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o prevent a law lﬂ‘lTlf__‘ g0 eoustrped, ax 1o

I thie nglis and hiberies

depnve a perscn Gl
1o which he was enttied previous 10 1the
Prici &1 5 per an. i advance, passing #f the law? We would also re-
’ . . 7 Rvenlipnse of s word i
e k% 2 af o mind vour Excel eney of the words vsed
or K2 00 at th end of the year, by Sir William Follett, who introduced

e M A, -

[NO. 33.]
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ments and other means of defenoe.,

- | ;
A lew "this custom, which has ever prev siled, B0
h-ll..’~| i

oly (from Wedoesday the 5ih inst. [ [ar ae the avthor can ascertuin, in the
#t fonr in the afternoon, antil the following | British anuy, bas receatly been marked by
morning at eleven j, o spige of tise ivsul- | the concurrence of General Lond Viscounl
ficient 1o enabile even oue-nl their nomber | Combermere, ~ Hia l,-\hjn!.r'._ m an ulder
1o prepare o suitable ﬁd_l'@f, was allowed | dated: ** Simda, 1T Sepi, 1535, remai k-

anid m h}L I”‘”P(”‘“““ ﬁu‘jeu'- the restrictive proviso into the aeq 16t Vie, [them (0 analyge the iuimerse volume of {ing on the procecdings ol a general conrl

e (g of payment. - . ,
f f ,f, ’h-’ U, j ! the courts ol Jl!'illf‘t‘ and 'l}n'nlniilmt_\' nd-
e e e mnistration ol the crimioal law, it cannot |

T n IAL {be supposed that any such monsirous |

¢ JOSEPH NARCISSE © ARDI- POWer was conlerred by apy paurt of the |
L ] s . iv . tnds B oM s g

aet.  Yer, if the ordinance be declared or
NAL, JOSEPH DUQUETTE, cansidered to atleet the prieoners, they will |
AND OTHERS.

have been deprived of the trial, by jury,

[and of the mode of tnal gronted 10 them
ntative Petition of Messrs, Harl by the sintute to which they were entitled,
yme ! N p . . -
nd Dreuwmmaond, Counsel for the prison- previo. Lo the passing of the ordinnnes,
e 4 T : —See wlso Lord Ravnold's Reports, %
! conReiiacy,

{vol, 1852, 10 East.  Wilkinson vs. Mey er. |

8P oni="1"hat the said ;-.u."h'h-ll-‘ Your Excellecey’s attention must be|
() inee, supposing it w be Tegal, | beaoted to the words in the preamble of

- v wn eonetroed oy tooextend the |

. : S |
the ordmance, which induoces the oreessity
ol o Coutts Murtinl, or of nny Mili-| providing a speedy trial of persons ol-

Erihunal organired in virtve thereol, Hiengding, as thervin set forth, safter stating
cave of the Prizoners, 'l" SUppurt e fact, thet your Exeellency had pr.hl
CRTLL e 1, we have only to state, f,yloaed a proclemation of martial law,

ot kevernl

of the Privoners were an the fwpich shows that the intention had in

of the civil authorities, previous | view  in passing the ordinance 2l Vie. e.
roclamation of marual law h,"‘ YOur g, was merely 1o facihitate the action of
, 0p the fourth day ol -\"""”"Mhnl law already proclaimed, It wonld, |
| that &l: had been arrested be- | therefore, be IIIJIH:;II':'ILH  suppose for o |
he passing of the said pretended os- [ moment, that any persons eovld be affecred |
[hy that act, who were nol coutemplated |

.1

| refore, the saild pretended ordin: 4y (he proclamation which forms its basis,
I b 1oy exiend oo thiem, ﬂ-:lll
I
o etive, whiclh mav not be the |
: Il \*'JTI' fnaw, 'l‘hf“ i i'h"'||'.-'
reengnized by the Jurigprodence, | an ordinance passed to define the
il }‘.'-;'_::
ol gountriee, o England, the to ceasty, whether it e competent lor the
. Iaw of Parlinment  are, "“”:l:ulu:im_\lrulm of the govermnent in time u!i
o consitiulio futuris forman delet

