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1863, the register was pro duced by the judge,

the enly judgment omnitted (for which. a blank

Page was left) being a judgment iu a case

liere the record ivas at the time in the liandsi

cf an advocate. The petitioners lience infer
that tliese judgments were only entered Up

duiring the twelve menths preceding, the pro.

duction cf the register, duringc which time Mr.
Lafontaine was acting as judge.

The petition furtlier states that "lis neglect

of duty, lis inefficiency and incapacity have

becorne ouly imore conspicucus since lie lias

been raised to th~e bencli. It miglit have been

,expected that, considering the past, lie would

have laboured to efface its impression by

aSsiduously discbarging, bis duties-that lie

would, if not intelligently, at least promptly,
Perfornm the small anmount cf business entrust-

ted to him. It is, however, certain that, with

less te do than any other judge of the Superior

Court, there is liardly a case vhidb lie lias to

determine in whidh soine party does net suffer

froin bis delay in rendering bis judgments.

(Some instances are here given). In short,
sucli delays have becomie 50 provoking aid

injiuricus te suitors that the courts cf

justice over whidh lie presides have becomne

allmost totally discredited as means cf enforc-

ing, le-al obligations. The business cf the

'Civil courts is alnîost entirely cf a mercantile

nature, and by a judge cf the most ordinary
legal knowledge, tbe judicial decisions therein

Could lie rendered almost immediately after
the bearing cf the cases, as lias been done

wben otlier judges have presided over the same

courts. Wbat proves moreover that thlese
delays are nmerely the resuit cf neglect and

gress ccntenipt for the public interest, is the

fact that, even after tbey are incurred, lie neyer

Or seldomn gives the reasons or motives cf bis

iudgments. Without appointing, a tinie for

their delivery, lie geuerally goes into Court

Wlien ne one but the Clerk, and perchance oe

,or two individuals are present, aud then bauds

in bis judgrments, eue motive usually answver-

'ng for those in favor cf plaintiffs, aud eue iii

like mauner for those iu laver cf defendants.

"4Your petitioners wotild further represent
ithat the flou. Aimé Lafontaine bas important

duties, such as the granting cf writs cf' Habeas
Corpus, the taking, cf bail, security, and other

natters of like nature, te perform out of term

tt bis cliambers, where lie seldom, sometimes

iot for days, attends; and when lie does attend

t is only for a few minutes in the morning.

Parties who corne to, Aylmer during business

[ours after eleven o'clock, if they have busi-

ness of this nature te trausact, must send for

him at their expense to his residence at a dis-

tance of nearly two miles, te notify him that

tliere is soînetliing for him to do. lu shorthle

80 manages to procrastinate everything by

lis delays and bis absence, that it 18 almost

impossible to transact business in ivhich lie

lias anv function to perforin.

"4As a judge in crirninal mnatters the said

Hon. A. Lafontaine is stili more inefficient and

incapable than in any other position. He is

se destitute of any knowledge of criminal law

that, wbien even a most elementary question

arises in the course of a trial, lie has te go

for bis books and study it on the bencli. In

Englisbi lie is incapable of explaining the most

simple case to a jury, so as to be understood.

In fact, lie does not atternpt it. Iu the case of

Laderoute lately convicted and hanged for

murder, a case w'hicli ias cornplicated by

numerous and grave questions of law and fact,

his charge to the jury in English and Frenchi

did not last three minutes. So it is in every

case; and it is only repeating wbat is notorious

in the district of Ottawa, that the administra-

tion of criminal law therein since lie lias been

a ju(lge lias failed in most cases tbrough bis

inefficiency and incapacity."

Mr. CARTIER objected to Mr. WRIGHT'S MO-

tion being made witliout notic6. fiHe was,

mioreover, of opinion that the mnember for

Ottawa had net mnade out a case, the offences

specified being cornmitted before Mr. LÂFON-

TÂINE'5 elevation to the bencli, witli which

the flouse had nothing te do. If (added Mr.

CARTIER) lie wvas guilty of offences whilst

Crowu Lands Agent, it was the duty of the

Crown Lands Department to enquire into the

muatter. Mr. CAucUONi then embraced the op-

portunity to exteud the charge of incapacity

to the bencl in general. Hie said, that when

so grave an accusation was made against a

judge, if the judge did not think proper te, ask

for an investigration, it wvas the duty of the

flouse, in the interest cf public mnorality, to
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