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THE HURON SIGNAL
1» published every Friday Morning, by Mo 
Ouxjcuddy Bros- at their Office, North B 

off the Square)
GODERICH, ONTARIO

«ai Is deeyatehed to all parte of the surround 
lag oeuntry by the earlleet mall» aad train».

By general admin!an it ha» a larger circula
tion than any other newspaper la this part of 
the country, d Iseaeot the raoiest, newsiest 
and me» i reliable Journal» In Ontario 
pom-ting, a* It does, the fore-going essential» 
and beldgla addition to the ahere. adrst-elas. 
family and Preside paper -it Is therefore a 
most deeimHU adeertieina medium.
. Tanns.-fflJM In advance, postage pre-paid 
by publishers-, 11.78, If paid before six months 
•LOO If not so paid. This rul will be trktly
*SB5ea"op Advsrtibiwo.—Right cents pe 
line tor first insertion ; three cents per line for 
each subsequent insertion. Yearly, half-yearly 
aad Quarterly contracts at reduced rates.
Ml rsimfO.—We have also a first-class 

«ebbing department in connection, and possess
ing the most complete out-fit and beet facilities 
fir turning out work in Goderich, are prepared 
to do business in that line at prices that cannot 
be beaten, and of a quality that cannot bo 
urpa—ed__Terme Caek

FRIDAY, OCT. 3id, 1884.

THE BEAMISH TRIAL.
Trials for murder are fortunately rare, 

more rare perhaps than might be expect
ed in Jfais large and populous county.
It to no wonder, therefore, that the recent 
trial of James Beamish and his two sons, 
Henry and Manaseeh, for the murder of 
William Mains, last May, near the vil
lage of Blyth, ahould have greatly ex
cited local attention. On Monday last, 
after a trial extending nearly four days, 
the jury rendered a verdict of man
slaughter against all three, but recom
mended Manasseh to mercy, and the 
sentences imposed by his lordship, 
Chief Justice \>ilson, were, twenty years 
in the penitentiary to the father and 
Henry, and five years to Manasseh.

Of course, it is highly desirable in the 
interest of society, that crime should 
be rigorously punished, and peace and 
good order maintained, but it is also de
sirable, if the lesson is to be effective, 
that public sentiment should approve of 
the conclusion reached and the punish
ment imposed. Unfortunately, in the 
present instance there is a general feel
ing, now that all the facta are known, 
that injustice has been done to the pris
oners,—that, in fact, whatever may be 
the legal measure of their guilt, their 
sentences ware, at all events, much more 
severe than the circumitanoes war
ranted.

The leading facts as detailed in evi
dence appear to be aa follows : On 
Saturday evening, the 24th May last, a 
quarrel about some trifling matter arose 
between young Thomas Manasseh Beam
ish and George Mains, a son of the de
ceased, William Mains, but no blows 
were struck, although much loud, and, 
no doubt, silly talk was indulged in. 
George appears to have reported the cir
cumstance to his father on the following 
Sunday morning. Mains who was a 
hasty, violent man, much given to quar
reling. on the same T^ay, in company 
with hie son George, sought out young 
Beamish, who, with some companions, 
was spending hie Sunday afternoon in 
the neighborhood of a cemetery a short 
distance from the Mains residence, and 
after a word or two about the previous 
evening’s squabble, Maim caught Beam
ish, who at the time waa lying upon the 
grass, by the throat, and a tight ensued, 
wholly of Mains' seeking. In the course 
of this fight, Mains procured a stout 
beech club, with which he tried to strike 
Beamish over the head. They were 
separated, and Mains before leaving fer 
home, declared he would have revenge 
before the sun went down, or before 
Beamish went to his work on Monday 
morning. Shortly afterwards young 
Beamish with a companion started for 
home. Their way led them past^fthe 
Mains residence, but on approaching it 
they saw Mains and hie son George,com
ing toward them with sticks in their 
hands. Upon seeing this. Beamish and 
his friend left the public road,and reach
ed heme by passing through the fields 
Having reached home,young Beamish in
formed his brother Henry of what had 
taken place. Henry is stated on all 
hands to have been a quiet and well be
haved young man.* latter in the after
noon, Henry and Thomas, with a young 
man called Tamon, walked down to
wards Blyth, some 00 rods from the 

