
I, oitbor to

" I roKrot very much tbat this deoision haa beon com* to, but we bftve folt oumelvea boiiixl to Arriva at ' and'
I do nor. coriHidor that tho lloiinu ot°Coinmunf< ii< a pliioo whera caRoi oun bo trind uvvr uguiii."

Sir Williftin Ilaicourt, wlm, w<! wen: toM iln- otlioi ilny, ih a greal. atalesiUHii, miiil;

" It la a very soriouM thinit to reooniidor, in u matter of thin .Icroriptiun, tlie doliberato deoifiion of a Jiidicial
tribuiiHl. • • • AlibouKli. <ii oDiimt', I d» not deny tor » uidukmiI thu riitlit of utiy inuiu!>arof
Parliainonl to brinir forward a matter of Ibis kind, Htill I iissort tlitit it i>< iiiost itiooiivenieiit iiiid iiIui<'hI iinpotiittblei

for titiii Huuae, upon cj' parte statonieptn, or even upon iin nrKuineiit of tliu uhho, to arrive at a proper il«itiHioii of
thoniHitor. • « • y\'q (<m,„uf dUpoiie of inattori ot thia kind by a debate, oven if it bo moet
oalinly and carefully oooduotcd, in a po|iuUr iiitiouibly."

Mr. TrovoUyu itaid again:

"The diHOUHtion haa ahoivn how inoonvenlent it i« to try a cnae of that kind over ngala in tbe Iloiiae of
Coinmoni<, t'ur tho hou. inombor who hiin ju.st apolien prtictioully tried tho oaHO ovur Hgtiin—

"

I can rfipcat those words with unijiluwis, wlit-n I rt'llect upon the fcjK^nch that wt ILstt-ucd to last Friday.

" not from any now uvidenoe he hns brought forward in regard to tho oaf!e itscdt', but upon iin argumvnt in oonneo-
tioti with a oiiao that occurred ID MannboHler aonio yenra hko in which it was b)ii>\vii tbat there war. a vnnv of
miatakon identity. • • •

1 think wo »hould as far as posaiblo rcnoKoIzo ibo principle that the-
quoMlioo uf dispenaing thu mercy of tho Crown nhould nut become a niattoi uf debute in this llonse."

If this is to he- done, if a political disrussiou is to follow the autioii of tho Kxiniitive in every cr to iik

which olomeucy is given or "efuscd, one win easily undi-rstand what confuHion we Bl.irtl! introduco into the
administiatioii of criminal jistice in tliis country. The greatest criniiiiul who may he eondjinned by the

tribunals will have some hoDO thnt if hia cmc can only ho llirown into the voitex of politics, to tpiotn the
language of Louis Riel on tae day of Bfttochr>, "politics will suvo uw." lie will point to the fact that,

lifteoa yeais ago, u politici'l party in this country made a desperate olfort to gain jmwer by appealing to
public passion about a gi'.at tragedy whicli too; place, and tlifrt linving faih-d in that enterprise, llftecn

years utter^ards they considereil they could climb into power on the feelinj^ provoked by Another tragedy
—first trying fortune uj^wu the fate of tin; victim, and tlien trying it upon the fate of the murderer. It

will result, tiir, that the Executive, especially if it be weakly sup])orte(i in this llonse and iir the country,

muflt seek to do, not what is right merely, not what is justice merely, not wluii is a fuhihnent of the law
merely, bia t;hat which is moat iwpular in tlie eouutiy, in view of the fact tiiat the ease is liktdy to l>e

tried all (;ver again iu the Uoiuu of (Commons a.i a court of appeal, and in view of tho fact tiiat afterwards

it will be tried ail over again at the i)olls. More than this, we liuve had already indicated a still mure
serious result. It is not merely that the admiuistraliun of justice is to bo broufjlit into disnipnte, not
merely that its just euforuemcut is to be endangered, but if the J^xecutive shall attempt to carry out the
law, tlien in relation not not merely totl)e lilxeculive itself, but in relation to the ptople who support its

policy, and all people who believe that it was simply carrying out tlie law and discharging its duty, a cry

of revenge, as my hou. friend from Kent (Mr. liundry) said, is to go up, and be kept u[i, by one section

against the other. We s) all have, then, not merely the admiiiistratioa of justice degraded, but
we shall have, as indetd we had in the month of November last, the cries of civil war raised

in our own streets, when they had died away on the banks of the Saskatohewan. We have
heard, at each stage of the debate, the cry for more papers. I do not presume to discuss what was
done iu the House last Session, although 1 have liad full access to its records, but 1 have noticed that

this Session the cry became more urgent and more emphatic the more papers were, brought tlown. We
had fiitjt the cry that the record was not complete. We had iwsued to the public nnd laid en the-

Table of the House all that constitutes, technically, the record in criminal cases—all that would go before

a court of appeal—all that should bo asked for here if this Parliament is to be considered a court of

appeal. There was even more than that in the blue book which we printed and circulated; but we had
hardly met when we were told that we must have all the arguments upon the controversy about tho
postponement of the cose, although that argument resulted in an agreement between the counsel which,

withdrew the matter from the consideration of the court altogether. Those paper.H were brought down,
and the cry became louder and more urgent still for more papers. We were told tin re w,as a controversy

on the trial as to whether Louis Riel should be allowed to defend liimself, besides being defended by cowu-
sel—^" bring that down." We .brought that down to this House, and the cry became more urgent still-

" We have not the judge's charge here," it was 8aid> and one hou. member told tho House, that we were
not even in a position to tell the House that the judge's charge was before the Court of Appeal in

Manitobfi, although the blue book which he lield in his hand contained the judgment of that court, in

which one of the judges said that he had great satiafaction in being able to say that he hs.d read the

whole charge and that he endorsed every word of it. Well, we brouglit down the judge's charge

and the cry became more urgent still. One said all the papers that were asked for were not brought

down, and another complained that we had brought down more than were asked for—simply for the

reason that those which wore brought down were not as satisfactory to them as some hon. gentletneu

expecttid. Let me turn the attention of the House again to the practice whicli prevails in the Hiitish

Parliament upon that tiuestion. I have looked, I think I may say, at every case which has coiue up for

consideration in that Parliament for the last twenty-live years, and 1 have been unable to find a cnse ii>.

which the papers connected with a criminal caae were laid before Parliament at all. The question has;

arisen theie sometimes on the motion to go into Committee of Supply, sometimes on a question whiuh tftjfc

Home Secretary has to answer, but never upon a motion of want of confidence—never with ti e reqiiesft

that the papers should be brought down. But, while I have been unable to find a *ecord protlueecL to
Parliament, in such a case, I am able to find that it was refused, fof, on the l7th of May, 1878, m tL^

iiiMTWsion of the case of George Bromfield, reports touching the insanity of the prisoner were asked tor,

and Mr. ABJi^ton Cross, the Home Secretary, said that "all the communioaKons made to the Secretary of

State in the matter were of a confidential character, and therefore he did not consent to produce them."

I thipk, Sir, that as soon as the papers which remain to be^^bronght down are laid upon the Table of thft


