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Civil and Soeinl Depariment,

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT.

There is no subject on the discussion of
which we cever entered with so much difi-
dence as that of the abolition of the punish-
ment of death. It is n subject, which at
the present tine cugnges the attention of the
whole civilized worlde  T'he advoentes of
ubolition every duy incrense in utmbers, but
wriumph has not, caeept in one or two instan-
ves, crowned theie effirts. \We hnow of 1o
country or Stute, with the single (xception of
the State of Michignn, where the puanislment
of death is uot cuforeed.  Tn most countries
this pumshiment is now  confined to oue or
1Wo crties § in some it extends 1o severals
but in few countries are so many crimes
punishable with denth as were a few years

ago.  The mitigntion of the rvigour of punish-
went, and the abolition of Lratal modes of

torture, are vegarded us u sarhed featare of
the ndvanced civilization of the prescut age.
In glanding at the criminal codes of diflirent
nations, one s struch with the irregularity
und the national caprice  exlibited 1 the
punishment of the sume crime.

‘T'his varintion may perhaps be excused on
the ground that it accommodates itself to the
diffurent degress of eniizaton found m Qif-
ferent countries. Butan the diflerent States
of the Amencan Uwmon, where there enunot
be a very wade ditterence n the status of eive
ihzation, conswdernble mequality of  pumshe
ment exssts. 1n the old settled Siatesof New
England, nrruufuctines, science, umd the arts
are 1n & wore advanced state than in lowa or
Wisconsin,  But in some of the vldest States
we find that the punishiment of death extends
to the greatest nunber of crimes.  North
Carolinn ts the tost rigorons in 11> punish.
ments of any State in the Cuon,  llorse-
stealing, shive-steuling, bigamy, arson, and
civculating seditions publications among tlie
slaves, in addition to the crimes of rape and
murder, arc all capital oflfences; as well as
scverul other crimes of n secondary nature.
South Curoliua punishies horse-stenling and
forgery wath death.  Mardland plices the
buraing of Mills 1 the list of capital crimncs.
Georginua attaches the punishinent of deathi to
the circulation of imsurrcctionary papers; o
iu other waords, telling the slave that he 1s a
slave; and m this vespect Lowsiana fullows
her exumple.  Tenuessce and Olwo coufine
the punishinent of denth to the crime of mur-
der; wnd ludianu to treasun and nurder.
Delaware mahes the caitne of burglary a cap-
tad offence, and 12hinde Island, Mussachusctts,
and New York, punish arson with deatls.
The code of the United States, where no par-
ticular State is concurned, pumshes with
death the fullowing craimes @ treason, wmurdet,
arson, rape on the seas, robbing Ml (second
tune,) forgery, purucy, robbery on the hugh
sens, scttng fire to ships, and some others.
‘I'he punishwent of death in Englaud is now
confined to murder and rape, und we believe
oncor iwo statutory offences.  There is some-
thiug arbitrary, revoliing and ivmtionsd in the
strange contrudictions iu the criminul codes of
the different States of the Amenican Union.
In one State, horse-stealing s a tufling
uffence, visited with a hght punshment;
athiers it 1s rased an atrocty to an cquality
with murder. In some States the publication
of truth is not ouly madé a crime, but the
highest crime thint can be committed, and is
punisbied with death.  When so much dif
ference of opunion exists as to the crimes to
which the punishment of death should at-
tach; when the hangman is guided by no
other rule thaa the cupnice or prejudice of a
yeople, xud when this caprice and these
prejudices run in opposite directions in dif-
ferent countrics, and in the same country at
d.fferent periods; it 1s not matter of surprisc
1 1at the question of abolishing caputal punssh-
ment altoeether should bave arsen. Men
huve not agreed to fix any definite fimit to
the punishment of death.  Different coun-
tries, and as we have seen, different States in
the same country, allow it a range equal to
their prejodices, their convictions or their
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caprice. 1€ a short term of imprisonent is
a just and proper punishmnent in Tenncssce
for the crime of horse-stenling, it is nothing
short of wmurder to linng a wan for commit-
ting the same crime w North Carolinn 5 aud
yet the judges, the juries, aud the people of
North Carvoline persist in hanging the horse-
thief, and think they sre fultilling a duty in
duing so. 1t is perfectly true that many
purts of a criminnl code whicl may be suited
toa state of society in one conntry ut one
time, tay be barbareusly severe in another
countey or age presenting & mure ¢ wwanced
state of cvilizatwon.  But the pumshment of
death can searcely  ncconnnodute itself 1o
these varymg circutstanees.  Thesncredoess
of humnn bife 1s too grent to be trifled with.
Justice, strict unbending justice will plice
some limit to the punishment of death. It is
right to hung u man for stealing a hovse, or it
is not; and this right must be parunount
under all circunstances and in all cuses,  §f
we reduce man to a level with the horse, and
sist on tahiug o man's hfe for the value of o
horse, we mght produce a tolesable argu-
ment in favour of the practice of hunging the
horse-thief: but not otherwise.  Where
then shall we place the limit of death punish-
ment? The limits ussigned by the present
practice of diffurent countries are merely ar-
bitrary 3 the practice of oue country cuntra-
dicts that of another, and as justice is uniform
aud consistent, it fullows that the practice of
some countrics wust be wrongi and cvery
error commnutied au the taking of humna hie
is n judienmd murder. \Where then shall we
fix the banit of death punshinent so s to
escape the consequences of so futal an error?
Shall we go to the Bible und take the Mosuic
practice for our guide ! 1f we are to take
the Mosuic dispensation for our guide, n
question muy arise whether we ought also to
adopt the mode of stoning to death  pursued
by the Jews under thut dispensution,

