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Tho coansel for the pnoonor acroptod thih otlur, wliioh ilio prosiding jndgo

said was a roaHonnblo ono, and iho trial win niijourncd until tho 2Mth, In tho

meantime the witnoHHOH wore procurod. Tlioy /t-ro pre-ont and wore oxamino<l lor

tho priHonor, and tlioir ox|)onHOH woro paid by tho (Jrown, tho medic ul gontlomen
boing romunoratod an oxportn iit tho Humo nito iim thoxo callod for tho proMocution.

Tho other gfoundn whioh had boon urged f t ditlity wore nut further proHMod.

Tho court mot on tho 28th. No I'urthur adjournmont was ahi<od for, and the

trial procoedod continuouHly until it wuh concluded on tho lf>t of August. Tho
oxoeptionul privilege accorded to porHonH on trial for treason, of addroHning the jury

after their oounHol, waH allowed to tho prisoner and taken ailvantago of.

Ah to tho general character of tho tribunal, imd tho ample opportunity afforded

to the prisoner to make his full defence, it may b(^ well to repeal hero tho olmorva-

tionH of the learned t'hiof Juntico of Manitoba in his judgment upon the appeal.
•' A good deal," ho remarked, '* ban been Haid about tho jury being composed

" of six only. There is no general law which nayH that a jury shall invariably con-iit of
" twelve, or of any particular number. In Manitoba, in civil cnnos, the jury is com-
" poBod of twelve, but nine can find a verdict. In tho North-Wtst Toiritories ^ct,
" tho Act itself declares that the jury shall com-ixt of six, and this was the number
" of tho jury in this instance. Would the Stipendiary Magistrate have boon justified

" in impannolliiig twelve, when the Statute directs him t(» impnnnol six only ? It

" was further complained that thi.-i power of lifo and death was too groat to bo
" entrusted to a Stijtondiary Magistrate.

" What are tho safeguards ?

"Tho Stipondiarj' Magistrate must bo a barrister of at least five years standing.

"There mu^t bo associated with him u Jui-ti(^e of tho Peace and a jury of S'x. The
" court must l>o an open public court. Tho prisoner is allowed to make full answer
"and dol'enco by counsel. Section 77 permits him to appeal to the Court of (Queen's
" Bom h in Manitoba, when the evidence is pndncot und ho is again heard by
"counsel and three judges ro-considur his case. Again, tho evidonco taken by tho

"Stipendiary Magistrate, or that caused to bo taken by him must, before the sentonco
" is carried into effect, be forwarded to tho Minister of Jusiieo; and nnb-^iection eight
" requires the Stipendiary Magiatiato to postpone tho execution from lime to time,
" until sucli report is received, and tho pleasure of tho Governor thereon is commu-
" nicaied to iho Lioutenanl-Governor. Thus, before sentence is carried out tho
" prisf nor is hoard twice in court, through counsel, and his case must have been
" coneidorod in Council, and tho pleasure of tho Governor thereon communicatod to

" the Lieutenant-Governor.
" It seems to mo tho law is not open to tho charge of unduly or hastily con-

" tiding the j)OWor in the tiibunals before which iho prisoner ha^ boon hoard. The
"sentence, when the prisoner appeals, cannot be (Miried into otfect until his case

"has boon three times heard, in tho manner above slated."

The evidence of the prisoner's guilt, both up')n wri'ton documents sigrnod by
himself and by other testimony, was so conclusive thai il was not disputed by his

counsel. They contended, however, tha'. ho was not rospon-ible for his acts, and
rested their defence upon the ground of insanity.

The case was left to the jury in a very full charge, and tho law, as regards the

doioDce of insanity, clearly staled in a raai ner to which no exception was taken,

either at the trial or in tho Court of Queen's Bench of Manitoba, or before tho Privy
Council.

2. With regard to the sanity of tho prisoner and his rosponsibility in law for his

acts, there has been much public discussion.

Hero again it should bo sufficient to point out that this defence was expressly
raised before the jury, tho proper tribunal for its decision; that the propriety of

their unanimous verdict was cliallengod before tho full court in Manitoba, when the
evidonco was discussed at length and tho verdict unanimously affirmed. Before the
Privy Council no attempt was made to dispute tho correctness of this decision.

The learned Chief Justieo of Manitoba says in his judgment: " I have carefully
" read the evidence and it appears to me that tho jury could not reasonably have


