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A GREAT SPEECH.

. ~Argument of M. C. Cameron, M.
P.,on the Landry Motion. : {hou

smgnificent address delivered in the
House of Commons on March 12th, by
M, C. Cameron, M.P. for West Huron.
QGarbled extracts have been published by
the Star, and we, therefore, take pleas-
wre in giving the speech werbatim et
Ziteratum from tHe Government report of
the proceedings :—
Mr. Cameron (Huron). I did not pro-
to follow the speech of the hon.
ﬁ:lemm who has just taken his seat.
‘The hon. gentleman states, that we on
isside of the House, applauded lustily
e hon. member for echasse (Mr.
Amyot). Isuppose thdre is no sin, al-
ghough you may not agree with every-
ghing & man may say, in expressing your
val when he has made aa able and
The hon. gentleman
icti those
of us who applauded the powerful ora-
@ion of the hon. meniber for Bellechasse
will be found voting.against him when
#he time comes to vote. I de mot know
what other hon. gentlemen may do.
am responsible, and alone respcnsible,
Yor the course I intend to teke in that
:?ulh;“-nlm sy, a8 respects my-
t

A the hon, gentleman is a false
prophet. Now, I imagined all along that
the conduet of the Government would be

for at Regine, but because Riel

@ommitted other crimes, and we havs Bad

Mb}&ohomﬁgm\%&mwﬁohﬂ
(M.

mﬁ, not by the crime that Riel was

nhkn his seat allace), that if |
iel had not been punished for the many
ke had commi we could not
sh anybody else. I believed all
along, and tonight 1 beliéve more thor-
oughly than. ever, that Louis Riel was
, not so mach for the part he tock
o Nerthwest insurrection, as to’
avenge the blood of Brother |
Seott—a thing that took place 16 years
%qnd which was condoned by  the

Minister himself when he transmit-
tod u la sum of public money to be
Banded Riel, in order that this red-
handed murderer, as hen. gentlemen see
#itto eall him, might escape the venge

o

of the law, when the bloodhounds of the
Baw weve on_ his track. I imagined all
aloug, and I was not mistaken, that the
Government would e justified, not sim-
gy because Riel offended the law in the'
orthweat, but because he had a part in
what is called the murder of mas
Scott ; and the hon. Minister of Public
‘Works referred to that yesterdsy even-
. Does the hon. Minister not know
that he, in his sworn testimony in 1874,
before a cpommittee of -this Houvse, de-
clared that the Government of whicn hé
s member had profised an amnesty
%o Riel ! Does he not khow that his ewn
political chief, by whom he has stood for
many long years, pledged the faith of
she Crown that this red-handed murderér
would escape the punishment of his
erimes, because thé Conservative Gov-
eroment of Canada saw fit to agree to
@xtend to him the royal clemency ! This
#s a grave and serious question we are
ealled on to disouss, It 1s not to be dis-
eussed by definitions of menamania; it is
mot to be discussed by the produetion pf
bogus telegrams prepared in the—~Mail
office and read in the House as genuine
documents ; it is mot to be discussed in
any light or trivial manner. It isa grave
and serivus question, because it implies
that in the exercise of the Executive
power the Government ordered the ese-
cution of a man without sufficient’ justi-
fication. 1 may say that, at the very
outset of this discussion, I, like others,
was surrounded with and embarrassed by
meny difficulties. W8 are called on to
pronounce upon the administration of
eriminal justice in this country by the
constituted authorities—a thing that I
admit ought not to be lightly done, and
which cannot be justified except in cases
of the first importance and where the
peace and the well-being of the country
demand it at the hands of Parliament.
Itcannot be denied that such a esurse has
beea on more than ene occasion taken in
the Imperial Parliament. The conduet
of grand jurers, the ccnduct of petit
jurors, the conduct of judges, and the
conduct of criminal prosecutors, have
all undergone discussion, and have been
made the subject of inquiry in the Im-
perial Parliament. Here we are called
upon to pronounce on the improper with-
holding by the responsible advisers of
the Crown ot the royal prerogative of
mercy on an oecasion 1n which it is con-
tended the exercise of that prerogative
ought not to have been .withheld ; and
we are called upon to discoss this impor-
gant question while a wass of papers
necessary to the clear understanding of
the case is withheld by this Government,
who are by this very motion incriminat-
ed. The papers that were found at
Batoche, the papers in the pigeon-holes
of the Department of Interior, the papers
which Riel's counsel declared at the trial
to be essential to the proper preparation
of their defence, the reasons and the
arguments why the judge, in the exercise
of his pewer, declined to graut the appli-
cation made to him by Louis Riel's coun-
we], asking a postponement of the trial
for one month, the charge which the
judge delivered to the jury—all these
pers are withheld by the Covernment
Em the consideration of Parliament and
of the people. Not only that, but Par-
liament is indecently forced into this
discussion —a discussion which involves
the question of the misconduct, the mal-
administration, the criminal neglect of
this Government in dealing with the
grievances and complaints of the half-
breeds in the Northwest Territories ; a
discussion which involves the arraign-
ment of this Government before their
peers, before the pe~ple, for high crimes
and high misdemeanors ; a discussien
which involves the existence of this Gov-
ernment even in this Parliament, and
involves their ultimate defeat, so sure as
tomorrow’s sun will shine, when they
appear before the pecple. This discus:
sion involves the important question :
'Whe is responsible fer the rebellion in
the Northwest ! Who caused that rebel-
Jion§ Who provoked it? Who were