Leaving thus question to be discussed or
settled by those whose leisure and inclina-
tion mny lead them into it, let us sce
whether it be practicuble to adopt the Mosnic

code of punisluncut, with perfect safety to

s the interests of society.  The Mosnic dispen.

sation placed the vivliuon of the Sabbath
the category of capntal crimes.  \We need
cuumerate no other offence. It is clearly
impossible thut we could, without reuding
suciety to preces, and nlinost puttmg an end
to our spectes, adopt tins code.  But then st
we reject the code us 2 whole, why should
we adopt @ part of it 7 1f we are bound to
tahe otie part, we are equully bound to tuke
the whole; if we reject the whole we are not
'ut liberty to tuke n part, without giving a suf-
ficient reason for malng the distinction.
Wihat sufficicnt reason, then, cau we gue?
We may uige the interests of society. The
consequences of breaking the Sabbuth are
wierior when compared with the conse-
quences of the comunssion of murder. So-
ciety must be protected agaiust the murderer:
while it would be injustice to compel the
Jew to observe the Sunday ia the manuer we
do, because our Saturday is his Sabbath; and
hie conscicutiously observes it.  Socicty is
not suswerable for the belief of the Jew, and
hias no 1ight to intesfere with his observance
!or nun-vbscrvance of the Sabbuth. Here
then is a distinction between the crime of
murder and of Sabbath breaking in their
effects upon Socicty ; and moreover it is evi-
dent that there arc cases—the case of the
Jew that we bave instanced—in which we
have no right whatever to award any punish-
tnent to the latter.  But the distinction
which exists between Sabbath-breaking and
the crime of murder, must not be mistaken.
It as just this: socicty lias a right to be pro-
tected against the surderer, while it Wilaot,
in all cascs, the right to puvish the non-ob-
scrvance of the Sabbath, because it could not
do so without persecuting some of its mem-
bers. Bt becnuse society has = right to be
protected agsinst the murdever, it does not
follow that it has = right to take the life of
the murderer, utless its safety depend upos
its Joing 90. By the mfety of Society we
mean not mercly the necessity of restreining
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commiitting more murders, but the sufety of
Suciety demands that we nflict on the calprit
such punishient as will tead to discouruge
the erime of murder generally, and we have
uot aright to inflict any other.  ‘Fhis 1s what
the safety of Society demands.  The ques.
tion, then, is this: does the punistunent ot
death afford preater security to society by
mure effectunlly deterving from the comis.
'smn of wurder than any other puistunent
would ! And this questian, it appears to us,
experience alone ey dectde.  L'hie State of
Michignu 13 now testing it. One of the Swiss
Cantons once tried a sinulur expernnent, aud
the result, which we cannot stute precisely,
s suid to have been fuvourable to ubolition,
Writers on this subject are generully dogom-
tic, and decide the guestion, without proof,
cither on one side or the other,  We clivose
to tuhe u different conrse. 1€ there be any
positice evidence hy which to deaide the ques-
uo, 1t 1s not wathun our reach 3 and we never
decude a great question wihout evidence.
1 \We see no rational objection to trying the ex-
periment of nbolition 5 us thatis the ouly self-
way of settling the question.