. : peace, amd when the ordinary eourts of
wre; non pratecilie” Lales ne dis- justice are npen, to take from them that
ue de Pavenir; elle w'a poinl d'¢f- urisdiction conterred upon them by statote,

etronctif.  Suehis the rule laid down Fppepecognition of such a prineiple would

tarticle of the titve preline- |, ‘opce pluee in the hands of the administras
le lay ullication des lois, the result l, tor, o pl.'lnhulr of authornty unknown, and

s sage deliherationg ol e immst learn- 1[;-]\“,-_:;.;1"[ ty the uiw'.:il ol I}:l,' English non-1

v Junseonsulis,  And, indeed, it giiuion. Yeu, strange to sav, such is the
doctoine, that aloiver ol the enacunent lasily referred to.
Srartate shoull have the effect ol T he two sl posed srdinanees of 2d Vie. e.
¢ foclo Law. ‘This doctrine 1818 aud 5, have been druwn out in a mode
wely and pointedly  upheld by 8 | goqewhat similar to the Irish statute of
wd Barricter, ( Paca, in hig argument | 1708 . but were they, (although, in some

W DsiTiNngs

el in Chalwer’s opisnions, to the [oi- parts, evidently eopied from that act), si-
poileets)="* ltis an established rule | gyilarly enacted, or as legal in their intent,
it statotes have no o retrospect; effeet, or operation?—By no means: the
s Dewand only, and preseribe 107 | gaigre of 1793 was passed by a competent

for, npan no principle
mpal puetiee, ean a man’s actions inil

the eogmzance of a law made and

1ol pepost facto.,” ‘he lollowing aos

i mre #I-»lj.'\].!f conclusive on  this

i And not only is it the doctrine ol

e Foelinty law, that a statule is not lo
Vit NOTeslr l--li-‘i‘TIL\' 1'”'"“", but it is also

e Ly COmie s

legislature, and is drawn up in such @
manner as most jealously to preserve the
rights ol the subject inviolate. Tt states
iistipetly the cause of enacling the statute,
the great necessity of conlerring the ex-
traordinaty powers therein bestowed, the
urgent demand for instant and the most
summary and speedy proceedings.,  Itisin
ed wpon the  prineiples ol general| o way to be construed as retroactive ; it
tadenea. A retroactive statute would | qooqrds merely what shall be done during
take, i ite character, of all the mischiels | (he cantinuance of such rebellion, from and

of an ezpost facto law, a8 to all crimes | gtier the passing of that act, with any
'  and in matiers relating o Persons acting, aiding, or assisting in the
racte or property, would violate every | cobellion, and permits the taking and de-
sound prigaiple. Noact or omission done | gining, &e, It concerns the future, not
rmade hefore the '||rrl:‘nll!281ilil'l ol ”I!‘lthe past. The uct of 1798 was the ofl-
¢ which farbils it ean be punished as at | gyring of the most urgent necessity, and
vlicpde,™ was passed (though reluctantly) by the
C1an ael or dmission he made nnnf»".n“ld spiritesl and tempora!, and Com-

‘e hy one law, and the penalty be alter-| nons tlien m Parlisment assembled. But,
w another, no breach of the law, com- | ,opwithstanding the then actvally existing
[ before the promulgation of the ﬂf"u-hr-l.mn. we do not find that the nsh
l,can be ponished by inflicting the| pyrliament enacted§ any stalule, en-
W the Intrer,*? { powering the viceroy to define _at what

I preniaitie

e pretended Ordinanee, known as the | e the rebellion should he deemed 1o
2IVie e, 3, appears to have been drawn | pave ceased, and we will conelude by ask-
ymueh in the words of the Aet of 1798, {0 Have the eounts of justice been sus-