* Beamish residence, and in the direction 
of the Maine residence. When at the 
corner of the Clinton road at its junction 
with the gravel road leading to Blyth, 
they saw Mains and his sou George come 
from his house to the Clinton road, 
where he called Henry to him and pro
posed te fight at once, but Henry ob
jected. Mains then said “Meet us to
morrow at this corner at half-past six, 
and if my two boys can't lick you two 
(Henry and Manasseh! I’ll drown them.” 
Whether Henry accepted or declined the 
challenge, was not clearly proved, but it 
appears to have been assumed that he 
accepted. Next morning by about half- 
past six, the Beamish family saw from 
their house that the Mains family, 
the father and his two sons, John and 
George, all stalwart, able-bodied men, 
Were at the appointed corner, apparently 
waiting. The elder Beamish, who had 
beard from his sons of the trouble with 
Mains, went down to see if he could 
make peace, while the boys went to their 
Breakfast. After breakfast Thomas, who 
washed at his trade of framer in the village 
of Blyth, and who to get to bis work had 
to pass the corner where the Mains were, 
walked down to the corner, his brother 
Henry accompanying him. What actu-1

ally occurred at the beginning of the 
strife at the corner is unknown, as the 
mouths of all the three Beamish es were 
closed by their position in the prisoners' 
dock, and the only account of the affair 
in its commencement, is derived from 
the testimony of the two Mams boys, 
John and George, who, in addition to 
contradicting materially their evidence 
as given before the coroner, were evident
ly determined to remember nothing that 
could by any chance help the prisoners. 
They were compelled,to admit, however, 
that old Mr. Beamish's efforts were for 
peace. They stated that upon coming 
upon the ground, Henry Beamish, who 
had pulled off his coat while walking, at 
once made a violent attack upon Mains, 
their father, striking him, and then 
clinching, and throwing him violently 
upon the road, afterwards, while he was 
on the ground, beating and kicking him 
in the side. On the other hand, young 
Willie Beamish who was watching affairs 
flora his father's gate, and who was at 
least as credible, one would think, as the 
Mains boys, and who gave his testimony 
in a much more straightforward manner, 
says that after Henry and Thomas reach
ed the corner they halted, then old Mr. 
Mains passed over to his son John, to 
whom he apparently spoke, while Henry 
Beamish took off his coat and placed it 
on the fence and returned towards the 
real, where he stood still, until Mains 
male a rush at him, and the struggle be
gan. One would imagine on this evi
dence, and keeping in mind Henry’s 
peaceableness and Mains’ character for 
passion and violence, that the fair infer
ence is that Mains was here, as he had 
been on the Sunday before, the ag
gressor. It is probably of little conse
quence legally which of item struck 
first, but it certainly has an important 
bearing upon the moral aspect of the 
case. Henry proved too much for poor 
Mains, and beyond Question punished 
him most severely, perhaps to the extent 
of causing his death, although the medi
cal evidence was by no means conclusive 
on this point. Had Henry simply given 
Mains a sound thrashing the popular 
verdict would undoubtedly have been 
that a bully, had simply got his 
deserts. There can not be the slightest 
doubt that that was all Henry intended. 
Excited to violent passion by Mains’ 
conduct, he went further than we, calmly 
criticising hie conduct, think was neces
sary, and in kicking him was unquestion
ably guilty of gross violence, if not of 
brutality. But even for this violence 
there was some excuse. There were upon 
the ground three able-bodied members 
of the Mains family. George was already 
engaged in a fight with Thomas Beamish, 
while John armed with a club was run
ning between the fighting couples. Old 
Mr. Beamish apparently stood guard 
over hs son Henry and Mains, and pre
vented John's interference with his stick. 
Old Mr. Beamish is an invalid, far gone 
in consumption, and was physically un
able to protect himself,much less tojassist 
his son in case Maine got the better of 
him, as apoeared not improbable. Henry 
knew of Mains’ habitual violence, that 
he would likely stick at nothing to con 
quer, and in this idea, no doubt wai 
more violent than he would have been 
had the circumstances been otherwise. 
Had Mains got the better of Henry 
Beamish, it is quite 'possible their posi
tions would have been reversed. It 
would probably then have been Henry’s 
funeral and Mains’ trial. That Henry 
really intended to do no more than he 
considered necessary to conquer Mains, 
is shewn by his offer to let him up when 
he said he would behave himself, and 
the request to the Mains boys to take 
their father away after he had let him 
up, when Mains insisted on resuming 
the fight After letting him up Henry 
was again twice attacked by Mains, the 
second time with a stick, with which 
Mains struck at him. Each time Mains 
was repulsed with more or less violence, 
anà finally ha walked off and threw him
self or fell upon the ground, from which 
he eras raised and carried home, and died 
the same night, from, as the doctors 
found on a po»t mortem examination, 
compression on the brain, caused by a 
clot of blood. His skull was not fractur
ed. Some of his ribs were broken, but 
none of hie several wounds were, as the 
medical evidence showed, necessarily 
fatal, although the medical gentlemen, 
Drs. Sloan and Young, called by the 
crown, gave it as their opinion that an 
artery had been ruptured, (causing the 
dot), by the external violence to the 
head. Dr. Holmes, on the contrary, 
called for the prisoners, was inclined to 
the opinion, from the absence of fracture 
of the skull and the position of the clot, 
(which was found between the dura 
mater, or internal lining of the skull, 
and the brain), that it was the result of 
bleeding from internal causes,induced by 
great physical exertion and mental ex
citement—in other words that the case 
was one of apoplexy.

