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strength, d.Hcret.oA and practice
; wherefore, I think the Supreme Courthad .u. jurisdiction to deal with the objection, submitted, and that their

adjudication, for quashing the convictions, are coram non judice and void
However, for the various reasons «ot forth in this pamphlet, eineciatl,,'
there being no legal authority, precedent nor reason to support the judgl
ment of His Honor Judge Wki.dok for overturning the judgment of the
Chief Justice in the Court of Assizes, Oyer and Terminer and jail de-
livery

I
nor any legal authority, precedent nor reason in the judgment

of The Chief Justice and the majority of the Supreme Court to warrant
the reversal of the judgment in the Court of Assizes, .tc., and jail
delivery; nor any legal authority, precedent nor reason to interfere
with the Court of Assizes, Oyer and Terminer and jail de^very, as tu its
judgment on questions of mere discretion and practice; nor any juris-
diction m the Supreme Court to entertain the objections upon which
tney quashed the conviction, in this case. I, therefore, think that the
convictions were improperly quashed. The foregoing has really occupied
more ofmy time than I could conveniently spare, but less than its public
importance deserves. I view it as involving subjects of the highest
importance to the publicjustice of this country, and as deserving the con-
sideration of every body. No one, I think, felt more kindly towards
the prisoners than I, considering them innocent dupes of other., and
having suffered very much from a long imprisonment, and otherwise. The
question, however, is not one of Governmental clemency, ^^r which I
should go very great lengths, but of judicial justice for the safety of the
public here. A trialof forty days length upon'a charge of the highest crime
that can os committed against the public peace.ends with a verdict of guilty
of murder found upon the most ample evidence, and by one of the best
Junes rever saw on a trial, six other prisoners confessing themselves
guUty of manslaughter, subject to the objections ^alzcn on this trial
The objections are argued before four of the Supreme Court Jodges who
determine to quash aU the convictions. All the prisoners are set free
pubic justice defeated, and the laws of peace .nd safety brought into
public ndicule and contempt. The enquiry which the public makes is,
whose fau^t is aU this? "A mistake of the Crown Counsel." says theVnwn Advocate, "the fault of the Crown Counsel." says the Farmer.Mt at all BO, Mr. Unwn Advocate. By no means so, Mr. Fanner. I can
speak for myself. I^o man could have used more care and diligence in
duty than t I could do mine, and I may truly say as mucli for tlie
Hon. Attorney General, who to my mind displayed remarkable abU-ty
and prudence in the course of this trial. We carefully considered thB
evidence before snbmittino- it. nnil w.»ro or.f;«„i„ ~..: J, J 1.^, . . ^

ot the Court, which, to pur miude, were a«jording to law encl ttte usuiU