the authors of it, and who are
ble for the bluod that was sl
that were lost, and the ruin
tion scattered among

|

. ished “every

hould Bp known to
Parliament and to the people, that “they
wished to meet theirrsccusers face to face
on the floor of Parlfament, where theit
accusers could get their answer, that
they had been traduced and abused and
villiied and slandered, but that now,

to face; red to discuss the
uestion and stand or fdll by the result.
%ut‘ how does the hon. gentleman pro-
pose the qﬁlc'union shall take place? It
ap) , When we come to disciis the
uestion, that although he told us the
aovofnmont had nothing to conbeal,
they had everything to conceal. oy
discluse nothing, they sup the evi-
dence of their ewn criminality, and keep
it carefully concealed in the pigeon-Loles
of the Department, Meeting ns face to
face, meeting theit accusers, their own
former friends and colleagues in Parlis-
ment, face to face, why the Minister of
Pablic Works knows, and nabody knows
it better, thet they have hindicapped us
in this contest, that they have handica,
ped us in the race from the beginning to

I{the end, and that they are playing no:i
d

s they have always played, with loa
dice. The evidence of their misconduct
and of their eriminality they take care
to ‘keep in the pigeon-holes of the De
%‘m‘nent. And they do more than this,
fiese gallant and chivalrous getitlemen,
these gallant and clifvalrous French gen-
tlemen who did everything above board,
who were willing that their accusers
shohld meet therh face to faee and that
there should be no inequality, that each
party should be upon & footing of perfect
uality—what do they do ¥’ Bir, the
inister who is nsible for this dis-
cussion, as th§ vety first thing hé does,
thoves the previcus quedtion to his ‘ewn
motion, a’ motion ‘submitted to Patlia-
ment by an unswerving and’ devotéd
ftiend of the Government, a motion pre-
pated in the interest of the Governient,
and a motion to which the hon. gentle-
oan has séen fit to move the previous
question to cut off all other amendments, |
to prevent us on this side of the House,
in the face of Parliament and in the face

E9AN0S | of the , peaple. of thia.eountry, from ar-

raigning, by a substantive resolution in
amendment, the misconduct, the crimi-
nal neglect, the cruel neglect of this Ad-
miniatration in respeet to the claims of
the halfbreeds in the Northwest Terri-
tories.”' We heard something of that from
the wember for Prov. (Mr. Royal).'
He admitted that the Government were
wrong, that they had not exactly dene
their duty, but if this Government were
wrong their predecessors, he contended,
were wrong also, and therefore this Gov-'
ent’s offences shotld be condened.

as any such extraordinary azgument as
that ever heard ! Assuming, for the
sake of argument—though I deny that it
was the case, though I challeoge the
proof, though I defy Lon. geuntlemen to
establish by the records, that my hom.
friends who then wieldéd the destinies

of the country did not pay that attention
to the claims’of 'the roeds at that
time which those claims d od,—

still, asswmivg that to be trde for the
sake of argument, is that any justification
for the hon. gontlog:en on the Treasury
benchge having for'séven long years re-
sisted' the earnest prayers and appeals
snd the earnest entreaties of the ml-
breeds of the Northwest Territories? Is
that any reason why they should resist
the petitions, the remohstrances, the
prayers and the appeals of the nght rev-
erend the dignitaries of the Roman'
Catholic and the Angliean churches in
the Northwest Territeries ! Is that any
reason why they should resist the pray-
ors and the supplications of the mission-
avies, who have devoted their earnest
livea in self-sacrifice on the altar of their
God and their country ! Is that any
reasen why these gentlemen should
escape the Kniohmont which thay de-
serve at the hands of an indignant -
ple, because, forsooth, my hon. frionm
my right (Mr, Mills) might not have
dealt with the claims of the halfbreeds
with as much promptitude as he ought?
As I have said, I challenge hon. gentle-
men to point to the time or the place or
the instance in which my hon. friend s
neglected the discharge of his important
duty’; Lut, if he was wrong, are not hon.