A circumstance greatly against the 
prisoners was the fact,as disclosed by the 
evidence, that ‘he elder Beamish, while 
the fight was in progress,htd told his son 
to “Sock it to him. Kick his ribs in,” 
and that he had armed himself with a 
stick and stood near them, and prevent
ed interference by John Mains, who 
would probably have rescued his father. 
There was no direct evidence that the

elder Beamish dil more than this, al
though it was suggested that he actually 
struck the blows with his stick upon the 
head which the crown doctors thought 
fatal. Against Thomas Beamish there 
was not a particle of evidence that toe in 
any way assisted in the punishment of 
Mains. On the contrary, he was engag
ed throughout in defending himself, not 
too successfully, against the attacks of 
George Mains, who was much more than 
his qM^eifin size and weight 

The evidence for the crown was given 
by witnesses all of whom, who weto able 
to speak of the actual occurrence, were 
more or less hostile to the Beamiahes. 
Before the trial began, the prisoners’ 
counsel asked to have them tried sepa
rately, they having been jointly indict
ed, and thus prevented from giving 
evidence the one for the other. This 
was refused and the court, therefore, 
had no account of the affair from the 
Beamish standpoint, except the evidence 
of Willie Beamish, who was not present 
at the beginning, although he saw the 
parties at a distance.

In the learned judge's charge to the 
jury, to which we, in company with many 
others, listened with close attention, we 
failed to find any reference to the cir
cumstances of extenuation which, we 
think, were proved. He practically as
sumed the guilt of the prisoners as estab
lished beyond reasonable question. With 
hie definitions of the law applicable to 
the case, chiefly among which was his 
statement, that all parties to a challenge 
fight are equally guilty (which should 
hsve included the Mains’ boys as well as 
the Beamirhes’) in case death should un
expectedly result, we have no intention 
of finding fault in this article. Un
doubtedly the law was correctly defined, 
but we must most respectfully submit 
that it was a question for the jury, and 
not by any means clearly proved, wheth
er there had been an accepted challenge. 
Again, if there was a challenge In fact, 
who were the parties to it? Was the 
challenge that Mains and Henry Beam
ish should fight, or that the two Mains 
boys should tight the two Beamishes. . If 
the latter, (hen the challenge fight i 
not fought at all. At all events, it was 
apparent that the elder Beamish had so 
part in the challenge. He had gone 
upon the ground to make peace, and 
then suddenly found himself involved in 
a fight, at least as much through the 
fault of Mains as of his own son. Then, 
we think it might have been expected 
that some reference would have been 
made to the provocation by Mains, and 
the responsibility for the origin of the 
affair placed upon the proper shoulders. 
Toaay ndhing of the doubt created by 
the medical evidence as to the cause of 
death, it would surely have been no ex
cess of favoritism to the prisoners to 
have directed the attention of the jury 
to the aecond and third renewals of the 
fight by Mains, and to have asked wheth
er in doing what he did, Henry did more 
than was necessary to defend himself. 
In fine,without going through the charge 
which was throughout a powerful presen
tation of the case in the strongest light 
against the prisoners, it is sufficient to 
say that it practically left no alternative 
to the jury, if they were to regard it at 
all, but to bring in a verdict of murder 
against all three prisoners. The jury 
mercifully decided to call it manslaught
er, and the sentences before referred to 
were imposed, instead of hanging, as 
must have been the case had the verdict 
been for murder.