assed 1 Lreland, and 18 in most  places, | j“-",h-d?_[a the province now in a state of
| almost verbatim el lileratim liom| inoyrrection?—Has not peace been so lar
ter with the former, and we fiod that | cocinred, that the courts of justice might, |
« Act of 1798 14 a3 stnetly prospective, 8s | wihout interrnption, teke cognizance ol |
wetended ordinance is retroactive, hs the oflences with which the prist.lllers staod |
Visions clearly extends only 1o those who charged?
| be arrested and taken, ‘sibsequent!  Ple jrregularities which may be re-ar-
1 the passing of the statute, S, likewige, | gued in the |.r.m-nilnzs preparatary 1o,
« Inperial Aet of the Tst and 24 “-_’I' and during the trial, tending, as they did, |
m IV.. (esmmonly ealied * the '”-"}il:g.nnmtcrinily to impair, il not whaoily 1o
Conreion Bill,") porely prospretive, as will destroy, the means of defence which the
ve foumd on relerence 1o its provisiing, ]!Ii&”ill"l&, even helore o court martial,
Tlie ordinance of the 24 Vie. e, 8, even! wore hy law entitled (o avail themselves of, |
sapposing it 1o have been legally passed, chould slone, we humbly conceive, even
restraining the ecommon 18w, 4uph all other ohjeetions were overlook- |
st e constroed most ﬂlllt"“_\',ﬂllt! - "l!. Liave suihcient \\'t‘iﬂll‘ 1o induce :,,niil'
ted wherever it encrosches upon the Excelleney to refuse your F.xcellency’s
thisand liberties ol the subject, 1o sup- | canerion 1o any judgment which may have |
i ihis doetrine, we beg [cxpm‘.lrui,'_v 10 heen, or lwu’-u!‘it‘f may bhe given by the
e the following authones:—* Every cqid court, in relerence to this trial, A
vatate which is pensl. and which goes i (o of the many legal objections to IlwI
togation of the common law, must be proceedings in question, we beg leave 10
asirued sirictiv 3 and 1his is a eommon | gubmit 1o your Excelleney:—
s10up " —=Viver's Abrdgwoent, verbo sia- 1stlyv. The 1urm!u‘liun of the members
tute, No, 96, page 521, Keilwer, 86, p. | of a court manial is confined 10 a single
€ c. 22, Heary I: ** Acts of parliament garter and a single prisoner. ‘This pnn-
“tich take away the trial by juey, and ciple, ‘sunded on the articles of war and |
ge the .{!l"l'_\ of 1the ‘~|i!lj‘i?_ '."I.:?_:If L) the ovath ol the ull"'[llll(‘f.ﬁ, i5 !H'I"l"'fll"' I’_'"
ve the stoctes! eonstraction—Dwar- the highest avthorities ; amongst others,
v on statutes, p. 749, Bing. Looker ps, Hale. in his histary of the common law,
i We also find an expost faeto | 450 by the practice generally ohserved lj.‘-
¥, which can never be penal, cannateven oonris martial,  Yer, in this instancs, the
* strained to prevent a party {rom obrain- prisoners, lwelve in number, have been
2 the bepefit of & onnteact to which he arraizned and tried eollectively, and have
e entidled, ot the time the conlracl was | pheen thereby deprived of the Lime Necessa-
ry for prepariog and arranging their argu-

17 NNe

. M,

-

w much more careflul must we be

{C, D,

e, 0: Y As 1o the power of setting aside | evidence, indiscriminatelvgesorded for and | uartiol held at Ih-n:al}-.u-, on Lwutenant

nguinst them, and 10 p@ipsse such » de- | F. Reily, of His Majesty’s 13th Light la-
fence »a the imporianeead - the ier | fantry, says: ** It appears that, on the
would have seemed ol e coult nssembling on the Gth day, ove ol

ily. In cases of high tresson,” When ' the members was teken ill, and obliged w0
taken cognizance of Ly the court martal, | withdraw. A suflicient nomber remaining,
the nceused most be fnnished, ten days| the court proceeded in the hearing of evi-
before trial with a copy of' the eharges, 8’ dence for the defence; on the pext day of
st of the witnesses to be produced, anll of | assewbling, the member who bsd- with-
the oflicers who are 1o sit in judgment up=ldrawn, was sllowed 1o resome his seat,
on them; whereas, in this case, the prison- | ‘T'his proceeding is so directly at variance

ers were not notified of their appronching ' with the practice of eourts martial, and the !

trial, until Saturday, the twenty-fith day | principles of justice, that it may be held to

of November last, at a late hour_in the | afleet the legality of the judgment of 1!:1-'

evening, when a copy ol the eharges ulone
was lurmshed them.