entlemen oppesite trebly wrong in neg-

ecting these claims? Are they mnot
wrong, further, mot only for being the’
cause of this rebetlion, but for not taking
the preper “e'l?. at the preper time to
suppress it 7 They had warning after
warning, they had entreaty after en-
treaty from their own officials in the
Northwest Territories ; they were told
that Louis Riel was in the Northwest ;
they were told by their own officials that
the halfbreeds were agitating, that there
were serious complaints ; they were
warned that there were breakers ahead ;
but they slumbered until the thunders
of the Lttlo awoke them from their
?lumbon, and then they sent up their

orce,

Some hon, members. Oh!
Mr. Cameron (Huren;. I understand

A C0
fy the
pose ‘to ¢
s at the trial and: by
which I'shall submit te Parlisment, that

thank God, they had their accusers face |
, amd-were

peared asf the scene, of 4
wations to certain
ggested by the report which
ught down,imp ! g

Louis Riel was executed not to vindicate
tl‘ie llu.'l'nnogl; to lnunl intain the majesty of
the law, but I propese t: ¢ ithat
uis Riel was executed ol):!tn to law
contrary & “the- plainest principles of
British law and British justice, aod in
obedience to & power that is not respon.
sible to Pacliament. w, I am, not
going “to argue, ner - I propose
to discuss the mzﬁjwtim}i’ty of
the oourt which tried Louis _Riel.
That. bas passed beyond the; region of
discussion. Hon. gentlemen, and amang
others the Mfuister of Public .Werks,
;ho ought to have known better,
© was al one time in the practice of the
p‘mlnniun and a prominent lawyer,
gnlonld koow that the judgment of the
preme Court of the njm, which he
read to the Heuse, bad nothing to do
with this discussion. There waa no dis.
gussion before the Supreme Court of the
ealm as to the jostice of. this ununn;
I'be, only questiop whichy the Lords o
the Judicial Committee of the Privy
Couneil had to decide was the' guestion
whether or not the court was constitu-
tional. As the Judicial Committee have
80 decided, .I do not propese to dis-
cuss that question. I propose, however
to discuss the question of the fai of
Louis Riel’s trial, and say, at the
:&t:t, that in my humble judgment
ftor giving this matter the most careful
consideration, 1 have come,to the cons
ol that the scantiest possible mea-
sure of juatiop was m ont to Louis
| of that case, And I go
beyand :ﬁ-—n, was not th:d r u:l
we arg scoustom in
I of the criminal lp:o -ﬂ::
Province of Ontario or in the British
Empire. It is a principle well recognis-
9:.“ in t.l:d administration oldotimin':ll
ce, and especially in cases i
ielony, that & pri ’.t M:Nhit
plev, that he shall have a fair tsial, and
thas, if his counsel makes an application
to postpone the trial, ample time shall

be given to him to pre for bis
trial, and that no- om: shall be
thrown in the way of p full and free and
a fair investigation every fact that
tends to build up the defence of the
prisoner. Now, sir, let us look at this
case for amoment. Tamappealing,I hope,
to common sense men, many of whom are

n and some of whom are lawyers
‘The information in this case was laid in
the city of Hamilton by an ex-chief of
pglice, on the 6th of 1 , 1885. . The
trisl commenced at. Rogina on the 20th
day of the same month, and up to that
moment Riel did not know the nature of
t!}.thugo preferred pgainst him, and
his counse! were not made aware of the
charge; nor of the line of action that the
Crown was suppesed to take with refer-
ence to those charges, We must recol-
lect, sir, that jn trials in the Northwest

Territorigs there are no 1 juries.
Thia trial took place without the safe-
guards'and without the protection that

surreund s preliminary investigstion be-
fore a justice of the peace. There was
no investigation before & grand jury.sad
there was no bill of indictment. r{Jpcn
the ovid&:co aud the sworn information
of Mr. Stewart, Louis Riel was placed
upon his trial. There was nothiog to
inform him, er to inform his counsel, of
the nature cf those charges ungil the in-
formation was laid. We know tbat in
the public press it was discussed before
the trial, what shape or form the indict-
ment should assume—whether he should
be tried for high treason,.or whether he
thould be tried for murder. The 20th July
was consumed in discussing preliminary)
questions—a demurrer to the indict-
mont, and to the form of the informa-
tion. The court adjourned until the
21st July, when Louis Riel’s counsel—I
have not the pleasure of their personal
acquaintance, but I am told they are
leading counsel in their own Provinges
—made an lication to the court to
ne the trial tor one month. Now,
r in mind, that the 20th day of July
was the first time that Rigl was given
intimation of the nature of the en
to be preferred againat him—whether he
lhoukr be tried for murder or for trea-
son, or whether he ahould be indicted
for sowe lesser offence ; and mot until
that moment could he be in a ition
to prepare for trial. His counsel made
the application based upon affidavits
with which I will trouble the House.
Louis Riel himself swore to the follow-
ing statement of facts why the trial
should  be postponed :—

