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Stites of' Eutrope. Thiis is iii no saal degre attributable
to the ri,1f of' the subject to bc tried by lais pL'ers. The
Iiniaous wuirds of M1agiia Cliarta are, Il Nullus liber hoinu
capiatur, -vel inîprisonetur, anut disseisiatur de libero telle-
laîcate suo vel libertatibus vcl liberis consuetudjinibus suis,
aut utlagutur, aut exulit, aut alic1uo modo destruatur, ee
super outil ibinjus, nec super cuan aaittcanus nisi pcr legale
judiciuai pariuui suoruan vul per legeain terrau." This
Charter of our liberty is the bulwark of our frccdoai. It
is tact oaaly the pride of' our people, but tho adaairation of al
fcrcigncrs who take the trouble te undcrstamd it. Eather
than dispense ivitl trial by jury iii a criutital case, agaiiit
thc will of the party aeu.scd, wc had botter adopt the
systei iii vogue in more than one Statu of the Union,
of'suiiinmninig a jury on the spe' iii the saine ananner as
oaa coroaacr's inquusts. Tfla criminal iaw of England is
merciful-that of Franace is arbitrary. Wrc iuust not bu
indued by any adinirers of the lattcr country to substitute
cruelty for xucrcy, %vlhun liberty is nt stake.

'flouga several clausel; of tiais bill correspond ivith En--
iish cutactients, it is not to bu forgotten that there is a
wide différence betwecn tic cireunistanices of the two couin-
tries. The tinagIistratcs of Caniada arc îîet te bc coimpared
wvithic hmangistrates of Englaaad. Ihere iaighit bu no risk
iii allowiaag a inaugistrate in Eaagland, under proper restric-
tions, te deprive of liberty ; whcrcas; in Canada tliat power
dare niot be etrusted te eue naistrate in one thousand.
Owiaag to this diffcrenec, a measure which înight bu in
Emngld a biessing, in Canada would bu a curse. it is âet
safu to trille vith the liberty of the subject, or to pass any
iaw abridging it, unicss iii cases of elcar neccssity.

It is ivith pleasure tlaat %ve have seen tiais bill since its
introduction deprived of soute of ifs iiiost objeetionablu
féatures. Lt is now se altered that, no leagur a nienster,
it xaîay beconie law an(l prove a reilly good law.

A Bill "lfor tlau protection of Ilotel Keepers iii certain
cases," is upon tic whole a prudent measuru. It is now a
rie that an inukeeper is liable for tic Ioss of the goeds of
lais guest, but it is also a ride tlaat the guest xaay by blis

.owu coliduet dischiarge the iaukccper fron responsibility.
Tiiolih thu iw easts its protection on a travullur who
re-sorts to an inn (and d1l huiev are not mats), it dous flot
diseharge tic gucst front tlau exorcise of ail prudence.
WeT re the law se, thu cifects of it upoxa inulkepcrs %vould
bu ruinous as weil as utijurt. Thais bill is notlîing more
than an extension of the sound and ivise principle of pro-
tection te tic itankeeperasnuchias ta bisgucst. It recites,
that it is uxpedient to lirait and declare anid place upon an
CqUitable hlsis the liabiiity Of lie00r1 keepur. te tlieir 'Ue-Sts,
for tlac loss of nionies, jewels or <'raniacats, bclotiging to
or in flic custody of sueli guests Witli respect te tlîu2e

things, the iiikeuper îîay kcep a safe for their s:afc lkceping,
and îaaay aiutify bis gttc>.Ls tlaat lae laas such a s:afé, iii %wlaich
lac is rcady tu licep their valuables, and if' the naotificationa
be aaeglected, aautwitianmdiaag a1 loss, tlac ilinkeeper is to
bu disehiarged frot lit., ility. Tlae liability of an itankeeper
as regards ail prcperty of a guest, not above euauaîratcd,
is te renaia as licietuforc. We ceaaiaot say tiant the
bill -,oes too far. Nuw that travellers arc ira the habit of
carryiag uot tîjeir personls costly articles of jcwclry, and
travullers arc so aauaaauaous, it is, wc think, tianc for tlae
law te east a littie moae of uts protection over the inn-
kueepur thian it does. The rule, as tu tlae respuaasibility of
inukieers, owcs its origiia to tlac reigia of Ilgood Quceai
Bcss;" and Calycs' case was dcided in 1584. Though
tlau people of that day wcrc fawed for anay good qualities;
yet tlauy were net accustoauud to travul iii the pursuit of
healtli, wualtla and ianformîatioan, as do the people of tlac
prusent day. Thoe nîight have beun tlac disposition, but
theru Nvas not the ability. The want of steainboats and
railcars ivas a serjous obstacle te uxaivursal perugrination.
Tiaîîus change, and so do wce; and as ive chanage, so, must
tlic iaw.

The bill Ilfor the protection of the ownurs of saw legs
and otiaur tituber, and te afford 1heni (qu. sau iogs anad
other tituber) suianary relief ira certain cases," is dictatcd
i>y a kinowiedgc of the wants of tlac counatry. The transi-
tien front a bill te protuct haotel kecepers to a bill to îrotcct
the ewaiers of saw leg's is aru easy ene. Protectiona is, wu
tlaink, as aaîuch nccdcd ita the oaac case a. the otuaur. Onu
of Ille staplus of this country is the titnber tradu. M~any
arc cnged in thc pursuit of it. The law of )icztmý and
1uum, thiougli prctty wcll undcrstood, is net ait aIl tintes
rcspccted. Onu saiw log vcry much resemibles anetiaur.
And whurc tbiac are tliousaîads braccd to.-etier, itis no
easy inatter ta, distinguish "lmine frein thitie." Ilencu the
tenaptation ta, appropriate the propurty of anotiier is in
this business great, and te many persons irresistible. It is
oftcn the subject of wondcr 'wly the law of Eagiaaad is se
sevure upeai horse stealers. Onu and the clîiuf reason is
that the animal is so casily stolcn, tlaat great is the tteuap-
tatien of stualiug him. Se iii proportion to, the tumptautien
ta commuit the crime is the sevurity of the punishient.
The saine mile applies cqually te saw 1legs,. It is proposcd
that the owaier of cvery mill bball Lave particular marks
for ]lis tituber. Thuse marks are te be cxbibited in a con-
spicuous place. Any mill owncr cxbibiting marks net bis
ewn is te, bu miade subject te suînnaary conviction before a
anagistrate. ]?crsons in tiac caîploynacnt of mil] owncrs,
cutting legs be-aring any niarks other tlîan thosu of the luill
owrîer, or defiiciaag maarks, arc aise te bu .subjcctcd te suni-
mary conviction and punislinent. Ar, in ether enactilicuts
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