T'hat & list of the witnesses and of the
members of the court should be so furnish-
vd in nll cases, | down me an exjom

court.” His Lordship, niter commenting
on the finding, commences his concluding
remarks by stating, thatthe irregularity
Belore observed, has rendered tugatory
the sentence of the court martinl, 1t can
scarcely be necessary to remark, that the
the constitution and practice of courts mar-| oceasions]l withdrawing of & menher for
tial, deny the correctivss ¢f the doctrine 10 any time, however limited, most suspeiad
itg fullest extension, yet are they all unen- | 1he examination of n witness, ‘fhat
imous in declaning that, in  cases of high | wiich is in itsell unjust and irregular must
treason. these ndvantages must be extend- | be so, if tolerated in any degree.

el 1o the wsecused, In fuet, the Siatute 4thly. At the opening of the court, on
prssed by the Lipperial Parlisment, in the | ‘Puesiday the 4thinst. before entering upon
8d and 4ih yeors of the reign of Queen | their delenee, the prisoners respectiily

18 lmd
by TUytler; and although othier writers on

#ll persous indicted for lugh treason, or|that the paper now ailuded 10 was insults
misprison of treason, shail have, not ooly | ing in its terme, and, therefore, it was re-
a eopy of the indictment, but a list ol all|jected, 'The counsel for the prisoners res-

the witnesses to be produced, end “l"h"; pectiully suggested that it should be chi |

jutirs impanelled, with their prolessions | registered ; but the court peremptorily re-

lauul places of abode, delivered  to them ten | fuged to take any cognizance of it ; yet,

days bejore the trigly and in the presence | (hat protest was couched in the most res-
ol two witnesses, the better w prepare pectiul language, and tended merely to put
them to make their challenges and  de- | the court upon its guard sgainst proceeding
lenee, ta perily by their deliberations, the lives vl

Not only were the prisoners kept in 1o-| ywelve tiien over whom it was contended, |

tal ignorance ol their approaching l_rinl, a5 we still humbly waintain, that wibunal
unlil three days previovs to their ﬂ”’“'ﬂ"*llmd no jurisdiction. An attested copy of
ment; but no list of the witnesses to hel the protest now referred to being herewith
produced; o intimation of the names o anpexed, voder the letter E, (1) your Ex-
qualilications of those who were cailed 10 geliency will have an opportunity of judg-
decide U their '.dll', was ever commuth- j”a ol i[s merils’ and of t?l)ll&ilit'fillg how
cated to them, _ fur the court authorized in refusing it a

'These restrictions were, in their case, | slace ou the record of the trial,
pecoliarly oppressive, inasmiuch us being Bilily. On the same duy, the prisoners,
all, with one single exception, II'}IHINWHH before proceeding to adiduce evidence in
of the parish of Chateauguay, situste ou | yheir bebally, moved for the immediate dis-
the southeru shore ol the Saiut Lawrence, | cLarge of JLouis Lesiege, otherwise culled
and the day following thet on the evening | Lesage dit Laviolette, on the ground thae
of which they were notilied for wial, being | po legal evidence hoaving been adduced
the Subbath day, they could scarcely o= | ggainst him, the eleven remaining prisou-
municate with any of their relatives, be~! g were, in law, entitled to the benelit of
fore the awful hour of arraigonment had ar-] s testimony, which they alleged 1o be
rived, If, struggiing against ""“",di““']“ material to them in their defence. The
vantages, they suceeeded in convieting the | pygtion (2) which was read, and appears
principal witness producced against them, | on regord in the cause, was not granted,
of the most glaring perjury, and in im-| qithaugh the legality thereol was suppored
peaching the testimany of another, mighti by g precedent 8o precisely in poiut, that
they not, we humbly ask, (had the privil-| we deem it advisable to quote it at full
eges which, by law, they were entitied (0, } jonot]) :—Petersdori®s  Abridgment, verbo
Lbeen extended to them,)
means 1o impeach all the witneeses of the | (ei's case, I 1. 1801, K. B. 1 east,
Crown, with equal success, and sel atigog:» « The mutineers ol the Bouuty
novght the whole of the evidence adduced | were tried by a court marial, st Ports-
aguinst them? We ask il it was not pos- | uauih,  There being no evidence against
sible?—From inlormatian obtained since | gne of the persons accused, it was insisted,
the trial, we deem it more than proballes ! 5o (he part of another of them, that he
that such would have been the resull | hod a nght to examine the first on his be-
The mere possibility of success, had @ list| hgii. -The court, however, by the advice
of witnesses been (urnished, reuders the | o (he judge advocate, reflused to let him
withholding of each list, we do not say | e examined, ssying the practive of cours
illegal, (for it is so in eil cases,) bul, o) martial had always been agminst it ; and
this instance, highly unjost. _ the prisoner was condemned to death: but,