*‘I, Louis Riel, the said accused, being
duly sworn, do dog;u and say :—
*‘That tsabriel Dumont snd Michael
Dumas, now of Helena, in the United
States of America, in the Ternitory of
Montana, are essential necessary wit-

to my def
“That Napoleen Nault, of Turtle
Mountain, - in the United States; the
Rev. Father Touse, the Rev. Father An
dre, of St. Anteine; the Rev. Father

L]
if the rebellion, but I shall limit{Father Beryi
quedtions |\ Deville, of
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Sir Jehn A. Macdonald, as Minister of
the Interior, of date the 14th Septem-
ber, 1882. ! A!petition from Gabtiel Du-
mont and others, on the 4th September,
1884, addressed t» the Right
John A Macdopald, as Minister. of the
Interior. A petition presented by the
Rev. Father Andre to the Lieutenant-
ov in Couhcil, in"the 'tnbhith’' 6f
June, 1881. A petitioh presented by

| defence;. but the Government refused to
- g{: them becsuse they coutained

y | entreaties, Lov
o't?."ﬁr"ﬁﬁe productien of the treasonable cor-

> N Lt i 40 ich it is
( 3\ er hom+: te others in any manner whic
by n;il}:afdlh:'gr‘m C-ptj mo public ingerest, and’in ‘;‘h:‘:"ﬂ“ ]

, 19th January, 1884, A° ofmmm pun od @
tition by the inhubitants of St Louis- | These were &pen that belong
»-Langevin, forwarded to Sir . {Eogis Riel. “They were in his

they were seized by the Govern-

tlnlﬁnd t at' he: His counsel at his Oni
14th Se tal’ declared thst the production of
rs ene docawents was necessary for his

dence. " : og Bend
the / Towki- iur.rbo‘:pondm' :iul whom 1 Lewis ﬂ.:tl:t:tm:ll:lt " 1
the winter of |Riel did mot object: to produce them.| Hrh it oy Sned unbil the
. ‘by a_large | He wasanpxigus that they should be pro- | % of the eotirt ‘ani -opp
petitiof Jry m i ogder that, the world. rnlch: :Iil:':n to the prisonier to defend .
8t. Antoine'de-Padone, addresséd o [knaw the justifiation: the halfbreeds of | b O g, 3 oyosasafully, You will re-

the Northwest had for resorting to phys-
io:l lc:'m to secure what could not be se-

red b, wments, presture; prayers or
oo 4 W}_;_oui- Rl‘:sl_d_id not object to

collect further, sir, that ip the case of
The King against D':QD. 1 0's
Reports, psge 610, the law is very full,

discussed, and the grounds upen Wh

an application to pone a trial was
usually granted. 'huse grounds have
prevailed 'from' thay day to-this, /al
though, of course, iu’later timeés's ore
humane administration of the law has
prevailed. The applicstion was bmsed

respopdence, Is-the story true now
that ‘was told'by & former " colleague of
the hon. geotleman, that treason reigns
rampant in many of the Departments of
this Government? Are they afraid

hon. gentlemen of the other side of the | Fourmond, of St. Laurent; all in the
House as well as any other member of | Northwest Territories of Canada; L.
Parliament’ does. I know that, when|Vankoughnet and A. M. Burgess, of
you touch a raw point, they always yell, | Ottawa' in the Province of Untariv, are
and I know that,when I touch the truth, | also essential witnesses for my defence,

I may expect to hear such observations | ¢That the said L. Vankoughnet is
fromn hon. gentlemen on the other side. Deputy Minister of Indian Affairs, and
I have said that we are encountering |the said Burgess is Deputy Minister of
great difficulties in the discussion of thit | the Interiar, both of whom are, in their

which the Government were bound to | official documents, petitions and repre~
bring down, which it was their duty to | sentations, made by the half-breeds of
bring down, and which they admitted |the Northwest Territories te the Govern-
their liability to Parliament to bring | ment of the Dominion of Canads, pray-
down by allowing the motions at the |ing for the redress of their grieyauzes,
early part of the Session to pass; and |the refusal to graut which led to the
yet there they are, indifferent, stolid, ||egal agitation of the people to secure
careless—as they were to the claims of | the redress of their wrongse. The said
the halfbreeds—as to the result, so long papers, petitions and documents, as near-
as they can maintain themselves in place ly as I can now desribe them, are as fol-
and power upon'the Treasury benches. |lows: The report of Mr. Pierce relating
With these difficulties staring me in the {to the settlement of Prince Albert; a
face, I do not prepose to discuss at any |latter to the said Pierce, addressed tu
length the grievances and wrongs of the |the Deputy Minister of the Interior, of
halfbreeds, the misonduct of the Ad-|date, the 17th of January, 1884. A Jet.
ministration, the naglest of the Admin- |er from Mr. Deville, addressed to the

