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Mr. CARVELL: The horse was there when
you started ta lack the doar, but hie gat ont.

Mr. DOHERTY: I am nat aware af what
horse the hon. gentleman refers ta.

Mr. PUGSLEY: What does the minister
"efer to?

Mr. DOHIERTY: I have doue with any
discussion on questions oof motives. I leave
the haon. gentlemen ta, their vile motives-

Some han. MEMBERS: Order, order.

MT. DOHERTY: -ta get along together
as well as they knaw how. We cannot, in
this e-ivdilzed Canada, in Parliament, disous
a question of whiat is the best, system of
trial by jury withaut hon. gentlemen seek-
ing to interrupt even explanatio>ns by com-
ing back ta the aid staries.

Mr. McKENZIE: I rise ta, a point of
erder, ýbecause it is well tihat a precedenk
shauld be established. I do nît think it is
canipetent for a member of lyarliament ta
speak of his fellow members in debate in
this House as having vile motives. The
minister says we are left ta aur vile motives.
1 want ta know if that is permissiible lu
this Hanse.

~Mr. SPEAKER: It le six o'clock, I ishahl
give my ruling when the Hanse resumes.

Mr. DOHERTY: I said that haon. gentle-
man had attribnted ta me vile matives.

Mr. CARVELL: Oh, no.

Mr. DOHERTY: If-I am mistaken hon.
gentlemen will correct me. I congratulate
the hon. member for St. John on his de-
votian ta the exactitudes.

At six o'clack the Hanse took recess.

After Recess.
The House Teaumed at eight a'clock.

Mr. SiPEAKER: At six o'clack the hon.
meniber lor North Cape Breton and Victoria
(Mr. McKeuzie) rase ta ia point of arder
-with respect ta. the reniarks made hy the
hon. Minister ofl Justice. As I understood
the position and tihe language af the hon.
-minister at that time, it was that lie was
.camplaining that motives had been attri-
qbuted ta him. by same lion. mxemrbers, snd
-that if they caiuld ibe propevly attributed ta
1iim snch action on his part would be vile.
iBut, in order ta, nake it perfectly clear,
:1 have examined the tr.anscript of the 11an-
sard reporters' notbes, and I find the fol-
lowing:

Mr. Doherty: I have done with any diseus-
sion on questions of motives. I leave the hon.
gentlemen to their vile motives.

In. my judgment the language- i8 not par-
liamentary, and ought to be witbdawn.

MT. DOHERTY: I 'bo'w ta your ruling,
and withdraw the particular words as they,
appear in Hanad, with ail the grester
pleasure, because I had intended to, say
what you, Mr. Speaker, stated that you
understaad I Intended to convey. I notice
that the wards appear in Hansard "vile
motives ". In speaking off iheir " vile
motives," I may say that ail that I had
.in mind rwaa .the motives they 'attriibuted
to me, aind if any bon. gentleman thinks
it of sufficient importance, if he will look
back ta what I did say, he will see that I
had imputed no motivesta anybody. What
I initended to ýsay was tiiat I had daine
with this question af motives, the question
being the motives attributed to myseif, and
that I was quite 'willing ta. leave the- bon.
genitlemien :who ffiad imputed these .vile
motives to me, whfich I may .say they had
elaborated, out of their awn muner 'con-
sciousness, ta digest the vileness attributed
ta me -as -best theý might. At any rate, pez-
hapa they .may find it mare easy ta, digest,
as we have had aur dinner.

if we may carne ta the real question
which, w"hile it is important-I ülould nat
have introduced it if I had not thaught it
wias insportant-it 18 certainly very different
fromn what lion. gentlemen see~m ta under-
stand it ta be. I stated before the Hanse
rase ýat six o'clock that (the ides, that the
extensian af a panel ta a very large num-
ber, carrying 'with it, as it would if our lasw
be nat an-ended, the right ta "stand hy " a
very large number, was of -a nature ta wark
injustice ta the accused, is nat-original with
me. I have ibefore mue the histary of tlhings
that happened in the past, and I will cite
what Hallam says un his Canstitutional
History. He is dealing with the difficul.'
ties that arase in the f air and just applica-
tian cf the system of trial, by jury, and he
points aut that prior ta, the revolution it
had been the practice of the Criown, not
merely ta stand aside but ta, absolutely
challenge, without giiving any reasans, any
number of jurars, sud th-at this situation
was found tia be so abused that there was
express legislatian, even under Charles I,
restricting the riglit af the Crawn ta éhal-
lenge, ta the right ta, challenge for cause.
Even under that legisiation the Crown
saught ta enlarge its privileges by dlaim-
ing ta reserve its challenges untdl ail the
panel had been called, and that is the ori-