The prisoners have a complaint equally upon the seatence being reported 1o the
grivvons 1o make, on the ground of no st King, execution was respited till the opin-
of the Members of the eourt having beeal jon of the judges was taken, who all re-

| furnished to them, inssmuch as they have | lmnmi against the legality of the sentence,

been therchy stripped of a privilege which | 54 the ground of the rejection of legel evi-
is never denied to the meanest soldier 10} dence ; and the party was alterwards dis~
thg ranks, how trivial soever may be the ' charged.” The imperative justice of
offflice he is arraigned lor: we mean the | g:anting such applications is so evident,
right of challenging the individuals who | ghat it would be idle in us to dwell on the
may be called upon 1o jodge him. | suliject ; sullice it to say, thal the practice

8dly. During the eourse of the trial,! of conrts of law, lounded on reason, have |

several members of the Court absented | eyer been ready to grant metions of that
themselves, on various occasions, during Fpature, in order thet the prosecutor may
the examination of wilnesses, and on re-iq nocase be allowed 1o deprive & pany
turning, tesumed theirseats, I'hese (ac1s | gecused of his witnesses, by indicting them
are established by the atfidavits herewith | copjointly with him. T'he ouly reason ol
prowloced, and respeetively marked: A, B. | fered by one of the learned juldge advocates,
I'he circumstances of the members | |, atl[q:url of the decision of the courl,
sliuded to having so absented themselves, | regpecting this motion, was 1hat there aps
although each withdrew but for a short | peaied on record e testimony of one wit-

| period of time, 35, of itsell, sufficient 10 an- | peqy. tending 1o implicate Lesiege ; while,

nol the whole [:r-mrm‘n.gs; and, insupport | in Siaford’s case, ciled by the prisoners as
of this position, wesespectiully beg 10| 5 recedent, ho evidence has been adduced
quote the folfowing passage fiom Sim- | gopinst the individual whose discharge had
mon’s constitution and practice of courts| heen gemanded. But, it is indispuiBble,
martial, pege 175, Fid. 1835:—* As itis| that, in a matter of this nsture, where the
rssentielly necessary that the examinaling | seidence of two creditable witnesses is e
ol witnesses should take place in the pre- :t‘:‘]L'-Fl'd to convict the accused, the waxim
senee of all the membets of the court; end :
as, 10 fact, nn acl iwlfulﬂl!'d II':“ a8 jparl of (1) This Protest_gn literslly the same 8% that
the court can bé legal, the unsvnidabie ab- ! whith the roader 598 An (,l-_*n--‘:ul ity ol seting in
gence ol any member, h.'" sickness or other- ‘ the course of this report. i u-;u,d‘hc, therelure,
wise, 8l l':;\‘ |'¢"r;'\!, ?!t‘{‘f‘&lfiiy l-!t“'\'culn'luv:'cu to repeat it

his resuming his scal." The validity uf: (2) Ses the Tral,

—————

have found Ajgriul Law and Courta Martial, 2, Stal-|

g ——

Enl' the civil law, “unus feslis, nullus les-

fig,” must apply, and that the sistement
lof oue witness, even when uimpesched,
| {(and the lestimony of the wilness now re-
ferred Lo wia, in many espects, 80 palpa-
Lly talse, as 1o clicit nguiost him severe
[ auimadversions  (rom the same learned
Judge sdvocate,) cannot be regarded other-
wise than ss @ comwplete pullity. More-
{over, in the case of Muspratt aod o
referted 1o by Simmone, in the work above
cited, p. 480, the sentence passed upon
iMhspmlt by 1the uaval court marts), be-
fore which he was srraigned, with nine
others, lor mutiny, was set sside, in conse-
gquence ol the court having reflused 1o dis-
charge two of their number, Byrve and
Norman, in order that Muspratt might
cull them os witnesses ; although the evi-
dence lor the prosecution had sffected
Byroe and Norman 1o a certsin extent,
| but not materinlly ; and in declaring the
iliegality of the sentefice, in so far as it
(concerned Muspratt, the twelve judges of
{ Eogland were unanimovs, as well as in
Statlord's case, -
Gthly. In trisls of e¢ourt martial, it is
necessary that every question, whather
oniginating with the prosecutor, the pri=
suner, or o member of the eourt, should be
entered by the judge-advocate on the re-
cord of the proceedings, ( Fide Simmons,
p. 188.)  'This practice was departed from
]1i-rnughuul the whole eourse of the trial of
{the prisoners ; and thus, many questions

