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The same thing is strongly stated 1n the following o

cases : |
Chief Justice Ma
Wiltberger, 5 Wheaton, 0

. oo
rshal, in the case of United Statesy;, § e
5, states the rule we allude toiy §

., the 1
these words: Lhe.l
: | i

S are to be construed strictly B

« The rule that penal laws are i onstrued stricfl o
1d than that construction itself, ] Ak

: T s not less O t
« perhaps, not les crli :
3 ’%undéd on the tenderness of the_hlw for the rights iy
5 ;iix*iclil*’ll% and on the plain principle that the powerof § I
: ] ¢ - ! 5 . | i | y &
vl | «ted in the legislative, not 1n the judicial § gt
|

e 3 Ve
fég';):l]i’:;f;itls I‘tCiS the legislature, HQ} t_he court, whichis § i
. ‘o define a crime and O_I"d%llll its pu 111;1}111161nt1. a | !
« Tt is said that, notw*ltl’lStand‘“]%ﬂ”s ruie, t 16 1ntention g
| of the law-maker must govern 11’}th116 (301181_1;1’1%@1;110‘11 o_t: pengl g
H as well as other statutes. :UHS 1s 11 ue.. t;n} ﬁs 1:3anta of I
E new, independent rule :whlch subver !J"Sl 16 0 (i b 152 E\'hlelz
AR modification ot the anclent mamm,i au( 1&11’110111:%‘50 tw.kns, al
that though penal 1&}’\78 are to be consti L}u st]; zculﬁgj they B il
‘ | are not to be construed SO SJE,I‘ICtly as to defeat the obvious b s
- intention of the legislature. ma/:i
Bh It
' } | Chief Justice Taney, In the case of Unij{ed States s " |
Morris, 14 Peters, 470, states the same rule thus: . O:Uilc

« In expounding a penal statute the court certainly will by
s hot extend it beyond the plain meaning of 1tswords; forif § m
- has been long and well settled that such statutes mustbe §

1 %2 J)
construed strictly.

The case of United States vs. Clayton, 2 Dillon, 217-25-2, I
was a case wherein the defendant, then governor of Arkan. § il
sas, was indicted under section 22 of the a-ct of Congress §
of the 31st of May, 1870 (16 Stats., 145), being an actto @

|
enforce the rights of citizens of the United States to vote, L

&e., and provides “that any officer of any election at which J [

¥ I "- : v B
any representative or delegate in the Congress of the United § :?]E
SN ) 3 | e v h | ! . 2 2 . 15 t | l.
Qiates shall be voted for,” who should neglect or refuse t k.

do his duty in regard to the election, or the certificate oo ¢
returns, should be deemed guilty of a crime liable to m:
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