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| not be ay eatisfactory a decition of & CA%O a3
| twelve, but pr
' had been found to work well,and he would bs

- warning, or without a eign
. wanted sach an Important change. Itzcemed
- %o be taken for granted that if one juror held

' inorease it

1;‘:# h.‘-_r r i . . ol ._.-'1._
. - . B
5 p- . 3 . i I'I -j ;F:_l"' B "_ o L

1 1
Y e Py

the present system

oppceed to any interferenco with ik, The fact
tEnt » Commisslon appolated by the British
Parliament in 1832, after makin

the fullest enquiry, with the advanfage o

haviog the Soottish system la operation al
ibelr very doors, had zeporfed adversely to
auy change, was a very strong argumeont
sgalpst the Bill of his hon, frlend, The
verdict of nine men was as good a$ the ead
of five minutcs as at the end of three hours,
or that of elght men at the end of twenty
mirutes as at the end of two hours, aud ho
had yet to hear an argument which would
iogically meot this view., Political Inflaenos
upen jarymen had been meantioned as a
reason for change, but he falled to zee that
the Bill would make any improvement lu
thas respect., As had been mentloned by tho
wember for Scuth Brant,the change asked for
would be llkely to introducs a 'ﬂ'ﬂl‘%dlﬂgﬁ-r-
ous feeling intoour jury sysiem, he pro-
portion ¢f Roman CUatholics to each patty
jury In the Province would bs about two or
three out of the twelve, and it would by a
very likely thing for unthinking suitors to say
that scotarianism had prevailed In maay
onecs If the proposed chsnge ware brought
sbout, and thus a vew element of dlstrust
and discord would be introduaced into the
country.

Mr, MOWAT syd that the avowed ob |
iect of those provisions ia the Bill allowing
a certaln time for juries to prepare thelr ver.

dlot was to allow of discusslon in the jary-
room, but ke ocould not sce that this objaot
would always be recured. Nothwithstand-
ing the evils of the exlsting system, popu-
Isr oplolon both Ian the Uailed
States and FEngland scemed $5 be
strongly in favour of the pressnt systom, and
thovgh personally he was In favour ofa
msjorléy rulirg In & jary, as In Legislatares,
Commistecn, Boards of Directors, &), hs
éid not think the opiolon of the Canadlsa
pecple was ia favour of the change, Hoe

bellcved that the prejudices agalnst the prin- |

oiple of the Blll would in tilme bs removed,
but In the meantime he thought his hon,
friecd would have to defer what would yob
be a valuable reform,

Mr, CLARKE (Nerfolk) roferred to cazes

' which he sald had bacome historical, and in

which it had heen impossible toget a verdict,

* thus either allowing susplolon to rest upon

an fpeocent man, or permitting the guiltg to
escape, ard causing unneoessary litigation,
His own experience as a corozer had
couvicced him that the presout was not the
best ove. He dld not think that the numbar
twelve was a sacred one, or that eleven
would cot do az well,

Mr. SCOT™ #aid that some of the arpn.
ments cmployed by the hon. mamber for
Norfo.k had heen strong ones, but that hon,

member ked overlooked the fack that the |

Bill would not mect the evils complaiced of,
He thought so Important a Bill sheuid bave

been Introduced by the Government, The |

tyalem was a very old one, 1§ was dear %o
every Diiilsh subject, and the Imperial Par.
Hament, which was certalaly as capable as
this body to deal with the question, had

- steadfastly refused to make thechange which

was Dpow sought by a private member
of the Legislature of Oatario withous any
that the public

out agalnst the oplulon of the other elevenhe
inevitably did zo0 from an lmproper motive,
or from sheer stubbornness; but he did not

- thivk this was cfien the case, He thought

that hon. members should firat ascertain the
views of thelr constituents b:fore pasing #o
very im t a measure ns the present,
Mr. CAMERON sald the Bill was In his
opicion uncalled for, and !t would not effect
s remedy to any cxisting evil, Hlis expe-
tience bad convinced him thst it far more

- frequently happened that a larger proportion

of a jury than one out of twelve
was the means of preventing a verdlot,
He could not see how the propised change
ccu'd be expected to work beneficlally, If
the jury were unanimous in believing a 1aan
to be wrong, that man would bs mare likely
to be eatisficd with the verdiot than f it were

by a majority, Instead of
tigation, he belleved this would

He considered the Attorney.
General had taken the ocorrsct course in this
matter,

Mr. ROSS sald this was one of very few
measures Introduc:d by legal members on
which laymen could form an opinlon. A very
large proportion of the cases now before the
Courts were tried wlthout jarles, becauss
the people had no confidence in the systems
of unanimsus verdiota. The syatem of ma-

reiurned orl
dimloishing ﬂ

jorlty verdicts had worked

‘in Sootland,

and there was no reason why the jury sys. -

tem should not be amended. He thought

{his reforn was very much wanted.

