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yon Mtitfactory evidencA of the Insanity of

the prisoner, and that he is not really rospon>

slble, and was not rosponsiblo tor the acts

committed by him. The Crown do not pro-

pose to c6ntest that contontion on the part or

the prisoner's counsel. *rhe evidence, in Tact,

comes Trom the medical men who have ex

amined the prisoner on the part of the Crown,
and evidence that has como to the knowledge
oC counsel for the Grown, during the course

of preparation for othor trials, is conclusive

that, at the time he committed the acts, he
was not responsible for them."

Evidence of Intermittent
Insanity.

Now, Sir, it is important to look at the

evidence which was adduced on that oc-

casion. Dr.^ Jukes was examined :

"By Mr. Osier—Q. Is he so insane thai it

would be unfair to say he was not responsible

for his acts?—A. There are occasions when
I would consider he would be quite re-

sponsible; to-day he spoke and reasoned
with me in a manner that was very clear, but
only three days ago he was dazed. Bis mind
seemn to be dazed. ( do not think that, to

bring him at a moment's notice, he would be
capable of conducting his trial, or of doing
justice to himself in any manner.

" Q. To a considerable extent, your opinion

is, tbat he could not control his actions ?—A.
I have never seen anything about him to give

me th6 tmprdssiort thftt hiB aetion? w?re un-
controllable. It is rather hts mdntal halla-

cinaMon!>i bis ideas. He holds peculiar ideas

on religious matters In connection with this

tirouble, and in connection with the new reli-

gion of which he thinks that Louis Riel is the

founder, and 'which he thinks it is bis duty to

sustain.

"Q. Would this be consistent with his

committing crime ?—A. If he spoke rationally

I would think so, but he does not.

"Q. Then you would not hold him respon-
sible for acts done in connection with these

ideas ?—A. If he committed any acts in the

condition he is now, I would not hold him
responsible. The slightest excitement pre
duces a great efTect upon him."

Well, Mr. Speaker, I ask any fair-minded

man if this applies to William Joseph

Jackson, would not every line of it apply

equally to Louis Riel ? Is it not a fact that

these two men were deluded on the same
subjects f Jackson spoke rationally, but

he had hallacinatious, just as Riel had ;

•ad yet one of these men is acquitted, is

aent to an asylum, and is then allowed to

escape, while Louis Rial is sent to the

gallows. Jackson is free to-day, and Riel

is in his grave. I therefore cannot come
to any other conclusion than that upon
this occasion the same measure of justice

which was extended to one man was not

extended to the other. I do not want to

raise national pi-ejudices, but prejudices

are not always the out-growth of ignoble

passion ; sometimes they are simply the

outgrowth of a noble passion ; national

prejudices may be the outgrowth of
national pride, and when ^he people ef

Lower Canada found that the one prisoner

was treated in one way and the other in a
different way, there was occasion, at

least, why they should feel as they did

upon this matter. But we nevev
knew, until the Minister of Public

Works spoke the other day, what
was the true reason of the execur

tion of Riel. We have it now ; he haa
spoken and we know what was the Imo
inwardness of it. The Government had
written a pamphlet in order to justify

themselves. The utility of that pamph-
let is gone ; it never had any ; not one
of the reasons it gave for the execution

of Riel was the true reason. It nevei;

had any usefulness at all, except, perhaps

^ f^ffo^n^ to the Government Job print-

ing to

Settle the WaveringrOonscfenoes

of some of their followers. But now we
know the true reason why Riel was ex*^

ecuted, and here it is in the language o£

the Minister of Public Works :

"We had this before us, we had the fact

that Louis Riel had, fifteen years before tbis,

committed an act which was considered at

the time one that should havo been punished
In the most severe way. > .'le prisoner, Louis
Riel, at that time was not condemned to a
severe punishment; he was allowed to re-

main out of the country for Ave years, and he
was not brought before a tribunal to be tiied,

and.punished or absolved, for the death of

Thomas Scott."

Here is the reason—the death of Hiomas
Scott. Since I have named Thomas
Scott, let me pause a moment. The
Minister of Public Works said the other

day that those whe sympathised with Riel

could not condemn the Government for
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