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the County of Marquette East. The law«
provided that a n cth's delay should take

place between the proclamations, in crd1er
to gi-ve the fullest opportunity to the
accused party to appear. CoinE in his
second Institutes, page 47, stated :" As
the punihliment under outlawry is very
severe,tie Iaw hias provided and takes cure
that no person shall be outlaw«ed till he lias
had all due and proper notice of the pro-
ceedings." It w-as evident that tUe Pro-
visions of the statute in this respect Liad
not been followed in this case, and as the
law« required that eveiy step) in outlawry
should, on pain of nullitv, be taken iii
strict accordance with the law, there could
ie no doubt thaut tlissentence of ouitlawrV
was void. le could cite a case in '«hieh
the ere change of a single letter liai
been lid enugh1 to upset the' proces-s of

outlanwry. There was another objection
to the prece'edthings, anI thîat wras thtt Ruti
was outlawed in the wrong court. He
could onily be outlawed in the County
Court, but according to the rec)rd he '«as
outlawed in the Court of Queen's Bench,
sitting as a Court of Oyer and Terminer
and Geieral Gaol Delivery. The law was
clear 11pon that point, and if it was neces-
sarI h could cite iumerous authorities.
He could quite understand the argunient
that wouild be raised against Lis position,
namlely, tiat the louse hîad no right to
constitute tieiselves a court of revision
or appeal to sit iupon this sentence of out-
lawrv. But the House 'was dealing '«iti

the riglts and liberties of the people, and
with a constitutional question, andi he ield
they hantd a right to deal 'with objections to
this sentence of outlawry whici appeared
on the fie of it, and which slowed that
it was entirely void. His position would
not be iisunierstood in this natter. He
had voted last session for the expulsion of
RIEL tron this House, and lie would do
so again, but not upon the ground that-
RIEL was an outlaw, because lie held that
RIEL lad never properly been pronounced
an outlaw. If it was proposed to go
behind the record, and inquire into fatcts
not apparent on the record, then le could
untderstand the objection that miglht pro-
perly be taken to such a course. But the
House was asked to take action upon the
record, which, lupon its face, le held to be 
void, and therefore lie could not vote for
the motior- of tle Premier, and declare
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upon the strength of that record tiat R' iE r
was an outlaw.

lion. Mr. FOURNIER contended tlat
the whole criminal law of Englanld, includ-
ing outlawry, Lad been introducced into
Uanitoba, antd tiierefore the O jection to

the course proposed by the Premier was
narrowed down to the question of the
legality of the preeings that h1 d been
taken in this iîatter. It might perhaps
be difficult with the eisting organization
of the courts in Manito to follow strictly
the process laid down lin the statute,
because the oimfization of the courts in
Manitoba werce difrel-it froi the organ1i-
zation of the courts in Etigland; but that
was iot a imatte for this oIl use to coi-
sider. This 1ouse (ii nt sit as a court
of revision or appeal to deelare wh ether
the preper formalities of th1e 11lw had been
coiplied with or iot. Theiy Lad no right
to lo1k behinid the judiguient et of the court.
Whether the court was coei cteit or noi,
it w'as not for the iouse to decide. If
theV 'were satisfied tlat outlaw«ry eisted
under our law, and that 'a regular court
of the country Lad decided that RILL was
an outlaw, then they mîîust abide by the
decision. He would not conîtest the alle-
gations of the hon. gentleiman witi rgard
to the mode of procedure. le adinitted
that it was very precise and special, and
that it was requiite thait ail the formalties
should be comlplied with, but that w«as not
an argtunent to be taken here. He had
no doubt that if Louis RIEL engaged the
lion. gentleman as counsel, and availed
iimsielf lefore the court of the irreg-
ularities referrei to, lie miglt, per-
iaps, get rid of the sentence of out-

lawry. No doubt tlie sentence of
outlawry was a very severe one, but at
the saie time the person Of IIIEL was
protected by law, and ne one could toucli
him, and if lie was apprehiended hle miiight
take advantage of all the infornalities
inentioned by the lion. gentleman. But
what lie (Mr. Fount1îa) contended was
thîat this House had no right to pronounce
upon these irregularities, and were bound
to tale cognizancof the record of out-
lawry now before then, seeing that primat

fAcia a regular and proper sentence of
outlawry lad been pronounced by a coi-
petent court. ile miglt say, moreover,
that this sentence '«as the strongest evi-
dence that could be- adduced tiat Louis


