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oônparativeiy unknown practice, toauchan extent that an inexperienced Counselmav find himself blocked at the very!Rimplest stage of his prosecution. There is,therefore, the gravest necessity for Cc)uisel to be seizecl. of ail the facts, to weight hem carefully and considerately, to weed out ail that is objectionable, and to 1 eable, by a thorough study and knowledge of his case, tc meet the many objectionsand surprises that are likel1y to beset his path before hie is able to establish a case
to go to the jury.

T'here is stili another point to be consicicred. Every rnan placed upori hi3tdal for a criniinal offence is erîtitled to be tried fairly. The greatest care shouldbie extrcised on the part of the Crowni in order that he may flot be unjustly con-victecd, and it is alway s of the greatest consequence that evidence should flotreceive greater weight than it is entitled to, and that witnesses should flot beaoed to magnifv that into an important elernent against the prisoner which,
as a ri,;tttc. af law, niav not be of mnuch importance in estimating the guili orinnocence of the accuséd. on the other hand, it is as clearlv the duty of theCruNý ii t set-, thar the prisoner is flot improperly acquitted, by reason of the non-,production of proper, sufficient, and available evidence. Keeping thtEsi twoobjects in vjew, it is rnanifesi that the greatest deliberation and care are neces-
sary on tie part of (.'rowti Couinsel in order that a fair and sufficient trial be hiad.
llan* (lises are intricate, the evidence is often conflicting, the details frequently
of thu inost mrinute character. arnd flie feelings of the Nvitnesses themselves reqw3re
to bu thoroughly and caiitiotislv an aly-sed. Clever defences have to be antici-
pRted, lest there be a miscarriage of justice, and in a hundred other different
ways. the public întercst is to be considered and protected in criminal prosecu-
tionis, even wvhere the 'v are of a minor character. Such being the case, it is
evidt.it that Crow~n Counsel shotildi be in possession of ail the facts a reasonabie
time before the trial, anid shoui be thoroughly cornpetent to deal with the case
before him in ail its différent branches.

The crirninal lawv, Nvhilst simple in much of its practice, presents at the sanie
time some of the m-ost difficuit questions that cani oossil-b;ý arise in a legal prac-
tice. Tlo select, therefore, as a Crowvn Counsel, a professional man whose engage-
nients are purely of a civil character, except on ofie or two occasions in each

yea., when hie is cntrusted wvith Crown work, is, to sav the Ieast of it, a soinewhat
dangerotîs proceeding; and there is no doubt that prosecutions wvhich shouid, in
the interest of the State, resuit in a conviction, collapse, flot because the Crown
Counisel is a mnat devoid of ability, but on accounit of bis iîîexperience in criminal
Inatters. Manv additional arguments wvill suggest thernselves to the reader why
'Crovin Counsel shotild be, not only men of ability, but also of considerable knowl-
édge and of varied practice iii criminal prosecutions.

A remedy for ail this is suggested. \Vhy should flot Counsel be selected for
ààCh circuit, and then occupy a position sow.ewhat analagous to the public
'ecutor in Engiand ? Hie should he kept informed of ail questions likely to~e iii the courts Oyer and Terminer within bis circuit, and in order that he
iht be available at ail tirnes, bis appointment shouid be a permanent one. He

'àJ.ýht be paid in fees, as Crowni Counsel are at present, and an ailowance might