question, in the absence of the papers | official capacity, the custodians of various | P*

that some of their own friends will be
implicated ; that some of the Ministers
of the Orown will be imolicated ; that
some of the Ministers of the Crown may
be impli Why did the Govern-
went refuse to produce the décanients
at the instigation el the man who owhe
the papers, and of his coutwel, who said

the inhavitantd® of Prince Albert to the
Ministet 6f the Tnterior. ‘A lettér‘from|
Land Agent Duck, dstea the 13th
of Novembér, 1878, '
the Minister of the Interior.
by the French Canadians and half:breeds
Q{Prinu Albert, presented by Mr. Lird
to the Government of the Domiiion’ of

resentéd by the Qu’'Appelle |able character ! Louis Riel was not put
balf- in August or tember’, | tn his trial on 21st July, and an apphca-
1881, to Sir John A. Maedonald, ss|gion for: a postponement wszs made
Mnister of the- Interior. “A resolution | backed up by affidavits undsually strong.
of the Council ofthe Notthwest Tertitor- | These, (it appears, were sustained by
ies on the date of 2nd Anghst, 1878, ' " | arguments of counsel, although I did met
““That I have unoil'to‘bo“m, Wnddd | get them in the blue books of Parlia-
verily belive, and I am informed on ré | ment, but from the press, which is more
liable hﬁm that all the  afdrenfen- | enterpriting than hon. geutlemen oppo-
tioned"ds its ‘wore duly ‘fotwhrded {site. The arguments of counsel were
to thé Gbvernment of Can and ‘ate | anustally stfong ; and yet si adjourn-
now ‘il the n of tHé varioas De- | mient was refused. The Crown was rep-
rtmdfits, And ‘can bs procured by’ the | resented by two of our sblest lawyers,
bove-named witnesses. ¥ * $and dfter's keen forensic display the ap-
**That all ihp’ ‘above-named Witredses | plication was peremptorily refused avd
ire Mdterial and desential to fmw in My | the counsel of the pﬂm Wwere oom-
defente, shd will prove that We” agits- | pelled to go on with the trial. Yg the
tion in the Northweat Tettitoribs wib| Minister of Public Workh tells Parlis-
nqﬁl"ﬁonlg and #or'thé rightd of the]ment and the country that this man had
;o 1e in shid Northyest. ' | fairplsy and all the time he wanted, and
# without the said witnesses be- | all the money he réquired to bring his
ing heard in cours, 1 cannot “miake &| witnesses. {lglin say that such a pro-
propet defence to the present oeeding is, in my judgmeot, wholly un-
and will be deprived of jostice.’” ented in criminal cases, and
Backing up that affidavit, thete is an | wholly unjustifiable from sii the facts
affidavit from one of his counsels, the th | we know. What is the first question the
ph of whieh T will read : judge, when presiding on the beach,
“SBoma. of.. facts_intended 1o be|asks tho prisoner’; it is “Are you ready
proved by such witnesses, are that she |for your trislT’ Is it a delusion, o
accused for several years mas insane, and |snare, & fraud7 No; it miedns sonte-
had to be confined in & lunatic usylum in |thing. It means, if the man is not ready
the Province of Quebec, and would get | fdr tridl, the humane criminal adminis-
deranged ; also, the circumatances under |tration of justice in this eountry will
which the accused left his bome in Mon- |give him the necessary time to make pre-
tana, and came to this country, at the |parations for his defence. In the wom-
solicitatien of his friends, in the r | mondat cagen of felony and misdemeanor,
one thousand eight hundred and fg cases mot involving the life of & man,
four : the nature of the agitation in: the [the application for the postponement
Northwest, and the constant advice giv- | of a trial beinz made, backed up by affi-
#n by the sccused to leave the eoutitry |davits mot half as stroog as those affida-
in' the month of February last y | vits, is granted as a niatter of course, in
and th% objections of the people to his |order that the prisonmer shall have fair
returning to Montans aforessid : that the | play and that justice may be meted out
alleged rebellion was commenced and |to him. I say the action of the Crown
conducted under the direction of a coun- |in this case, the rulingof the Court in
cil of fourteon persons, of which council | this case, both of which I charge to hon.
the prisoner was not & member; and | gentlemen opposite, were wholly unjue-
that he did not participate in any engage- |tified by the circumstances of the case,
ment or commit -or eouutenange any |and wholly unwarraoted upon the affi-
uvert act of tresson, : davits proniluood. Tiuklawhi- unmi-t:lh-
““These f ean be od by Gabriel | bly clear. I want to make thie point clear
Dumont, ﬁ:'w Dm, b‘apoloon to the House, because I attach importance
Nault; ' Dr. Roy, of Quebes, Dr. Clark, toit. The Government did not mete
of Torobto, and Dr. Valee, of Quebec, |#ut justice ‘and fair play to Riel, the
whose stterdanse at the trial I verily be- |criminal, if he was & eriminal.
lieve can be secured, if sufficient time| Some hon. members. Oh, oh.
for that purpase is granted.” Mr. Cameron (Huron). I say there
Now, Bir, thers in'  an application | e greater criminals that remained un-
3 § ! tried to this hour. On the quession of
made by couasel to postpone the trial
3 soo.: | the postponement of the treal we are not
grounds which seem to me irvesis- 1 ith - Koragrs
ﬁt:o;it is backed up by arguments of oft without autherity in the records of
counsel whi

