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Mruskoxka Evecrion PETITION.

[Ontario.

It is important to give in full the argument

of Mr. Justice Wilson as to the speech at Mat-
thias Hall.

After reciting the evidence, he said :

‘“I must make out in the first place what
Biller really said, as well as I can extract it
from the above accounts of what he said.

““His own statement, especially when it is ad-
verse to him, may be aceepted as a genuine
account of his language. The respondent says
he used the words following : ‘I was the recog-
nised ministerial candidate, having been nomi-
nated by the Reform party. That I understood
it to be the constitutional practice, here and in
England, for the ministry to dispense, as far as
reasonable and practicable, the patronage of
the constituency on the recommendation of the
individual who had contested the constituency
in favour of the Government.” He said, ‘I did
not state I would have the patronage whether
elected or not. I said I understood the con-
stant practice was as above stated. T said the

patronage would be in me, and I would redress |

the grievance complained of, that is," as he ex-
pressed, ‘if elected.” The respondent, although
not now in words, in effect shows that he did
say or gave those at the meetine to understand

that he would have, as the Government or min- |

isterial candidate, thé influence or ps atronage of

elected or not, because, he says, he told them he
understood the practice was ‘that the Ministry
should dispense the patronage of the consti-
tuency on the recoramendation of the individual
who had contested it in favour of the Govern-
ment—not on the recommendation of the per-
son who had contested the constituency in
favour of the Govermwment, if that person were
successful at the election, or were elected, or,
in other w ords, on recommnendation of the mem-

ber if he were a Government snpporter, but oy |

the recommendation of the person who con-
fested the constituency on the Government side,
or in other words, whether Li- was snccesstul
or not.

“Dill, one of the respoudent’s witnesses,
says : ‘To a certain extent Miller said, as I un-

declared he would Have the pdtronage of the
district whether he was elected or not, because
he was the Government candidate, and Long

¢ would not, of course, have it although he were

elected. Assuming, then, that the respondent
did wse such language, and on the oscasion
spoken of, is it an offence within the Eleetion
Act, or is it an act or the exercise of undue in-
fluence  recognised by the common law of the
Parliament of England,’ according to 36 Viet.
cap. 2, sec. 1?2 Is such language an offer or
promise, directly or indirectly, of any place or
employment, or a promise to procure, or endea-
vour to procure, any place or employment to or
for any voter, or any other person, in order to
induce such voter to vote or refrain from voting
The language was, in effect, ¢ I am the Govern-
ment candidate, and, because I am so, I shall
have the patronage and influence of the Govern-
ment as to appointments and in the laying out
of money appropriations in the district roads,
and in the appointment of overseers for such
works, and [ shall have such patronage and in-
fluence whether [ am elected or not, and I shall
take care that no outside persons, but residents.
only of the district, receive such appdintments.’
I think it is not an offer or promise of any
place or employment, or a promise to procure,

© ot to endeavour to procure, any place or employ-
the Government in the district whether he was |

ment to or for any voter or other person. 1

i think it is uot so, because the number of over-:

seers in the district would be comparatively

. suall for the expenditure to be made there, and

|

the promise, if one were made, was not exclu-

sively addressed to those present at Matthias

Hall, but to the whole constituency. If the
respoudent had said the distriet was about to

. be formed into a county, and ua sheritf would

have to be appointed at once, and he would have

- the disposal of that office, and he would see

that a resident of the district would get it, T
think it ecould not properly be said that the
respoudent had offered or promised « place or

. employment, or had promised to procure, or
i

had endeavoured to procure, a place or em-

. ployment to or for any oné within the mean-

i

derstood him, that, being the supporter of the .
Government, he would lhuve the patronage

whetlier he was elected or not.
one of the witnesses, says:

Mevers, also
‘His speech was ;

. . . i
that, as he was the Government candidate, it

waR'the interest of the people to support him
whether he was elected or not ; that he would

have the patronage and Ma. Long would not— -

he wuas not the Governtuent candidate.’  The
petitionet’s witnesses ave rqnite sare that Milier

ing of that section of the act.

““The expectation that each one ot the consti-
tuency would form or might form on such lau-
guage, would be of the vaguest amd most inde-
finite kind.  But if the respondent had said
that 100 or 500 men would be required for a
particular work at good wages and for a good
while, and he would have the selection of them,
and he would take care they were taken from
the district, and that no outsiders should be em-
ployved, and that he would have that patronage.
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