The following statisticy, taken from a work
written by Oscar Ring, of Sweden, exhibit
a comparison of Cupitel pumshment wn dif-
’fcrcm countries, but they prove wotliag for
or aguinst thut mode of pumshment, thut we
can discover ;—

Inhabitants,

Spain, once cxecntion yearly, itescecaas 1N W00
Sweden, v o caeee oo 172,000
Norway, from 18332 to 1834, wclusive,

une execnt:an Y early, M.oaceee ceeees 720,009

1o from 1235 to 1837,
Ireland, one eaccution yearly, ieaeco o 200,00
Englmd, do do o eees 200,00
f'rance, do du AU ceiiee. HTUOD
Baden, do do do cesee.. U000

Do duning the year 1331, anly one in 1230,600
Austrizin Gerany, oue execntion year-

cesccccnness HOHE.

I, il ceesiocaaan tetirasaseeoeanes 210000
Wantewbers, onn exeentios: yeurly, ine, 760,000
Pennsvlvang, do do do .. 820,000
Bavaria, do do do L 200,000
Ratssia, do do do  ..}1,700,000

Vermont, since 1814, none.
lelgium, simce 1539, nope.
—0

OUR SURPLUS GRAIN.

Last year Canada seceived an addition of
23,000 persons 1o her populiton.  Each of these
would conswmes on an average. eight Lushels of
gram i the first year; the azgregate awonuut
thus consunied would Le 225,000 hushels. I
addition 10 this we cxported 334,747 bushels of
wheat, 535,602 bbls. of flour, which, supposing
cach bbl to contain five bushels, would bLe
3432357 bushels, The gnamtity consumed by
cwigrants and the amonnt exported would wmuke
3,556,757 Lushels of wheat over and above what
was required to feed the population who were
engaged it 1ts production, and all others residing
1 the country.  Every year our surplus products
encrease with our population as will be seen by
the foliowing tabul tof cxports by sea
from Montreal and Quebee duting the last nine
years.

Flowr.  Wheat. OQats. Pecas.

Barrels. Barrels. Dushels. Bashels.
1833300 59204 ceevee. coveees 1,415
1889..... 43427 3346 2,555
1830.....315.612 142039 59,878
188) ceee .336,210 $62.002 .a.e... 1233574
1942 ... .24,79) 203,107 5665 73958
1843.....209957 143133 3651 83,314
1588.... 415467 222133 24574 130,355
184850, 442,223 302 53030 220912
1816.....555,602 534,747 46,060 216,339

Ifour surplus products increase at this ratw,
and if we did not czport a single kernel of gram,
we should then be able to feed about five hundred
thousand emigrants. Otherwive, it is a most
lamentable fallacy into which some bave fallen
who assert that we are prepared to receive an
additions of haif 2 withon to oar populatien i one
year. \Wemnet cither export this aurplas, or sfat
be consumed by emigrants, they muast be such as
are abile to pay for it, uot merely in kbonr, for so
large an amount of laboar could not be absorbed,
but iu mouey, whick we must have if the grain be
consumed in the country, to pay for our imports.