" Betore concluding our enquiry into the | Anne, chap. 16, expressly provides, that | gsubunitted a protest, setticg lorth certain | which tended 0 elicit answers favourable

1al By |..|-u*]_‘. be retroantive L impartant Illll‘*ﬂi‘llls which engage our at-| persons tried by court martial shall hﬂ\’t’| reasons why they should not enter upun o them, were l"jﬂ‘-l!'d without lﬂy formal
. . - N i - \ . . i A - ot .

tention, we would beg 1o submit, in refer-| the benefitot the Act lor regulating trials | their defence,  ‘Ulie Judge- Advoeate, aiter | deliberation ; and

the strenuous cflorts

ence 10 24 Vie, chap, B, purpurting to be | in eases of treason and misprison of treason; | having read aloud a few lines of thuat do- | made by their counsel to procure the en-
period | the Statate therein alluded to, being the | cument, was interrupted by one or more ol | registration of such questions, proved una-
il but likewise of all ! when the rebeilion shall be taken and heid | Tth Anne, chap, 21, which provides, that | the members of the court, who declared | valing. Had sueh questions begn recorded

on & revision of the proceedings, it would
have been obvians whetlier their rejeetion
was justifinble, or not,

That such was the illegal practice fol-
[lewea during the trial, is established by af«
[ Adavits to the Counsel who assisted the
prisoners, It would be too tedious to in-
sert, in @ document ke this, all  the ques-
Hions 80 proposed and rejected; but the
Lundersigued Counsel, il required, cen pro-
duce the greater part of them,  Wemight
dwell upon the illegality of the proceed-
ings i variovs other instances, such as de-
liberations held and judgmeuts rendered
by the Court, subsequent to the hour of
four in the afternoon, in direet contradie=
tion of the Btatute, the fact of the examin-
ation ol one of the witnesses of the Crown
having been carried on in a whisper, be-
tween the witness and the interpreter,
through whose medinm alone the answers
ol the former were eonveyed to the prison.
ers; but we leel confident that the state-
ments which we have already faitly end
conscientiously made on the subject, are
mure than suflicient o convinee vour Ex-
celleney of the correctness of our last pro-
ition,  Ttwill, doubtless, be urged, by
the learned gentlemen wlo have superin-
tended the proceedings upon this trial, that
thecourt by which the prisonerswere tricd,
is pot an ordinary court martial, but a tri-
Lunal character, the mere creature of the
ordinance, arbitrary in its proceedings,
land wholly untrammelled, either by the

articles of war, or the common law of the
land,
| It must appesr strange that we should
|anticipate, trom those learned gentlemen,
lan argument &0 Monstrons in  ils nature,
|50 disastious in its tendency, fonnded, as it
lis, upon a denial of the first principle of le-
{yal liberty, that oflence, and trial, and pun=
iwhment shovld be fixed; and strange it
|would be, passing strange! had we not
| heard it vrged sufficiently often 1o obviste
Lall possibility of misconeeption on our part.
We have now coneluded 1his tedious ex-
|amination of the trial of the prisoners, a
task which we have imposed upon our-
selves, not only from a sense of the imper-
ative duty we owe onr clients, whose lives
mny depend upon our exertions, but also
from a deep and heartfelt conviction thar,
in fulfilling thatdoty, we would be vindi-
cating, gt the same time, the majesty of
the law, which bas been trampled upon,
und asserting the rights of the subjects,
which have been perilied by the dangerous
precedent established in this” ease. la the
i performance of that task, we have sbstain-
led from exercising the ingenpity of the
edvocate, and have taken an impartia)
view of the matter, guided solely, as we
hve been, by the unquenchable light of
reason; for the broad principles of law  we
have invoked, cannot be said to rest on
any other foundation than on those feeltags
of justice and homanity, which the so-
preme ruler of nations has implanted in the
breasts of all men,

We trust, that under the guidanece of
these rights, we have sueceeded in con-
vineng your excellency of the forreetness
of the propositions we set out with, and
in estnblishing, beyond a shadow of doubt,
that the proceedings had in reference to
the prisoners, have been illegal, unconsti-

tutional and unjust. 17 so, cus object isat-

tained.
; A.P. Hinr,
| (Signed,) g L. T. Dresswoxo,
Montrea!l, 20:h Dee. 1888,
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