1
|

In all other ocazes a majorly was
tufficlent, and he eaw no reason
why 1t should not suffice In jarles
If twelve were necessary to a verdict, why
not thirteen, fourteen, or fifkeen ! There
was nothing magical in the number twelve,
and they shonld amend I$ if 1% was found

| desirakble.

Mr. CROOKS #aid he agreed that 1% was

" desirable that in most ocases a majorlty

should govern, but there was a difference In
the peculiar functions which a jury was ex-
peoted to perform, In his view, the value
of » juiy arote entirely from the unanimity

. which was required. The verdict of 2 ma.

jorlty dep:nded on matters of oplrlon rather
than on the truth, and in Eogland the de.
cislons of the Courts which required unsn.
{mity on the part of the judges commanded
more respect than those of tribunals whare a
majority was suffislent,

Mr. BETHUNE sald he was sorry that
the Treasurer had stated mso definitely hls
opposiilon to the Bill. Hon, gentlemen
who were opposed to the principle of the Bill
did not agree on the grounds of thelr oppo-
ritlon. The chief ground seemed %o be that
this arclent system had not been changed In
Epgland or the Ualtcd Siates, The fact was
that in Epgland the attzntlon of the Hor:ss
of Commons could no% be kept for an Lirur
to the question of lsw reform, and that in
the United States the people had lost coc:
fidence In their judiclary. No one had sald

' anything which theroetically or logically

i

would bear against this Blil, bat hon. mem.
bers thought the presgnt system had worked
well, and desired to lcave woll alone, He
brought this measure forwaird in order that
public oplnion might bs expressed oa it
There might not have been any patitions or
reports cof jJudges in favour of this
change, bnt it was the duty of this
House to iniusbe legislation, It wan
the duty of the Legislature $o throw a pro

tection arcund the jury box, especlally ir the

wofern view of the administration of jastlo. ~~

Ihis Bill was not Inteanded to interfere In
criminal csacs, but 1n matters aflecting pro-
periy eurely it was a faroe to expect unanl.
ity on the part of twelve men in thelr opin-

- len on such tubjects? 1t was conbrary to eom.

mon sentre bo expect tweolve unlearned men
to agree when they did not expect twelve
learned judges to sgree. He Intended to 4.
vide the House on the sacond reading, though
he did not {ntend to prew the Blll further,

Mr. MOWAT pointed out that the second
reading bad alteady been oarried, and the
questicn now was the reference to a Special
Committes, If a vote ware taken 1§ would

!mplﬂlthat those who voted for it thought it
shonld become law at onoce, He did not
think so, though he approved of the
principle of the Bill In tho abstract. He did
rot believe the time had come for the pas.
“ﬂ of this important measure,
r. BETHUNE sald he had stated that he
did not intend to press the Bill now, bat ha
sould not glve up the vote on its princlple,
Mr, SPEAKER sald he had declared tho
gccond reading carried In error,

The Houre then divided, and the sacond

reading was lost, Yeas, 30; Nays, 38,

Y FAS,—Mesars Barr, Bethune, Boulter, Drown,
Chisholm, Clarke (Norfolk), Clarke (Wellington),
Finlayson, Fleaher, 3bson, Graham (Frontenac)
Grant, Hay, Hunter, Lauder, McDouzall (M'ddlessx),
Mncdnuga.fl (8imcoe). MoGowan, McRae, Meredith
Merrick, Patterson (York) Richardson, Rolinson,
;ﬂm s, Bluclalr, Bnetaluger, striker, Tooley, Wigle,—
NAYS —Nenrs Appleby, Ballautyne Bell, Bishop,
Cameron, Coutts, Crooks, Dawson l'errls, Fraser,
Gow, Greham (Lambton), Grange Hardy, Hargrals,
Harkin, Hodglus, Laue Lyon, Mctraney, McLed,
McMshon, Monk Mowat O'Dmoghus, Pardss,
Patierson (Essex) Paxton, Preston. Rmavear,
Bcott, Fpringer, Watterworth, Widditiold, VY iiilams
Willa, ¥lson, Wood,—38

THIRD READINGS,

Lbe foliowlng Bills were read tha uicd
time and pasyed :—

To apply the system of voting by ballot on
Br-laws requiring the amsent of the electaers
—Mr, Mowas,

1o amend the law of vendor and purchaser,
aud (o simplify titles—Mr. Mowat.

CONCURRENCE.

The amendments made in Commities to |

the following Biils were concurred in :—
Rerpecting sureties for Public QOfficors of

regpecting Per.

M Nuterlo—Mr, Mowat.

To make further provision

I wanent Bullding Boocletles—Mr, Mowas,

Mr MOWAT moved the adjourament of
the Hounre, =
The House adjouarned at 10:00 p.m,
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