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Objection was not merely with regard to dealing witli a question of faet, from
the criminal law of the land, lot havifig exaining the record. They couid not be
process of outlawry in it, but that so far prcx-ented any more tlau a court could,
as this )particular case was concerned, in from declariiig from the face of that record
the Province of Manitoba, whatever it that there was no outlawrv and that the
iight be elsewhere, the process of out- Iiouse could net, therefoi', take proeeed-
lawry did not exist, and that the ings upon it. Nov, ii the proceedings
proceedings in outlawry upon an to Uc taken in outlawry, tiougli to inost
indictmnt for felony could not be persciis they inglt appear to c eey
had in the maner required by the law teeLinical, involvei riglits and privile-es,
of England. He would endeavour to and an explanation of tlem, therefore,
explain to the Ilouse the grouid upon iigIt Uc inîerestiug to nost of tUe lion.
which lie had taken that view. No one gentleii present. V1 on ai nohetuient
for a singTe moment would imagine that he for a flou punishalîle wi du if the
(Mr. CAERnoN) Lad the least desire that accused does not appor, a wùt cail a
ILIEL aiuld reumlaîn a iemberCll of tlh belii wxarrant is issued at tie tille cf tue

ldusc, U-ecau,-e if lie -\as miot to vacate Lis -siew hicli is t'u saine as a w-rit
seat licin woold Uc fawcctls calldom
to niove fiat 'le Uc exe . Tie posi- Tlai nint requhres t eyssued olce twice

tion tliat aulie 1 taken xvitli re-ard te and tiroe tiiîîpcr n in Soie a ad once or
constitîitional foris ami righits ,a.s fe twice i oler case . The ace ohi* of t e
that shouid not Uc givenl. 11 if tiiey lital. ctnîty w sie tne party and o the

sroig convictions oi te sulct le outy next to ites to eroce the
(Mr. (Ci) luad very strog convic- -writ, declarng t e pa y itprtoeedings

tions on this point, auJ feit bcund to oL t and for eae wnrit a siilugr returi s
for the comsideration cf the Huse the made. le is reuit pear to ake mrocla-
grounids w-\«liieli adl inlluenced bis 1 1 in1 miaticns at the seat cf tne Courhy Court

styiCg' tha't upon the face cf tae records e afor xive lantion t m, and a writ w-as
cf tins plceednigi tiiere wii no v-aiid required to e s cllei a writ o f

judgnet of cutlawry. Those w-ho w'ere ex* Tgeint writ aes ent e pron aind tion
versed Lu the Lrw were aware t fat certain bea twe saine date cf issue and tie saoe
proceedîîgs mîust Uc taken. in reference to date cf r-eturu. The tiiwe wvLi*ch muîst
o-udLIa-xvr-y iii Eugland. Tliey go bauk te !)y laxv ehîqîsù 1et-wee ocf tise pro-

House beas ifli hee was nottovactehi

a x-ery renmcte plodi(, except reeently, cflnation1'S is a MiOuI.Teatdy-e
weahe camge was nade in civil proce- qpîae to eactus-wheic epoclamation cf

dure hy wliat w-as ealled t.e ' Goit declaration e is tThe day on wphos-
Law Procedure Act." Tley dated back t e parw is required tO appear, s0 tiat,

por te tu e existence cf Canada as a n fat, t'e outlavry shah tot take place
colony. Froin te tivnes cf hleuy VI. u til tc day i wheu tUe paity lias been

dosn te te last act passed H te rei required te appear shah have passed.
of WILLIAM aîd MARY. Tey explaied So nucli was this the case in Englad,
thie mauner in w-Lich proceedin-s wera te whicr this syste lad bee rn use for se

Uc taken in criminal. an civil cases tend- long a period cf years, ttat if thoere rap-
ingr te outlawi-y. Whule lu coinnion lav Vtied not ter c a coroner in a couity,
prcceedîngs for iniitiatili outla-wry migt tere cotld Uc no ode fr utlawry

Uc takz-eln 11) an iîudictinmct, fer criminal pronunccd. The law- was plain upon
procedings toin, ander in w-idi tiese that point, and te authoriies distinct.
froceedcnis siera ofeuwarts carried on, If there were ne sierif in flic couiy for
ands tUhe chreuony te be obsered ii respect o-er a yeinrroceedings conld iot Uc taken
te them were pointed eut. Now, whe unrd l a ne sherif was appointed, and

tifey iad befere the a record of judg- se long as there was ne coroner ln the
jment, and tuere was either lu tLe law contv, no sentence cf oitlawry could

w-hr-egyard te it, or ou the face cf the prononud. The proceedigs to wChio i l e
judgient itself, that w-heu irnvalidated it, Iad refered had every one o tilm to Uc

he t inouglit they were net precluded froin taken lthe meider f wihisu d'e slad
declaring that it was ket a record cf oent-

outlawry in England They go' back toe w

lawry. They werie not c te least depated froin the slightcst dece, fle
degree rcluded, as they ould Uc lu record might be treated as nulC aom vcid.

Hon J. th. e n Caneron.
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