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The most extraordinary thing to my mind is, this boy shot the Armenian, though lie
that, assuming this story to be true, the pri- persistently denied it until after the triaL
soner allowed the inquest and other investiga- According to bis counsel he did not eventions to go on without giving any information, indicate this ne of defence to his counsel
when his evidence and a carefully eonducted ex- etiterhat the l nqust uig thel
amination of the locality made within a day or e er at the inquest or during the trial.
two of the death would in all probability have He did not ask the Jury to pass upon this
satisfied the public of the correctness of his question of accidental shooting. The only
statement. He does not give one the idea of his question in the case upon the evidence and
being a nervous boy, or one that would be un- the admitted facts is whether or not the
duly alarmed at a matter of this kind. During shooting by this boy was accidental, andthe whole trial he seemed very cool and col- that is a plea which the boy, though defend-lected, and was apparently the most unco- ed by able counsel, did fot put forward atcerned person in the court-room, but i should the trial at ail
judge not in the slightest degree wanting ln .ow triyo t a dne.
intelligence. 1_ow, the Jury upon the abundant evi-
thelene. hveabodence-of a circumstantial character, it isTherefore, you have a boy, who, according true-because Mr. Power, in his report, ad-to the learned judge was of remarkable self- mits that the cireunmstantial evidence waspossession for one of his age, and not in sutieient to justify the verdict f the jury

the slightest degree wanting In Intelligence, that it was by the discharge of a gun ina boy who throughout the case, from be- that boy's hands this man came to his
ginning to end, puts forward the theory that death, then the jury, upon abundant evi-he had nothing to do with the killing of dence of a circumstantial character, foundthis man, and wbo, when he is convicted him guilty. He now puts forward in de-puts forward this unsworn statement and fence bis confession whih, according to
fnds it cogent enough -to enable the Minister the view of the learned Judge at the trial,of Justice to send hm out of prison without is not consistent with the evidence whiehfurther ivestigation' was given at the trial in many important

If the jury were satisfied that Deron came to respects. Then, what is the position of
his death by the diseharge of a gun in the the Minister of Justice ? Let us turn toprisoner's hands, I thought the verdict should his report, which is to be found at page 29have been one of manslaughter only, as I sup- of the dcuments whidh have been brought
posed the death was caused by the careless use
of the gun in firing at something near the pub- down. In the first place, he quotes that
lic highway. concluding portion of the report of Mr.
That explains, as I said it would explain, Justie Ritchie, which I have already read
the remarks of the learned judge at the to the House, and then he says:
trial that he did not agree with the verdict Upon a careful perusal of the evidence taken
of the jury. He did not agree with that at the triai, the undersigned concurs in the view
verdict for the simple reason that the kill- expressed by the learned trial judge in the con-
!ng was probably a case of manslaughter- clusion of his report, that the facts proved are
that it was mere recklessness on the part entirely consistent with the view that the killing

Sthe by, who pssiby had no intention of Deron was unintentional and unpremeditated.
of killing the man, but aimed at him ln It appears that the learned and hon. Min-mere recklessness or had been guilty of sueh ister of Justice has fallen into an error as
carelessness as to constitute the crime of to what the judge's view really was. He
manslaughter. But the learned judge did seemUs to think that the vierw of the judge
not indicate in any way that the boy should was that the prisoner should be discharged
be discharged as an innocent person-for and sentence should be remitted. On the
the effect of the remission of the sentence contrary, the judge explains in bis state-
Is to give a verdict of innocence after the ment that his view -was that the prisoner
jury had given a verdict dindlng hlm guilty, i should have been eonvieted of manslaughter.
and properly flnding hlm gullty upon the I must say in explanation of the remarks
only line of defence that he put forward at I bave already ruade, the report of the Min-
the trial. ister of Justice that I now for the first

But if the confession of the prisoner is to be time observe that he apparently did not re-
believed, the alleged offence is lnot a eulpable i ceive the report of Mr. Justice Ritchie until
homicide and he should be discharged. jafter he had ordered this prisoner's dis-
But does any one suggest that the Minister charge ; in fact. he got this prisoner
of Justice should assume the function of a discbarged. I believe, almost before
Jury and try the ease upon the unsworn counsel had time to earnb is fee by coming
statement of this boy, upon a confession up from Truro to be heard. The prisoner
which, if it could be used, If it could be lwas dischiarged withlout waiting for a
brouglit forward in favour of the boy could report f rom the trial judge with re-
only be brought forward. it seems to nie, as spect to his vlew of the confession-
a reason for giving him a further trial In re- because I observe that the report of Mr.
spect of a defence wikich he might and should Justice Ritchie upon the confession is dated
have put forward at the trial of the action. f the 2dth of February, and it is on the 24thNow, It seems to me that this case, after or 26th that the telegram Is sent down to
ail, lies within a very narrow compass. It dàscharge the prisoner. Indeed, this
Is now admitted as a matter of fact that was not a case which could wait the
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