Thus, through the quarrelsomeness of 
Mains, for he morally was the cause of 
the whole affair, two families have been 
bereft. To the elder Beamish a few 
years more or less in his sentence can be 
of little consequence. His dread disease 
will release him long before the term ex
pires, if he even lives to get to Kingston. 
When Henry now aged 23 emerges to 
resume his life, a free man once more, he 
will have reached middle age, while 
Thomas just entering manhood, and who 
certainly struck no blow contributing to 
the death of poor Mains, will carry with 
him—with a feeling of its injustice—the 
felon’s yoke through life. Before the 
event the Beamish family was highly 
respectable, as much so as any in the 
township. Henry particularly, was 
sober, industrious, and exemplary in 
every respect.

While (very one must feel pity for the 
unfortunate end of the man who lost his 
life, and particularly for bis poor widow 
and fatherless children, it is not much to 
be wondered at that public sympathy, in 
view of all the facts, is at present strong
ly with the Beamishes, and that while 
wishing by all means to uphold the strong 
arm of the law, there are many who 
think that lighter,—much lighter, sen
tences—would have better vindicated 
j ustice and satisfied the public conscience.

Votino on the Scott Act will take 
place in Simooe, Ont., and Stanatead, 
Que., on Thursday next Within the 
next month ten contests will tara place 
on the question. The temperance men 
expect to win at least eight ont of the ten. 
It is hardly possible for them to escape 
an occaaional defeat. 43 contests have 
already oome off, of which the aupporters 
of the Scott Act got SO and their oppon
ents only 7. The four votes on the 
Question of repeal all resulted in favor of 
the Seott Act.

THE CASE OF THOMAS MANAS- 
8EH BEAMISH.

If everto young man was placed in an 
unfortunate position by circumstances to 
a great extent beyond big own control, 
Thomas Manasseh Beamish, one of the 
convicted prisoners in the Mains man
slaughter case,baa been so placed. From 
tne time he was struck the first blow by 
William Mains on Sunday afternoon 
until Mains succumbed in his fight with 
Henry James Beamish on Monday morn
ing, Thomas Manasseh Beamish was the 
victim of unfortunate circumstances— 
he was the tinder dog nil through.

The evidence shows that Thomas Man
asseh Beamish and some companions 
were sitting by the roadside on Sunday 
afternoon when William Mains and his 
son George came up. Thoi 
and George, the two young nil 
had words the evening before on some 
trivial matter. William Mains, tho fath
er, who was of a quarrelsome nature, did 
not seek to heal the difference between 
the young men, but made himself a party 
to the quarrel He attacked Thoms, 
Manasseh, and succeeded in driving him 
home, stating that he would give him 
“a d—d good hiding before he went to 
work on Monday morning.”

Next morning punctually at 6:30 
o'clock Wm. Mains and his sons took up 
position on the road that Thomas Man
asseh Beamish had to pass on the way to 
his work. William Mains had already
promised him “a d----- d good hiding
before he wentto his work,’’and was there 
with his two boys, apparently ready to 
keep his word. The facts of what fol
lowed are given in the evidence. Thomas 
Manasseh starts on his wav to his work, 
and, fearing trouble, his brother accom
panies him. When they meet the 
Mains, who are on the ground with hos
tile intent, a double fight ensues, Henry 
James Beamish and Wm. Mains oppose 
one another, and George Maine and 
Thomas Manasseh Beamish grapple and 
tight. In the struggle with George 
Mains, Thomas Manasseh receives the 
heavier punishment, and is worsted a 
second time by the person who attacked 
him. During the fight between Henry 
James Beamish and William Mains, 
Thomas Manasseh has had no chance to 
take part in the struggle—hie whole at
tention is directed to taking care of him
self. No evidence is produced to show 
that he has been the aggressor in any 
instance. Everything goes to prove that 
he has been the aggrieved party. He 
is quietly sitting by the roadside with 
some companions on Sunday when he is 
attacked by William Mams, and driven 
away. He is going to his work at 7 
o'clock on Monday,and is again attacked 
by a party that has been waiting on the
road from 6:30 to give him “a d----- d
good hiding” before he goes to work. 
In the Second instance he gets the worst 
of the fight—another fight that was not 
of his own seeking. He takes no act or 
part in the fight between his brother and 
Wm. Mains, and yet an intelligent jury 
find a verdict for manslaughter against 
Thomas Manasseh Beamish, and a merci
ful judge sentences him to the peniten
tiary for five years, without the slightest 
compunction.