We could probably absorb 40,000 ewigranis
bringing nothing but their labour amongst
eur settled pupalation® But ifumack gremer
namber than thie como in one year, met enly
would the proper relation of labour and cepital
be dirturbed, but the difficaky would be enban-
oed by the fact that the imperted Jabens would be
of a kind met-adepiod 1o the conntry ; the labourer
would bave 1o undergo au sppreaticeship. It is
witerly impossible that any- thing like half a mil-

the convicted murderer, and preventing him

v
oot

aon of peaple could be setied in Canada i ane
year, withont the hazaed of ther sutfertug evile
which would be seyerely fult by the whole popan.
lation,

e London Chromele states that Iretand alono
will pounr probably 330000 of her populativn ap.
on the shores of America daring the present year,
und that of this nnmber one-forrth will cowe to
Canada. "Fhe quesion wiich then arises s
very simple one s shall we bave in the conntry
provisions to feed TO,L00 cnngrants 7 We knqw
not how wueh grium way be sored by wmerchants
for slupuent ; It we ure decudedly of opininn
that the farmiers of the country hinve very hule
more than wall be regquired 1o supply their own
wante untid next harvest. It quste time that we
shoull leok to the poation m wlieh we iy soon
be placed 5 uid tiko such steps as will prevent
the protability of the Cunine beiug transforred o
ottr shures 3 ae it will be af), at the time when wo
recene un addition 005,000 to our population,
wo shall have emptied onr grunerivs into the tar.

kets of Europe.
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POST OFFICE REGULATIONS.

We have to compluin of sumeboldy, we
should hke to hnow who, for the non-trans.
wmission of our pupers us they are divected.
We huve six subscribers at the village of
Bronte, to eachi of whon we sent a copy of
our kst number, separately fulded nud divect-
ed, aud the whole six done up in one wrap-
per, with © Brostr™ written on the ourside,
One of these subsciders writes us :—* Your
Inst number bus pot been reccived herve by
any of the subscribers except myself.”  Now,
whaut is the veason of this?  ‘Ihe package
must have been broken open by some one,
and the papers tahen out, for if the divection
had been mistuhen, our correspondent wonld
not have received his—it would have gone
with the rest.  We donot know whether our
cotemporarirs huve ocension to compluin of
the sume evil; perhaps it is because we ro
just entering the ficld, that the Post Office
people tuhe such liberties with us,  We shail
feel obliged to our subscribers in letting us
kuow whenever there is any irregularity in
the receipt of their papers, and we shall cn-
deavour to ferret out the cause of it. Our
list is not yet so lurge (we arce sorry to say)
that we need have auy difficulty v sending a
copy of our paper to each subscriber as soon
a8 it is issued.  ‘Ulic fault Jies inthe carcless. |
uness or misconduct of these counected with
the Post Oflice. A subscriber st Bradford
writes that be hus ouly reccived one number.
Now, it is utterdy itnpoasible that the mistake
could have occurred with us, for his nawe is
upon our list, and we recollect distinetly wri-
ting it euch time of issuc.

Ve sincercly hope thut at the next mecting
of Purliameat, our Legislutors will do some-
thing bLesides call each other names, aud that
they will estublish a inore vigorous, more
complete, and more rigilast system in our
Post Office.  With regard to the indifference
that has been shown to the wantsof the peo-
ple under the present system, we may adduce
avother instance iu the cuse of the village we
have meutioned.  Our correspoudcnt goes on
tostate :—-

*\Ve have becn shamefully used in this
place with regard 1o a Post Uffice; we have
been petitioning and writiog to the Post Office
Depnartment for the last two years, and ur-
g in cvery reasonable way the establish-
went of a Post Office in this place; our peti-
tions have beeu sigued by the most influential
and respectable men we biave, unanimously,
but all to no eflect, as we have been put off by
the most trifling excuses. That this place is
deserving of such an cstablishment may casi-
1y be suppoecd from the fuct, that abvut foar
mouths ago, despriring of getiing & Post
Oflice, we established an independent .ove,
and have since had our commuuications
brought from the nesvest Post Office
weekly. This of course costs somethipg,
whiclh added 1o tremendous rates of postage,
gnakcs' our postage cxpenses rather a heavy
item.’
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0 e city, wnder auspioes of H. J. Benlien,
Caq., called the Ewmigrant Settlement Society,
whosc object s to vender amistanice 10, and find
employment for emi on their srrival. We
doubt the ability of Ute Seciety to' commend re-
%S SucCons with-
the ce-
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