
. Thus, my Lord, the uncertainty of who fhall U\
jurors, and the nature of the office itfelf commcnct
ing inftuntly, and ending inflantiy in public fourtj
gives no poini/ility of previous folicitation or fedudi.
en f but itill thcie follows a right of challenge, to|

exclude every man againft whom a iufpicioix lies of.

partiality or prejudice, whether from affedlion, affi.j

nity, or intercd.

Let us now, ray Lord, fee what is the fund for

an EngHjbjury in Canada j the nun^ber of freeholders

( I do not fay there arc none ) is fmall indeed ; there i

irc about three hundred Engliflimen, who are houfe.

keepers, and of thcfe, perhaps thirty or forty arc of

the rank of merchants and tradcfttien ; the reft are '!

diibanded foldiers, moil of them futlei*s ; and it is a

Mclaacholy coniideration that their chkf traifick is

in fpintuous liquors, of which they (hare pretty

largely with their cuftomers th6 confiAion foldiers.

The courts of jullice fit once a week* The number
of the better fort of Englifh will not afford one legal

panel in the whole year, and infufficient to do Uie

bufinefs of juries, even fuppofing them to give up

their time, and every other occupation to that fer-

vice only : Mr. Maferes therefore admits that the

burthen of attendance would be intolerable without*

pay ; and he propofes five ihrllings a head for everyj

time they ferve : thus the office of jurymen would
become a trade, a trade indeed, that none of the

better fort will follow, but mufl fall of courfe upon
thoie veterans who have left the army for the gin-.

(hop ' fuch mufl be the Englifh jury in Canada,

without freeholders, without chailenge, without

change, and in (hort without one attribute of an

Englifhjury. Corruptto optimiJU peffima, is a true old )
adage, and I fpeak it as a proof of the perfection of.

an Englifh jury, that in an imperfeft flate it wouldj
be the worit way of trial upon earth. But itmay|