The jury were constrained to bring in a 
verdict of manslaughter against Thomas 
Manasseh Beamish, evidently, owing to 
the fact that the Chief Justice, in his 
charge, had said that when there was a 
challenged fight, and one of the princi
pals was killed, the seconders on either 
side—yes, and even the spectators of the 
fight—were alike guilty with the person 
who had committed the act This direc
tion to the jury may be very good law,but 
it certainly is not good sense. If the 
crown were to have taken action from the 
opinion of his lordship, John and George 
Mains should have bean in the prisoner’s 
box for the killing of their father, and 
Mrs. Mains should have been indicted 
for the death of her husband, for these 
persons were present at the unfortunate 
occurrence, and were cognizant of the 
object of the mooting. Yet is there a 
sane juror in the world that would bring 
in a verdict against these people for the 
killing of William Mains ? We don’t 
believe there is.

And yet, in accordance with instruc
tions from the court,a verdict was return 
ed against Thomas Manasseh Beamish, 
who was as guiltless' of the blood of Wm. 
Maine as was any one of the Mains family 
who was present at the affray.

The above is the story of Thomas Man
asseh Beamish’s connection with the 
killing of William Mains. He had a 
perfect right to proceed to hie work on 
Monday morning, and to pass along the 
road where the Mains were waiting to 
obstruct him. He did not go out of his 
way to meet the Mains family, but they 
put themselves in the way to waylay 
him. He had no act or part in the 
struggle with William Maine on Monday 
morning, and is as innocent of blood- 
guiltiness in this case, as was any one in 
the court-room who listened to the trial.

Under these conditions he is a fit sub
ject for executive clemency—nay, not 
executive clemency, but executive jus
tice. His case is a hard one, and he has

to discharge justice, reparation to the in
jured one will' not he withheld, i « 

We have too sympathetic feeling in this 
se, but We have listened to the evi 
mce, and oar sense of right and justice 

compels taa to apeak out. We never saw 
Thomas Msnsieeh Beamish until we be
held him in the prisoner’s dock, but we 
have heard the cnee, and we ave not 
afraid to state that justice h»s not been 
dealt out to him. On points of 'law we 
will bow to the opinion of Chief Justice 
Wilson, but on the facts of the case’as 
presented, we unhesitatingly take issue 
with that learned gentleman. '

THE SCOTT ACT.

The Vote in Huron Fixed 
Thursday, Oct 30th.

for

Brace aad Bn i Tele sa the Haase Bey.

A despatch from Ottawa states that 
Thursday, October 30th, 1884, has been 
officially fixed as the date for polling on 
the Soott Act in this county. Huron 
and Bruce will vote on the same day.

The Scott Act campaign will be in full 
blast by next week. The fervid elo
quence of the orators will be heard in 
town and township, and the excitement 
will run higher than ever.

What is the rooster at the top of the 
Mowat demonstration column in last 
week’s Huron Signal crowing for ?— 
[Exeter Times.

Ask Jim Miller.

Waucbkton, the county town of 
Bruce, has a rate of taxation as high as 
19 mills on the dollar. Goderich pays 
18} miU8, while Milton, the county town 
of Hilton, has only 16 mills. These 
figures are interesting in the light of the 
question. “How are you going to meet 
the increased taxation under the Scott 
Art ?” The Scott Act county is ahead 
so far.

Goderich Township.

Mrs. G. F. Graham, of Port Albert, 
has been visiting her daughter, Mrs. J no. 
Whitely.lof the Huron Road.

W. Herbison has as usual been success
ful in exhibiting butter. He was award
ed a first special prize at the Western 
fair for the best tinnet of batter, and 
second prize for beet three tinnet». In 
the fruit line he took two prises for apples 
and one for pears. At Toronto he took 
a $20 prize for butter.

On show day in Goderich, Samuel 
Burke, who waa holding a colt belonging 
to his brother James, was struck by the 
head of the animal and fell backward 
full length on the sidewalk, his head 
coming violently in contact with the 
plank. He was taken up apparently 
lifeless, but only stunned. Dr. Whitely 
attended to the case and at last accounts 
Mr. Burke was progressing favorably, 
though it will be some time before his 
system will be completely free from the 
effects of the severe shock it sustained.

