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tries to conceal bis act. he lies about it The resut of the inquiries of tbe Secretary o!
and the fact that a man who is charged with State nay be to show fot that the conviet is
a crime does not tell the truth about it, but clearly'innocent, but that the proprlety of the
falsifies facts concerning it, is an evidenc.â conviction is doubtful; that matters were let
of a motive. The party threw himselfLut of account which ought t bave been con-
on the court on a certain line of defence, j sidered, or that too littie importance was attacheto a view of the case. the bearing of which was
that he did fnot do the act. That line oflot sufficiently apprehended at the trial;La
defence was false and unsuccessful. Afte short, the inquiry may show that the case Is one
he fails in that, he wishes to go before the on which the opinion o!a second jury ought to
court on another one off defence that ri be taken.
did do the act, cbut not intentionally. GivelAfyter mentionint a serpes of cases, they
bis confession and daim ail the force w-e say : "In short. it may be a case whieh the
ean, and what does itnineanu? It means opinion ouf a second jury shoud be taken."
that this matter lias ot been submItted That Is what this case is.anc there acn be
to a jury, anshoul be submitted to a Jury eo t a the Minister of Justice

not esfiin t l appreheeatheral;n

to decide whether the act w-assntentionalactet inu this case as ettti. Whle 
or accidentai. That is a matter. lot for 'a agree to the proposition of aw statet by
Jute. but for a jury alone. fNow for the the tknister o f Marine anen Fisheries. it bas
didd ofth awea that sould guide the y iv- no application whatevereto his case. It
ister of Justice u asucnda case as this.lie wi prepostrous to say that because ith was
provision that ds incorporaten li our code sossibie that the act mi lit have been done
is from the report that was made by tbe innoently. therefore the man tshou d be
comijssion for the revision of the Englisl disharged. If that principe were appied
ridinal aw.eThe British Parliamentneerli tsuec cases as this, you wouid fothave

adopte iet. but it las been adopted n this a man convictet onein a thousantdyears,
country. Look for yae moment at the beMause as Chef Justie OBrien sys. it is
opinion of those very e minent men who impostsible to know a mas motive. But
drafted the Engis ncode. It can be best back of that there is tbis tact. as state dby
gathere from tbe parts of csmdbte Mr. Justice Rithie. th ththere was or inay
reportw-hiof I sfha reai have been negligence linithe banding of the

it must also be reitnibered that a court o i he ct ta thin ,an
Justice in deciding upon su e applications would, aman rite o nce tound ears,
ln order to avoiti great abuses. be obligedti ; wirlt ày Jg" rlir gan oirn
bind itself by strict rules, siinilar to those whicb a-* loadeil gun at another being r Poh.;b*ted.
are y enfore in applications for civil cases on bcausan siCiy pointsa rn at an.iter
the grouud of newly-discovered evidence. Suchol ipot intending to shoot at ai. anuthe
applications cannot be made at ail after therun goes off. le is guiity of manslauglter.
lapse o! a very short interval of timesaniare M Justie Rithe thoVeS tei waso may
flot granteti if the applicant has been guilty o wo! l le caerholti ave e t-en ieft to a
any neligence ; an tis stringency is essential ett ni i the amindigttonthe
Sthe due administration o justice and to thea t ad
terniination o controversies. dt would be un- atice rin tis country is going to be nc
satiddfactory to apply such rules to applicationspoorlyguarde that a man who meets an-
for new trials ln criminal cases. other in a byway, where no oue sees bum,

Te law is thee diseussed by te commis- anihuanythin anther. ga m. pointinbhlere is no eviatne off any motive. rbeyondsioners very ably. On au application to the ainmission opf the offence I can assure

apse o a ove sort nerva of liti , andtaeTewoematrrslvsislit hs

not gand ifcthio. a )ntasen glt t e tus House that the crime boffmurder wlu be
ot itat outi a t te muc morefrequent ts country in the

but coulti have been taken at the trial, and future than it bas been in the past.
the fact that it wa rlot taien was due
fo the negligence of t party, then Itcma eDorchester Penitentiary .............. $48,00
not a grouud for quasing the conviction. andr. CALVErT. an sonnation witlie
The lreaest effect that cou d be given to it Estimares for the Deparnment of Justice,
would be a roun for a new trial iriouli desission of the offence I ca ase

quas a cnvition nomattr wat&tetiroe thnat th crime ofmuer wi ell -be

lenency. Witha regard o t tpoawer n-. attention off te comiuittee for a ew mo-
posed to be given toake aSetretaryofState mut toan tphasibee in thneati

.the factothat it was notlatakenetwas due

in England, whide bas eeti gven here tO ihat departmenti. refer party. .u.arly to
th insteroff Justice. the conion the expenditure in connetionctith the late
would eLondon leetion trial t andt I may say tiat

pbe gento at te Secretary o!a regret very mueh that my ion.
eMinterr th end for Londtion cr. Beattie) is not pre-

State is a better judge of the existence of suchfiea
circumstances than a court of justice can be. ent because I am sure he would agree with
He has every facility for inquiring into special me in what I have to say in refer-
clrcumstances ; he ean and does, if necessary, nee to this question. I askei the
avail himself of the assistance of the judge who House for an order, which was granted
tried the case and of the law officers. The posi- ome time ago, for copies of the acount oftion which lie occupies is a guarantee o! bis own M 3r. H. H. Robertson, registrar of the elec-
fltness to form an opinion. tion court trial held in London lu the fall of
The report winds up by saying : j1897, determining the righit of Thomas

Mr. POWELL.


