
IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

taken or )ys indeed ever proposed by any
rauunber of the Enish louse of 'Comi-
mous. TIlie e nu case Vhere antihing of
thse kinsd Is taken place. e also pro-
poses, as I îunde1ran from 1hi1 to
establisih the pint that outlawry in this
countryi enely foreign to our own
crnimnal procedure for tie reason that in
OUr AC' of ai6 at tie 82nd section, it is
statedI tihat auy person indicted for anv
ofienie muad e-apita b)y any statute shouldi
be liable to th a punmishmsent whetier
it be a convi-ctiîun by ver diet or confession
and therefore the miion of the terni
utlawy in a icula sectioni of our
erhinl! procedure operes as setting
aside all tise outlawry proceedings in crim-
inai case- T wi notz ventiure for a
mnomnenît to discusthele asp--ects of thie
case. Ti- v ill bedissed, no doubt,

y tie gentlemen lerned in the lamw on
both sides Of this Houie. I simplv take
the g'round that 1 hk I am etitled to
take l u on th'e ujuet, that the

w cf England still"previls tlrou1ghout
tiese t teritos a nd in Canaal- wuhere it
has not bien specaly repealed by specil
enactmua T ha'iiat tie law of England
des extsend to) these terito'ries ins this res-

pect in this paerticular instane there can
be no dou 't wa-iatever, itiad if i, be dis-
puted there e abunan 1 roof of tie aile-
gration tha t is. I tlh 78lth sectioln of
thse Act relating to crimixal procedure, we
find tha ou- o wn ac/t des contemsplate
a vri by ou' nlvry, and5< it is tolerably
cleartomy own mind,iookingat thequestion
froi a commo sens point of View; that
the gond proposed to ie taken by the
hon. geitem1 ai is not t-nale, so far as
the e:mee-nt s concned, upon whiel
hie intens tonfoun his objection. I do
not prooi)se to enter upon-s' the question as
to V ihether- it i soor n 1o I simply state
tiiese fts in ordler tat they mav be
delt ih by- gentiem Who w ere to fol-
icow 1m111 Cond(1uctinsg the lega1 l part Of the
argumest. The questionsmay possibl b
raisel as to wvietier tihe (d 4um1ielt laid
before tHe Huse is preisely the kind that
it shsould be. I do net know w hether it is
or not. li the O'DoxuontN LossA judg-
ment the document itsluf was iot laid on
tie table, but a certificte from the officer
of the court statinig ti such a decision
liad been rendered. Il th1e present case

question the legality of it. I shall, there-
fore, more in the first place, " That the
record in tIe case of Louis RIEL, laid on
the table of the House on the 22nd inst.,
be now read." I follow, as I said before, very
closely the precedent in the SMITH O'BRIEN
case, in which the motion was that the
decision be entered as read.

The motion was carried, the House dis-

pensing witlh the reading of the document.
Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE -I now

inove 'That it appears by the said record
that Louis BIEL, a member of this House,
lias been adjudged an outlaw for felony."

Mr. MASSON suggested that it would
be well to know if there was anything
before the louse to prove that the Louis
RIEL who iad been adjudged an outlaw
was the Louis RIEL w-ho was a member
Of thils House.

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE said the hon.
gentleman must judge for hiiself. The
document was on the table making that
statenent, and the House lad dispensed
with the reading of it.

Mr. MASSON asked that the docu-
ment ie read.

Ilon. Mr. MACKENZIE-It is now
zoo late.

Mr. MASSON-Te ion. gentleman
should not take shelter belsind forns.

lion. Mr. MACKENZIE-I do not go
beiind forms. The lion. gentleman should
have called for the reading of the docu-
ment at the proper time.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD-The hon-
nienber for Terrebonne says the fact that
Louis RIEL is an outlaw in Manitoba is
no proof that ie is the Louis RIEL who is
a member of Parliament. That is the
point the hon. gentleman makes.

Hon. Mr. MACKENZIE-If the ion.
gentleiimaii has any doubt of it ie will vote
againmst the motion.

Sir JOHN MACDONALD said that
was to a certain extent an answ-er to the
objectioni, because the Premier in his reply
bad by inference stated the two were one
and the saime person.

lIon. J. H. CAMERON quite agreedwith
what his hon. friend said ; that there was
enoughs to bringbefore tie louse thefact that
the person ciarged with outlawry was a
member of this House. The Premier had
party stated his (Mr. CAMERON's) objection
t> the House, but iot beincg a lawyer ie

the docnuit itelif is luid on the table, could not be expected to remuemuber exactly
and it is competent fr this House to whsat was said. bis (Mr. CAMERoN's)

Hou. Mr. Alckenae.
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