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paicular offler whom the Government, I think, extremely o
unfortunately, decided they would entrust with the duty of I
conducting these trials. Well, the judge chooses the jurym
panel, and we have heard from the hon. member for i
Beoihasse (Mr. Amyot) a statement, which I think is s
of considerable importance, and with reference to m
which I should have desired to hear something from C
the Government before now-a statement to the effect I
thaà there were persons of the faith and nationality h
of tIle prisoner eligible as jurymen, but that none or b
only one such was chosen of the panel. I heard the 1
hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr. Curran) say that no i
objection of that description could apply, in consequence of t
the relations of the prisoner at the time of his trial to the u
church of his fathers and the church to which he himself I
belongs, but I do not think that argument holds; and, for g
my part, Imust express my regret that, if the circumstances m
be as up to this moment they appear to be from the uncon.J
tradicted statement of the hon. member for Bellechasse 1
(Mr. Amyot), a wider selection should not have been madee
of tie panel; and I share the regret expressed by several i
hon. members that the single person who happened to be on i
the jury, of that faith, should have been peremptorily chal- c
lenged. For that challenge there may have been, for al I t
know, a good reason; but we are not told, and we must not t
presume it was a challenge for cause. We ail know the shocki
to the administration of justice which ensued when those1
of his fauith were challenged on the occasion of the (
O'Connell trial. That ought to have been a lesson oni
this ocasion, and the same difficulty ought not to havei
reeurred in our day. Again, with reference to the character1
of the prosecution. The written instructions which were1
given to the Crown lawyers were to try all the leaders,(
with the exception of certain Indians and others who might1
be chargeable with murder-to try ail the leaders for1
treason, No distinction whatever was made in those'
instructions between Louis Riel and the other leaders. Now,i
how did it happen, under these circumstances, that all theg
prisoners, except Louis Riel, were indicted-for the same1
offence it is true-but under the more modern statute1
and procedure, for treason-felony, while Riel alone was
tried for high treason under the ancient law ? Were there
special instructions given which have not been brought
down te us, or special verbal instructions or communications
differing from the general instructions which have been
brought down to us, aa the only instructions given to the
oooeim? If there were noue such, I consider it to have
been a violation of those instructions to try for treason.
felany the mass of the leaders, and for high treason, one.
They were ail ordered to be tried for treason, and
they aIl ought to have been tried under the same
atatut, unles special instructions wore given to the
oontmry. It. was, of course, with the oognisance of the
government that thi difference was made, because
it wa everybody's news-it was reported in the papers;
and, therefore, 1assume that the Government either in.
sticte4, in the first instance, or else acquiesced in the course
purmued; and I am entitled to assume that because I observe
still further that the Deputy Minister of Justice was one of
the officers associated with the others in the conduet of the
trial. As to the time, I agree with the observations that
have been made, that it seems to have been short; but I
au not prepared, in the present state of the evidence, to
maintain that it was too short, simply because I have been
unable to observe any protest on the part of the prisoner's
counsel that it was too short, excepting in se far as such
protest may be implied from their having asked for a longer
time than the Orown counsel granted. . Upon that subject,
1 think we might have some further information. I was
glad to be able to make an observation, which has been re-
terred to before in this debate, as to the assistance given by
the Crown in procuring the prisoner's witnsses; that
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bservation can no longer be repeated in its fall force,because
have learned, since this debat commenced, the course

which was pursued with reference to the request for
witnesses. In my view, it was of the highest con-
equence, and in saying that I do not overlook the letter
which the hon. member for Montreal Centre (Mr.
uarran) read, that Dr. Howard should have been called.
do not, after the statement of that hon. member, charge
is not being procured upon the counsel for the Crown,

>ecause the hon. gentleman read a letter addressed to Dr.
Howard from the Department of Justice here, from which
t appeared that negotiations had been going on between
he Department of Justice and Dr. Howard as to the terms
upon which that gentleman would visit Regina; that he
had named, under the special circumstances which the hon.
gentleman mentioned, the sm of $500; and that it was
upon the question of that charge that the Department of
Justice declined to arrange for Dr. Howard going up to
Regina. Now, Sir, I regret that decision. I think it
extremely unfortunate that Dr. Howard-who, besides
being a well known alienist, also had charge of Riel for, as
well as I could gather, a period of nine months in the asylun
over which he presided-was not a witness at the trial, and
that we have not now the benefit of his evidence. I do not
think any such question as the difference between what
might have been supposed to be his reasonable charge and
the sum of $500 ought to have weighed for an instant in
considering the question whether he should have been avail-
able or not. Then, Sir, I think it is unfortanate that we do
not know more with reference to the complicity and res-
ponsibility of the whites in the rebellion. We remember
the speech of the First Minister, last Session, in which he
declared that it was not to the Indians or to the half-breeds,
but to the whites of Prince Albert, that we owed
the shame, the disgrace and the discredit of the rebellion.
We find the law officer of the Government pointing ont the
same proposition, not as positively but still with a tolerable
degree of certainty, to the counsel whom he was sending
there, and instructing them that no point was more impor-
tant than that they should secure evidence and convict those
who are guilty in this regard. We hear from the Minister
of Justice that reports have been received from the law
officers of the Crown on all these points; we know the
beggarly kind of attempt made to met.eout justice te these
guiltier whites. We know that two only were committed
for trial, for the Minister of Justice has told us so; we know
that one was Jackson of whom the Secretary of State, with
that liveliness of imagination which characterises his
oratory, told his constituents at Terrebonne that he was a
Frenchman in all but the name, that he was Francisé, that
he was just as much a Frenehman as Regnier, and there
was no question of nationality about it.

,Mr. CHAPLEAU. I did not.
Mr. BLAKE. Oh!1 well, we will verify as we go on.

Here is a report in La Minerve of the hon. gentleman's
speech:

"A Von. You have pardoned Jackson, tue Englishman, why
did you not pardon Riel? Jackson, gentlemen, what has been said and
written with regard to Jackson's pardon is, allow me tu use the words,
downright stupidity. la the first place, Jackson is no more e-n English-
man than you or I. All the English there was in him was his name,
and he vas just as much French by blood and language as Riel him-
self. In this he was a good deal like a great many of our countrymen
who are of English or Scotch descent, but wha are thoroughly frenchi-
fled. Jackson was one of Riel's secretaries. is fate was that of
Ré;nier, his colleague, who was a Oanadian by name and origin."
And thon the hon. gentleman proceeds to say:
(nasIat"o.)

" They were both pardoned as accomplices in the second degree, so
that the question of race had nothing so do with the case.''

That was the hon. gentleman's statement by the revised
report of the hon. gentleman's speech in the *nerus,


