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Four executions have taken place in Cana-
da within & few weeks, for the crime of
murder. There is no reason to suspect, in
any of these cases, that the verdict of the
jury was founded upon doubtful evidence, or
that the punishment was not due to the
crime. But there is one point in connection
with these cases which seems to be forced
upon the attention of the must indifferent
observer, and that is the necessity of im-
posing more stringent rules upon sheriffs
and gaolers with reference to the communi-
cations which pass between convicted persons
and the Qutside world.  In almost every in-
stance there has been a daily and hourly
correspondence permitted between the
prisoner and the reporters for the press, as
well as others who have no immediate con-
nection with the convict or his family. This
publicity we bave been accustomed to re-
gard as an evil incident of the administration
of justice in the United States, and its intro-
duction into Canada should be strenuously
resisted as tending to bring the authority of
the law into contempt. The sheriff ought
not to permit communication between his

~ prisoner and anybody who chooses to make
him a visit ; still less ought he to permit
the gaoler or turnkeys to gossip with repor-
, ters over every act and saying of the man
‘awaiting execution. A monstrous example
of the length to which the abuse has gone is
afforded by the publication of the following
telegram from Mr. F. X. Lemieux to Remi
Lamontagne, who was executed at Sher-
brooke on the 19th instant, for a murder
committhd in circumstances of unusual
atrocity :-——

“ All myefforts are in vain: entertain no further
hope. Men do not pavdon, but ‘God alohe is traly
meorciful. With all my heart I wish you the courage

necessary to bear the terrible trial. It is sad to die
youag, healthy and vigorous, but in fifty years the judge
andjury wha have condemned you will sn thesr turn be
Judged and will not perhaps, like you, enjoy the advan-
tage of being ready for death. Farewell forever, dear
olieat, aw revoir, in eternity. My ohildren and myself

4

pray tothe good God for you. I wished to ’
0 . 0 8
izu. but reml\uned here to endeavor to uv: yo‘x‘:.’ “;
ow oy e .
' rewi?ll;’fn 1 die like a Christign and & brave man, .
We do not wish to make any comment

upon this extraordinary communication, It
could only have been written under the in.
ﬂuen-ce of excitement, and was evidently
not intended for publication, But what
shall be gaid of a Bystem which tolerates the
communieation of such matter to the re-
porters? How are judges and juries to
pe?t‘orm faithfully and conscientiously their
painful duty if they are_exposed to such
att'acks? The occasion seems to call for a
united an_d energetic remonatrance from the
bench and from all who are interested in the
proper administration of justice, and the
adoption of regulations which shall render
the repetition of such a scandal impossible,
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In Greme v. Globe Pring . i

came before the Master in Cngamclgérs:? l’l(';tl)l-
ronto, on the 5th of November, the question
of the admissibility of the evidence of g
w.ritness under sentence of death was con-
sidered. The action was for libel growin
out of a newspaper article in which, as ths
Plaintiﬂ’ charged, it was asserted that he was
In Bome way connected with the murder of
one Benwell. The article appeared subse-
quent to the trial and conviction of ong
Birchall for the murder of Benwell, ang
Birchall was at the time in gaol unde; sen-
tence of death. The plaintiff desired 1o
obtain the evidence of Birchall to establigh
that he (Birchall) had not said ‘that the
plaintiff was in any Way ccanected with the
murder of Benwell. The sentence of death
was to have beenr. executed on Birchall on
the 14th of November, 1890. On the 4th of
November, 1890, the plaintiff moved before
the Master in Chambers for an order to
examine Birchall as & witness in the cage
and to ube his depositions at the trial, which
would not take place in the ordinary courge
till after his execution. The defendant’s
counsel contended, inter alia, that Birchall
was civilly dead, and was not a competent
witness, and therefore that the order ghould
not be made. - Regina v, Webb, 11 Cox, 133
was cited. The plaintiffs counsel contendey
that all dissbilities of witnosses are now