- [the law courts. Chitty n his work on
which are powerful, and which Criminal Law, second edition, page 491

(and I want tu give hon. gentlemen o
posite all the information, as I wvsually
do, giving the boek and page where it

petition

n“)-r to me to be wholly tnanswerable.
All thése arguments, the decision of the
judg.%, the reason wh.yd u;. tri&lhwu pert-
poned, are eliminat rom this report ; A
by this Government and kept from the 9"'“ '0‘_"“’) lays it d"f“ that :--
knowledge of Parliament, Why were| ‘‘And it has been laid down that no
they kept from the knowledge of Parlia- | orime is so ¢reat and no proceedings so
ment ? Why, Sir, the Minister of Pub- | instantaneous, but the trial may be- put
ic Works told us last evening that Louis | off, if different reasons are uced to
iel had in every respect a fair trial, support the application. ™
peena witnesses. Sir, his counsel de- ‘kﬂu “':"l it %
clare thst they could not pre for | . S8R SGYELIAL Wikham, LpOD, DB
their ddfence inside of 8 mon Did | 8 examined, appears to have no sense
they get the month? That ap lication of the obligation of an oath or of a fu-
'“’ g.wod. ‘1 know, Mr. Speaker tore state of retributien, so that he can-
the counsel representing the Crown too |"0* legally be sworn, the court may put
well—two of t%o ablest counsel practie~ off the trial, even in a capital cale, and
ing a4 the Cansdisn bar,gontlemen distin- order him to be in the meantime in-
m‘uhod for their honor and integrity —I structed by a clergyman, with principles
{:ov them too well to believe that th of ‘moral obligation, and & trial in & eivil
oeid have bish ics to any ’ | case may bou put off for "nt,,of,doc“‘
ings of this kind, I charge that this % ey SiGence (Lord Ma lape
Government: instructed the judge and :h e "t’ (h. ing vs. D'Eon that in
jnstructed the ceunsel to press or the |, 18 S9NpeO l.“"‘. is no difference be-
trial of this case, to press it on at that l{eel: an application in & civil and cri-
sitting of the oourt, and not give the -I""au:”.t.lzet . it b
prisoner an opportunity that every pris- N ext writer says) the most
oner is entitied 0 in order to prepare moral ground for the delay is the abs
for his defence. The counsel opposed sence of a material witness, which, if
it. Mr, Christophor Robinson, the sen- |PrPerly venbed, will be sufficient, oz
: ¢ ’ an indictment fer treason ny or mis-
or counsel for the Crown, made the fol- demeanor at the instance of 510 defen-

fowing observation : — o ¥ ~
qu:ill new say what Fhave to say in f;n:" :E:f:bl‘i:..:;:muﬁmn & eaaind
answer to the application made., As to - i _
she application for postponemens which [ID this case s man is charged with the
is asked for, those who -represent the |Bighest crime known to the Iaw, and
Crown think it their duty to oppose it |88ke the production of certain documents
altogéther.” m.w:u doffu::le, but is refused
N 18 also refu [y tponement
Does any man tell me that Christopher | far more than a week, and l::vptha 00':_

ol | application ‘was refused, but :‘3}
ground thas the two withehed' St

t two' witnéases,

upon the nd t witne
subjacts omo King of Frings, were
absent in France and .the applioation

wae that the triat should be postpoued
until they returned to the com The
&

tion were ulbjagh of .lonlg:.m;

