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justice. Now, who has this man to contend against-a
young man and a layman as he is ? Why, Sir, ho bas
not only one of the best counsel against him, if I am cor-
rectly informed, that is to be found in this Dominion, but
he has several of them; he has philosophers opposed to him;
he has mon of ability, not one but a score, to entrap him in
every way possible. I say entrap him-certainly, because
the bon. gentlemen wish to establish their position that
he is a criminal. I say that is the common sense view of
it. They wish to establish that he is a criminal out of bis
own mouth. Now, Sir, all my botter feeling revolts against
the refusal to allow this man counsel. I nover saw him
before; I never had anything to do with him; I have no
fellow-feeling with him any more than I bave with every
man, more than I have with every man who is placed in his
position; nor have I any prejudices, nor any political feel-
ings in the course I take. But, Sir, I claim for him justice;
I elaim for him the rights of our common humanity; I claim
for him what every criminal is granted, every unconvicted
criminal. I think ho should have counsel on the grounds
of humanity, and I am astonished that hon. gentlemen call.
ing themselves Liberals should take the ground that ho
should not have counsel to assist him to defend himself.

Mr. GIROUARD. The question seems to me to be one
of procodure. Is it usual for the House of Commons to
permit a party called to the Bar of the iIouse to bo assisted
by counsel, or is it usual for the fHouse of Commons to
permit parties to be heard by counsel ut the Bar of the
House on any matters of public interest. I find in May,
page 460, the tollowing words :-

" Questions of public policy can only be discussed by members, but
when protection is sought for the rights and interests of public bodies
and others, it has not been unumual to permit parties to reprosent their
claims by counsel.

If on a public Bill, parties may be heard before the Hfouse
by counsel, it seems to me that parties at the Bar of the
liousein the position of this gentleman to-day, have also a
right to be oheard by counsel.

Mr. LAURIER. It seoms to me my hon. friend who
has just sat down, and many of the hon. gentlemen who
have spoken on the other side, are forgetting the prociso
nature of the duty which we have to perform. In order to
remember what it ise, let me read from the report of the com-
mittee, which Baya:

I It was moved that, la the opinion of this committee on the papers
returned to the House, the conduct of the returning officer, Joha R,
Dunn, requires explanation, and that the said retarnng uffleer, John R.
Dunn, be ordered to appear without delay before the Bar'of the House
to be heard thereupon, and to answer for his conduct."

What is the first thing ho has to do ? Ris conduct requires
explanation, and ho is bore to give explanation. His ex-
planation may be satisfactory or not. If he satisfactorily
explains his conduct, ho goes away; if the explanation he
gives is not satisfactory, then a motion may be made
against him, and upon that ho may b heard by counsel ;
but not until he bas given the explanation which the House
may require of him. Now, the House should not forget
this either, that in the explanations which are to be asked
from that gentleman, only such questions will be allowed as
the majority ci the House will think proper, and when he has
anawered trese quetions, il they are answered satisfao-
torily, and convey the impression that ho has acted in
good faith, I. suppose that under such circumastanoes he
would be alowed to go, but if not, if the explanations are
not satisfactory, thon a motion wili be made against him,
he would be brought back before the House, and be liable
to censurO. Unaer such circumstances, for my part, I
would be only too happy to hear him by cousel, but not
until thon.

Mr. F&UEMAN.

Mr. CHAPLEAU. The hon, gentleman has just been
making out a case in favor of the gentleman at the
Bar. We sit he-e as a court like any other court. When
a complaint is made against a person and he is at large,
he may be arrested and brought to court, he may be re-
fused bail and may be treated in any way the authori.
tifes may order, but the moment he comes before the
court and bas " to answer for his conduct," he is never re-
fused counsel. He is here to answer for his conduct.
We bave decided that he should be examined. Are we
going to say that by our own actions, by our own con-
duet, we are going to prevent the inan who is here in
the double capacity of witness and acoued-are we going
to prevent him from saying: I am bore to speak, you
have brought me up, and before -speaking I want to object
to your jurisdiction ? Had that man the right to say,
when we put the question, as to what questions should
be put to him? le had no such rigbt; ho had no right
to object to the questions, and suggest that ho did not
want to be examined. Ho was not then before us. When
lie came before us that was the time to speak; it was
the time to speak when the question was put to him. Hon.
gentlemen who are accustomed to practice before the courts
are aware that when the first question is put the party
accused has a right to say, " I object to your proceodings,
and I ask the privilege of being representod by counsel."
When our proceedings have commenced, that is the mo-
ment when ho has the right to speak; that is to say, when
the question bas been put and ho is callod upon to answer.
I will not say it would be an indecent, but it would be a
most immoral proceeding, that a man should not enjoy the
fullest liberty of the subject, and that is, to be freo in bis
defence; and his defence is not after the questions have
been put and answered, but it begins from the first moment
of the examination, because he may come and convince us
that we have no right to examine him. The hon. member
for East Hastings (Mr. Burdett), for the sake of making a
joke, which was good in form, but not correct on its merits,
said : "I do not object, and I think he should have counsel at
first as well as last, and during the whole proceeding; but
I do not want him to be advised as to what answer to
give." We do not know what answer he will give ; surely
ih is time afterwards to raise that point.

Mr. THOMPSON. I insist that this person ias come to
the Bar in a very different position from that of a witness
in a court of justice, and in a position very different from
that which a witness at the Bar of the House of Commons
or House of Lords in England occupies. But, even if
he is simply in the position of a witness, the authorities
are abundant to show that sometimes the entire examination
and cross:examination of witnesses in the Imperial Parlia-
ment is sometimes conducted by counsel. I admit that the
ordinary rule is that it shall only be conducted by questions
put from the Chair after they have been put to the House ;
but by the first relaxation permitted members are allowed
to interrogate a witness directly, and it is assumed on the
part of the House that it concedes that the question should
be put. The second relaxation is, that sometimes a cross-
examination is conducted by counsel, as hon. gentlemen
will seo on looking at page 485 of May, where the whole
subject is dealt with:

4 When a witness is in the custody of the Sergeant-atArms, or is
brought from any prison in custody, it in the usual, but not the constant
practice for the bergeant to stand with the mace at the Bar. When the
mace is on the Sergeant's uhoulder, the Speaker has the sole manage-
ment."
Just previous to that it says:

"For the sake of avoiding the repetition of each question members
are usually permitted to address their questions directly to the wituess,
which, however, are still supposed to be put through. the Speaker."

May goes on to eay that in such cases (that is, when the
prisoner is in the oustody of the Sergoant) it is usual for the
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