Holmes»ille, Sept. 29th, 1884.
Council met today pursuant to ad

journment All the Members present 
Minutes of last meeting read and passed. 
The collector was present with his sure
ties ; his bond was duly executed, when 
he received his roll. As the statute pro
vides for peymens of all taxes on or be
fore the 14th December of present year, 
no extension ot time bevond that date 
will be granted. The treasurer's bond 
was examined when it was moved by 
John Beacom, seconded by E. Acheson, 
that the treasurer's bond having been 
examined by us we consider it satisfac
tory—Carried. Letter from Mr. Joseph 
Holmes read, relating to gravel pit on his 
land as the gravel is not needed st pre
sent, the letter was fyled. The follow
ing accounts were paid, viz :—Clothes 
and boots for Jos. Miller, indigent, 
$3.93; to Joe. Miller for one quarter’s 
board of same, $18.76; to Mr. Bray, in
digent, $10; to Wm. Colline, indigent, 
per Mrs. Collins for one quarter's board, 
$18.75; to Geo. McMillan for taking a 
vagrant to goal, $2; to reeve for four 
days attending attending court on Naftel 
case and two days mere in connection 
with same, $9.50 to clerk four days at
tending court on same case, $6.75. Coun
cil adjourned to meet again on the 1st 
Monday in November.

James Patton, clerk.

eight

LMbUB.

Mrs. Jefferson visited the London fair 
and during her stay in the Forest City 
was the guest of her sister, Mrs. Land.

W. A born spoilt a portion of his vaca
tion here last month. He left last week 
to renew his medical studies at McGill 
College, Montreal.

Crops. —The early fall wheat that was 
sown this fall is a very uneven crop, but 
the late that has been sown within the 
last ten days is considerably better.

Tho world and his wife of our hamlet 
took in the fall show at Goderich on the 
24th inst. Those who didn’t get prizes 
grumbled at the rain, and said the old 
motto was true whenever the fair sex 
gather it brought rain,

Mr. Drumm, who has had charge of 
the Presbyterian church for three mouths 
past, preached for the last time on Sun
day, His sermons during his stay show 
study and thought, and made deep im
pressions on his hearers. He goes back 
to Knox College carrying the good wishes 
of Leeburn for success in bis future 
studies.

already suffered more than should have 
been his portion. We hope to see every 
effort put forth to secure the freedom of 
this young man, and to show that when 
an error has been committed in the effort

At the meeting of tho lodge of I.O.G. 
T. on Friday evening W. H. Glutton, J. 
Hoggarth and J. Linklater reported a 
good gathering at the District meeting 
at Seaforth on the 22nd ulL The work 
of organization in view of the forthcom
ing vote on the Scott Act was eloquently 
and forcibly urged by speakers. The 

•peek highly of the hospitality 
of the Seaforth people.

■Isas la «toe«esse i

Before tbs Hon. Chief Justine Wilson.
> FOURTH DAT. , ,

The Owes* r Martin.—Cameroe foow- 
asl for prisoner, moved, on affidavit end 
certificate, to have trtol extended to next 

aises. Grab ted
The Queen v W. Hnetar—.Psiaooer 

arraigned en aa indictment for tope, and 
pleaded “not guilty.” On application of 
crown the case was traversed' to the next

‘ •> - ! '13 V «. f

The Queen v Charles Herbert—Rape. 
Traversed to next aaetoee-

The Queen y Fred Soles—Rape. Trav
ersed to next aastoee.

The Queen v Henry James Beamish, 
James Beamish end Thomas Manasseh 
Beamish—The prisoners were indicted 
lor “murder,” end each and all nleeded 
“not guilty.”

The Queen v Charles Tait Stott—The 
grand jury came into eoort with two 
bills* for fraud against deft.

The following is the
razsxxTMSKT or ths grand jdxt :
We, the grand jurors of our Sovereign 

Lady the Queen, beg leave to report that 
we have examined the jail ; we have 
found it dean and well kept We found 
therein 12 prisoners, 0 males and 6 
females. We regret very much to state 
that 3 females and 1 male prisoner era 
insane. .We would recommend that 
anothtr ward for females be provided so 
that sane and insane can he kept aepa- 
raie. We also recommend that the in
sane prisoners be removed as soon as 
possible to some institution which is 
provided for the same. We regret to- 
find so many criminal cassa on the list 
for this court. We tender our thanks to 
Mr. Lewis end also to Mr. Lount for 
tkeir valuable information end assistance 
iu our duties. All of which is respect
fully submitted.