Canads. | A resolution’ passed by th were necessary to the case ; why did | ¥on W

settlers ‘'of St. Laorent, of thé 1lst o; &"qm.ume atep in'nid say the pap: lgu:.&:l.l. T o e
February, 1878, forwarded to thé Gov- [wrs should pot be preduced because they | ter to Eoglandi s T A
ernment of the Dominion of Canada. A | sontained brrespondence of a treason- ‘l‘i"m‘!‘!l . gt Judge I

shall quote, as I think it should/ko
fore the Parliament of Canada and
people ef this country. d}
“Informations ex officio are personal-
ly the King's promecntions. Nq many i
tioro to.be cunsidered; in thedight of
promotet or private prosscater. ‘'No
erime is 80 great, no i #0_in-
stantaneous, .but that upen sufficient
grounds the trial may be put off - Mr.
Radoliffe’s case did not upon
the instantaneous matdre of thetrial: /1§
the usval form of the sflidavit is obsarv-
ed and thers is ne apecial ground of &
picion the rulé goes of course.” -

Well, sir, in thii casy'the application did
not suoceed. The OCourt ruled, that this
man should have one week—sbt tén days
sa stated by my hon. friqud from - Ball
chasse ; in one week, this man, wh
was upon trial for his lifs, before a jury
of six mon—ah"::: to hitn in tade snd i':
rehigion, men had no sympathy wi
the thalfbreeds of ' the ’Noﬂm
this man on his trisl “Defore - 4 'court
so censtituted, a jury ,so ochosen,
asks for a littie time to prepare
tor his defence, and the ruling’of
Court was'that the trial should

torily proceed within one week after the

ivn was made.  Why was that
spplication' refused 7 - Why -.n:m ltﬂ

ven an unity of for
efence lwwy not give « month

for sucly a purpose, if a movnth wis deem-
od necessary by himself and his counsel ¥
Why nat_give him ad epportunity to
uoe .l“d:::“ papers which he and
is counse| red were for|
full and fuir investigation of the Z‘J
stances of the rebellion, and an explasa-
tion of the unforfunate position in m
the prisoner 4ud others m placed
solves ! say, sir,
indecently—I use 'the werd profou:
im with the gravity of the -
sion—was indecently hurried on, and he
was not given that opportanisy. - What
was'the Government affaid of 1  Were
shey afraid to produce the which
were found at Batoshe? oré th:
‘afraid to preduce the documents whi
had been moulding for seven long years
in the Department of the Interior?
Were they afraid to grodun the letter
which the Secretary of State, whe posed
last year as the friend of the halfbreeds,
wrote to the Frenchizen of Fall Bjyu.
Masa., declaring, in substance, that {the
halfbreeds had no grievenees, that they
tad made no complaints, or if they had,
why had they not sent iy, petitiens.
Were the Government afraid to present
these petitions, signed''by, Isymen, by
bishups, and by clergymen of both the
Catholic and Anglicaa churche..? Were
they afraid that these documents should
by fht into the broad light of the
day? Were thy afraid to] uce those
papers Which the Becretary df:iStste
never heard of,and which the Minister of
the Laterior only lately heard of," thourh
they were lying in the pigeon-holes
of his own Department? In po farme I
am concerned, with svery desire £ $on-
sider this matter dispassionstely, I have
éome 0 the conclusion— 1
have come to the elosion, that in this
respect at all evénts fair play and justice
was not meted out to Louis {b'ol. I am
propared to go further ; I am preparsd
to support this motion pn: ancther
ground. Tsay that no¢ dnly did the Gov-
ernment improperly refuse to postp
the trial throagh their counsél, but t
every obstruction that eonld b¢ theo
in the way of the defence waa thrown in
the way of the defence at the trial
at Regina. - The'  Government -
od to produce the papers found ;&-
toche ; they rafused  to produce :those
papera lying in the pigeon_holes of the
Department, showing the grieyancea of
the ha!fbreeds, Tbmfnbod to produde
the material which Riel snd - his eosnsel
declared to be absolutely necessary in
order that they might be enabled to fors
mulate their~ defence properly. The
Government noj only did that but they
objected to tr# receptionof any evidence
at the trial to show that the halfbreeds

Robinson, & t_ill_tlnwlllll”d Jawyer and an | grament refuse to allow Parliament to
eminent Christian, would take suth.a fgee ths documents in order that it m
cruel lice of ‘conduct s to declare, on | bg able to form an opinion as to whether
beha f of the Crown, in the face of the the Government acted nghu’ or wrong-
affidavits T have read, that the Orown |}y, - Bueh is the opinion of text writers
would not give this man sa hour to pre- nie refer the glouu to ome or two
re for his defence, unless he had been | cages that have occarred in the courts of
inatructed so todo by the hom, gentls- [the Mother Country. You will recol-
men opposite. Mcr. Robinson says : lect, Mr. Speaker, that on 156th May,
“‘With regard to apother application [1811, Bellingham was indioted for the
which my learned friends say they will |murder of Mr. Percival. An ap.ica-
think it right to make, or they do make |tion was made by Bellingham’s counsel
now, an application for an order for the |to postpone the trial o secure evidence
produetion of all correspondence which | to establish ths prisoner’s insanity. ~ Bir
was found in ion of the prisoners | Vicary 'Gibbs, -the Attorney General,
at Batoche, all that I can say is that we |resisted the application. Lord Mans-
regard those documents ,as State docu-|field, who was anytking but a lenient
ments, that many of them necesssrily | Judge, who was in fact known as a hang-
implicate others, and that we, in dis- [ing" jodge, over-ruled the application ;
charge of our duty, should feel it necess- | yot the . conduct of Attorney-Genersl
ary to refuse to any person, acting for Gibbe i opposing, and of Lovd Mans-
the prisoner, an inspection of anythipg|fiehd- in -refusing the. application, was
which ¢an be in the nature of treason: |deemed; within twelve. wonths after the

