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*' TliPfP wcro casf'S in hi; esperionco wlioro tln^f^vilenop of in'Hnity wai
not brouglit bfl'oro Uie judt^pand iIh- jury • • • ilin Si-rrt'tary ot State
had power to send mi^ilical ni«n of ejit>erience and exumirie into the
condition (^f the piiriO'ier, and whoii the-e incdiral nwn rcpoited, an
they had donf oc''a?i(iiially, thai Ih^'y did not ifijani the jn-isoiier as
rfSponaible tor his aftior s, either at. ih^ time of the cunimi-sion ('< the
otfeuce or suhdcqueully, th« capital seuteuce wad not carried out.''

And Sir R AsHbotoii Cro!.H, alno owvo, a Sirrotary of Stale,

Raid (in tho saiiuww'C'ibion, whilo diM-ussifii;, in 1881, tho
Capital Puriir^liinoiit Abolition Bill:

•' The right lion and h-arned pentleman (Sir Wm H<ircourl), in his

(Sir H. Assheton OrD^rf'd) <ipiiiii)ti. most correctly stated what were the
true functions of a Secretary of State in this niatler."

Such were the dutien of the (rovorrment tin ler theCjtnadian
Statute coiicornini^ the Nnrlh-Wost, or at romm<.ii law, as

difipennatorrt ofthe ptei'OLfiitivo of mcircy. Have they com-
plied with those tribulations? The tirst mistaUo 1 iiutico is

the miHapproben^ion they have inade of their duty. I was
PurpritJed yesterday to hear it stated by the hon. Minister of

Justice, who is certainly an able lawyer, that in dealinir with
this Cttse tho Government had no power to tjo beyond the
verdict. Then what was tho ^ood of that Canadiar Statute

whi( h says that tho execution of a man sentoriccd to death
shiill not take place without an order of the Kxetutive ?

Then, Mr. Speaker, what is the meaning of all

tho rule^ laid down by the Home Oitice. which
say that the Crown shall examine into a case like this,

regarding the insanity of the prieoner, either at the time of

the commission of the otl'ence or subsequently ? It is

the duty of the Executive to examine every particle

of the evidence, to weigh it, and even to afford a chance
to bring fresh evidence in order that there may be
no mibcarriage of justice. 1 blame tho Government
for not having complied with these rules. I biame the

Government, in the first place, for having no report from
the judge. I have read all the proceedings in this ease, and
have looked in vain for a report of the judge to see \7hether

he was in a position to agree with the jury, in order that

mercy might have been exercised by the Government ; and
I am surprised the (Tovernment has ordered the execution

of tho man without asking whether the judge who presided
&t the trial agreed with the jury. 1 blame tho (TOvernment
for having ordered the execution of Louis Kiel because
fresh evidence was adduced, the evidence of the three

medical men, after sentence had been pronounced, and
had not been referred to Judge Richardson for his report

thereon, contrary to the practice prevailing in the Home
Office in England. It was the duty of the Government
to ask tho opinion of Judge Richardson upon the value


