indirectly, &e.,
make use of, &e., any restraint, &c., or in any
manner practise intimidation uponor against any
persont in order to induce or compel such person
to vote or refrain from voting &e., shall be
decmed to have committed the offence of undue
influence.”  The word restrained is used, it will
be scen, in connection with foree or violence,and
so may be saidl to mean some physical restraint,
But menace has been held not to he contined to
indicativg only bodily injury. . . . . .
I think language may be addressed to a bhody
of electors which, hya partieular person, may
constitute a restraint upon the free action of
the electors.

“ Now what I have to determiue is, whethier
the langnage in (uestion ean be hell to have
been a restreint upon or against any person in
ovder to induce or compel such person to vote
or refrain from voting 2 or whether it can be
said the respondent, by his langunage, in any
wanuer practised intimidation upon or agaiust
auy person for the like purposes , or whether it
can be said to be an act or the exercise of nndue
influence recognised by the common law of the
Purlimment of England, within the meaning of
the statute, Too much strietness must not be
imyposed upon clection speeches. It is said ‘a
husting’s speeeh has become alnost a proverb
for insincerity. —¢ Freeman's Federal Govern-
ment,” po 83, But that will not sanction sny-
thing being said without any chesk or restraint,
I do not pretend to define the limit or subjects
of weandidate's specelt to electors,  He will be
uite suve to remember his own qualifieations
inamne form or other, and to present them to
the electors ay grounds as satisfactory to themn
as they are to himself, why they should prefer
him to the other eandidate or candidates, He
will probably, if he follow the custom in such
cases, promise much of what he will do, if
Le be clected, and he will probably also re-
count at their full value lis former work and
services, and devotion, amd perhaps losses, in
their interests and for the sake of the cause,
whatever that may happen at the time to be.

““He may with great propriery vefer to such
services and show what Le has accomplished or
attempted to accomplish, and to his experience
in and knowledge of the business of legislation
and the general duties of a representative.

¢ e may conteud he can do move for the wel-
fare of the country and of his constituents in
particular from such knowledge and experience
and by reason of (what his friendy say he has)
Lis abilities,