John Pâmons, foreman.

The Queen v. McDonald—Lount, Q. 
C., on behalf of crown, moved to have 
this indictment traversed to the next 
sittings of the quarter semions for this 
county, which his lordship ordered to be 
done.

Mr. Osier moved for an order allow
ing the Beamishes to sever in their de
fences. His lordship refused to inter
fere with the existing state.

After the selecting of the jury, the 
court adjourned at 6:30 p.m. until « 
o’clock on Friday.

FIFTH DAT.
Court opened at 8 a. ul, pursuant to 

adjournment.
The case against the Beamishes for 

murder was continued.
The court adjourned at 6:30 p.m. until 

8:30 on Saturday morning.
SIXTH DAT.

McCrae v Banker—His lordship gave 
judgment as follows : I find the plff is 
entitled to recover from the deft as here
inafter stated. I find the plff is liable to 
pay the deft, half the coats of the eject- 
men; action of Backer and the now plff 
against McNaughton, and (hat the deft 
ia entitled to an allowance from the plain
tiff, for not getting possession of the 
premises in May, 1882, and not until 
Mav, 1883, equivalent to the internet on 
the $700, the then unpaid balance of the 
purchase money ; end alec because the 
plaintiff could not make a good title to 
the defendant. Lispendens in McNangh- 
ten v. the now plaintiff remained in the 
registry office. I allow as follows 
Interest on the balance of purchase 
money ($700) from 20th of October to 
20th November, 1883, one month, $3.60; 
the now unpaid portion of the $700, 
$300 ; interest cu the $300 from 90th 
Oct, 1883, to 27th Sept, 1884. any U 
months, $16.50. Total $320. And 
from that I allow the defendant half the 
costs of the action of ejectment, $64.36, 
but not interest on the same ; and I find 
the balance in favor of plaintiff for 
$266.66, and give the plaintiff the toete 
of the action ; and I stay all proceedings 
on the judgment I now give for plaintiff 
for the period of one month from 27th 
Sept, 1884.

The Queen v. Robt. McCullough— 
Prisoner arraigned, and pleaded not 
guilty to indictment for felnnioua wound
ing. On behalf of the crown, Mr. Lount 
moved to traverse the indictment to the 
next assizes for this county, to which his 
lordship assented. Prisoner entered into 
his own recognisance to appear in the 
sum of $1000, and Jonathan Miller and 
David Curry became sureties in the 
amount of $600 each.

The Queen v. Charles Herbert- -Came
ron, counsel for prisoner, who is indicted 
for rape, moved on behalf of prisoner to 
admit him to bail. . Hit lordship granted 
toil, prisoner in $1,000. and two sure
ties in $600 each. William Winters, 
Seaforth, and Joseph Herbert, St. 
Marys, became sureties.

The case against the three Beamishes 
waa resumed.

The Queen v. Charles Tait Scott- 
Deft. was called to plead to an indict
ment for fraud, but did not appear. Mr. 
Garrow. aa counsel for deft., the indict
ment being for a misdemeanor, offered 
to plead to it, but hie lordship said that 
he would not consent to counsel plead- 
ing, the deft, not being present in coart. 
Lount, Q.U., for the crown, moved for a 
bench warrant which his lordship order
ed to issue.

Charles Tait Scott, of Wingham, was 
then called to come forth and save his 
bail, or he would forfeit his recognizance 
but he failed to appear, and his lordship 
ordered his bail to be estreated. Wm. 
Deacon, of the town of Wingham waa 
called to bring forth the body of Charles 
Tait Soott, whom he had undertaken 
would appear here thie day or forfeit hie 
recognizance, but he did not appear, 
and hit lordship ordered his bail to be 
estreated.

Court adjourned at 6.30 to 8 o’clock 
on Monday morning.

SEVENTH DAT.
Court opened at 8 a.m.
The trial of the Beamishes was resum

ed and concluded. A connected account 
of this trial will be found elsewhere in 
this issue.

Consolidated Bank r. Boland—Action 
on promissory note. Meyer and Dickin
son for plff ; G arrow A Proudfoot for def. 
Urdu- made transferring case to next


