SATURDAY
to wive their time and attendance for
nmh‘nu, that Mon{. Lotbiniere, on
a quettion beingput to him, Whether
he did not think the Englith laws the
beft for the Canadians in genceral ¢
l:x‘d « 1 mnke no doubt hut vour laws

e good and wile, and make you a
h.\pvw people, but @ do not think tl\Ly
fuited to every climate.” His
Lordthip afierwards  entéred much
gpont the  {ubjedts of juries, and faid,
the Canadinns could have but a bad
apinion of Endlifh juries, whena grand
iry there Imd prefented the Roman
Catholicks asa -lu:i.mcc ;5 he faid, the
Canadians, in their pemition to the
'Throne, had detired to have the whole
of their aucient Iass reftored to them
which this I}l was meant vo do 4 that
in his opinion, the trial by jury was
not neceiiary there s and that by what
he had beea informed, the YFreach
laws were {ufficient to pr-)tn& proper-
ty without it; that people had very
mdmhmu.’!v circulnted o report th‘:

are

he hxl made a minifterial qrﬂmcm
of (l.:_s; Le would afTure the Houfe,
upan his I\(wour, he had not; that,

afer once fixing the Government of
Uue bee, in the honds of this uation,
iwwasa matter of indifference to him
what Jaw or religion was cf‘nbluhul

{o it made the pf‘opl“ happy s s that thu
Britith merchants dfiying their proper-

ty would not he “fecure without En-
gilh laws, Jer gentlemen vecoile@ that
Jmtrlh mo-tlnms trade o all parts of
the workd, ad’ J‘mk thur property
fecure in Dor tugal Spain,. where

they know hchom.m CthonLLx:‘h-
n.on i the religion of the tand, and
thar the nnml)el okl or T nglifh
{ubjedls in C.mmh were {o few in num-
bkr: that the ¢ries of 150,000 oug ¢he to
be given w ay. to m prgfcruuu. of 330.

Su/c.ml Glynu - rcc.\px'ul..tcd the
p'n-ts of the evidence which tie: noblc
Lord fad fo m&enmuﬂy felefeed 5 he
faid, t’xc noble: Lord - had. Taid’ grear
“\ula en the imnradence of -the grand
~jury W'.-'(cmmw the hom.u‘ \u\tl\ouck»
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umna all’ tl\m muwt l.1w~ ;. or would o

1803, [67
“and feémed to think
for that readon, they ought to have
the trial by jury wmken away; did the
noble Lord never recolleét, that the
Britith Houfe of Commons had com-
mitted equally flagrant aéts of, injus-
tice ; and that, if the reafon far! wo—
11(11mq held good in one point, .
oughtin the other: vet he hnccrely
hopcd that that Houfe would never-
be raken away ; for, bad and corrupt
as it was beheved ro be by ignorant
people, it {till remained . fome fafe-
guard to the nation; he afterwards
launched forth into the praife of ju-.
ries, and mentioned many particular
circumitances where juries had becn
found extremely beneficial to the wel~
fare of the publick; he afterivards

as a nutlance,

“ftated the account of - the {eizing the

papers of Mr., Wilkes, the -General
Warrants, &c. -&c. He faid; all

State caufes weuld. be carried as deli-
red, was it not for: juries: he men-
tioned the- athair of Hampden. con-
cerning Shipanoney, and concluded .
with' faying, that the 10th  day of
June 1774 would be lx'mdcd down

to pofterity as a day when the Mem- -
bers of a Britith Houfe of Commons
preferréd Popery and French laws to
the cft‘mhﬂxc-d religion and Jaws" of
their own country ;. 'md at the fime™
» that trials by jury, which their .

they‘

timeé
ford.\thex accounted a blcﬁm
dccmcd a curfe.

The Attorney General: f'ud hc dxd
not agree with the /Flonorable -and _
Leurned -Genteman,” that® whoever
was ugnmft the allowing a.trial by
jury in that Bill thoug,ht the mode a -
Lmje, far fromi it ;. he liad himfelf,
in many cafes, often thought the rial
by jury a great blefiing ; yet:it would

thv mprudent;. unpmh'\mem
1y, “ridiculous, and abfurd, ‘to- eftu-
blifh a claufe ae the end- .of “the’ Bill
(a$ it~ mmft -be), which. clanfe avould
entively répeal;that clanfe in the bedy .
of the Bill w]m.h '\1]0\\' thé C'm'x—’ -

4 .




