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such a great authority as Mr. GLADSTONE
objected to a summary decision upon the
ground that the conviction of Mr. MiTcH-
ELL was not sufficient to remove hini fromt
the House at once. and asked for a post-
ponenient in order that the whole question
might be discussed and not decided as it
was attempted bere, upon the niere pro-
duction of a paper. These w-ere p araliel
cases. In each the document was laid

upon the table.
lon. Mr. HOLTON-What docnment

There was only a telegran.
Sir JOHN MACDONALD said therel

was more. The judgment paper was laid
before the louse, and the question about
the subsequent escape was discussed. The
two cases were altogether similar.

lon. Mr. IKOLTON said the return
had not been reeeived, but the intelligence
of Mr1. MITCHELL'S electi-on was received
by telegraph. Proceedings were at once
taken, and Mr. GLADSTONE irged that
such precipitancy was not desirable. It
was not pretended that the judgnenlt of
the court was not sufficient evidence of
the disqualification of JorN MITCHELL.

Mr. ROSS (Prince Edward) said he did
not want to argue legal psoints. He would
merelv mention the fact that in 1871 he
dre-w the attention of tis House to tle
SCOTT nurder, and had alwaVs advocatedi
the punishment of tle perpetrators of tlt
cruel deed. The other nig ht le voted
against annesty anl partial aminestv.
To-nigit he would vote for the strongest
motion condeunning Louis RJ1EL. lhe
amendnent declared there was no proof of
outlawry, and if it were carried IEL
could again become a candidate, and i
elected a meinber of this House. The
motion of the Minister of Justice would
prevent that, and as it w as the strongest,
lie would vtote foi it. He took an ile-
pendent position in tiis Hlouse.

lon. Mr. BLAKE said the hon. mem-
ber for Kingston lad called attention to
the fact that in the most recent case of
which we had cognizance, Mr. GLADSTONE
asked for delav. The House had to attend
not to what a fallen leader (who fell witlhout
dishonour, however.) lad to say, but to
what the House of Coninons did. TLey
did not listen to the appeal of Mr. GLAD-
STONE. On the contrary, by an over-
whelming majority they deterrmined that
Mr. GLADSTONE was wrong, and that the
proposition to proceed iimediatelv, w-as

Hon. Sir John A. M iedcnald.

the correct nie. This was a precedent
which the hon. Premier could quote.

At 8:30 the nieiers were ealled i and
a vote was tak n on thte anendment, wiîch
was rejec.ted oun tle follow ing- diin-
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