istration in that respect, the cause why | Deputy Minister of the Interior, of date

Riel.

had grigvances remaining unrad[guod
for seven long yeaws! . You will'find
in the evidence of that venerable Mis-

&Y | sionary of the Ordes, Father Andre, the

following :—

Q. Did 'you yourself communicate
with $he-Dominign .G, —
b 'Qh‘}"ﬁme' nign plnrnmontf A,
Q. T mean in regard to the zi
and claims ot the h.lm—:k. l’lgl::l
I communicated. . G ;
“Q. At what time? A. I am notsare
at what time, In 1882 I did communi-
eater - - Y4z

“Q. Slnce. that h o i-
cated 1—A. Not direct 'y. i
“Q. How did you communicate --A .
I commuhnicated dirdotly in regard to

‘'Q. Cani’jou'tell e, i what) manner

you communicated —A. T communicat.

::ld 1:: Deoem‘bo;, :hon Riol uidmh‘:nvlvc:n-
0 go out of the country, beca

the, agitation that was uid ol

exuting in the

able correspendence, or which could im-

execution of Bellingham, a disgrace to | Country.
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"Q.N Did you com!
—A. No :M
belliop. . &’;
“Qi With whtm
ister of Public Work
*Q; Sir Heotor L
asking help for those

teess.

“What were the
breeds l—‘:. Since
distinguis!

“a"“!'m 1881 to
bellion 'TAt ¥

n
pn‘fl,’?‘Yuli‘ A
tell that. They cha!
time since the arriva

Q. Finally after
resolutions had been
lic meetings dnd ®
ment, wag there !{h
things that existe
O i indtine.

n
K
“Q . e t
position than they w

¢ not yet recel
:h:? lands en the'S¢
Then Mcr. Osler. oou

I nyast object to
tions bdh:g 1ntrod|
friends have ogem
jusfified by |
‘:;:g”'d Ir‘b? .t A

Tty o

tall. | Yo aremill
:iblc 1-&1‘&5 zﬂ:
as I folili Whdy: sl
allowed them to

which they have ndl

s e s )
g oy yiporgs
loapriod trisad is

earned is ga

T

open thé “ofi ol
the jury indirectly
course it is not reall
pr Ao o B
greater particularit
in evidenée wo will
many partieulars, &
be the question of j
of the Governmént,

*‘His Honor Mr.
—It wan(l;:lbo “im

“Mr, Oaler,—It |
ohi: agiinst the C
is not, open to;any |
high treason. We
duly linht my leare
not consent to try
here.”

There you see thl.t
counsel for the pris

amine the sityensse
fication, ng 4
halfbreeds, touchi
touching the misco
ministration of

are stopped ; they (
for that reeson,l &
structed. @ nol

to arguer-that the
tified in, the sye of
letter of the law,
But 1 do, mesn |
rebellion was prow
dugt/snd maladmi
ernment, a8 1 ho
then ayary fact cp
bellion, ."rh, fact
show what the
really wu’.’ 00@:"‘
to the jury apd 1
ficajion, perhaps,
ble ua mitigate the
ishmeat which inv
vietipn for ‘arme
order tq offer reas
the recommenda
me! n&iv::t have
enly ad the cour
enzﬁn ¢ these d
others to encopnt
the frigl, and 1t ¢
that maoy of she
by the prisoner W
the Crown, and
'%I'P'ﬂ';- to hold n
the | ”‘ nsel_for
Greenahields in |
not, jp,the report

“The moment
speak to themth
we were tainted
say : ‘We are hmd

ipn wit
Sruateated b

y the
cutiun gr gome
who aya inatru
R |
‘w n .yt
for Mﬁiﬂ y
800 )y 9K 7
with them, fof

know, bug they
ed pdzua%\!
us, b ';')q
That.is not den
ﬁmn. whe me
nguesel 1B .8
ml‘” u‘-:q
““My learned
strong and ‘ver

~ aboyt the't

fro i
can say is' thi
intéryiow o "W
othpr $id¥, the,
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frofa’ thost Wi
in_their own’§
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