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COMMUNICATIONS.
MNr. Eîlitor,--lis Q.C.J. of I)ec. lOtis, 1890, the first

airticle tisat attiacte(l msîy attenîtions was tue î'uferenîe ts

ais auioiîymitiis letter attack iig luoir hli tînt t'Pîlrinicipal.

Sucs au1 attaeck iiiay lie. a langintg tiatter toin lis iih

kuose tise filets of the case, but tcî those w'hosî oipinsions

are fcrisd frusii hcarsay andî tue iiaiiy tieuvpapers, tise

Cotieeqseties aie msore serioîns tiiait siii iiay suposie.

i aisi iiit surhiriseil tii sec sucs tîîisreplrusetitat ii is andi

fabriicationis iii tue publie pîr'e s s il imist catert to al

tastes, auJ Cîiuid cisîîiss tise ''slitt"sratis aud

insdigniationi w'iti a sîsîjie, isut osu reaeiig tîsat "C'ommunsîîî-

icîstioli" is tue! uiluiins cf Q.C.J. 1 tliist uCoixess sotie

aîuazetiii3tt.

Ncw,ý sir, is other niatture, it dcuestest ccciii tiglît tisat

letters witîsoîît signîatuires elîculul lie piiihiliid, luit wlii

xittacks are mtade on a îsersîîî's character, it ajîpears te,

rue tîtat a lutter sviicii its writer is afîaiîi or asiiaiic to

owii, does tîtt îîeî'it punbicationî. \Vliat is thu chiject cf

a ccii iîîsîlcationt to tii prîiess ? Is it îust tcî cali geisciai

attetitionti tsom11e iîîîpcîttatt tsattui' whiicli lias escaîtec

nuotice ? Ssirely evci'y stîsiett t'ecogti'Lcs ail îîiu acijiaitit-

aîîc is the subîstanice (if tijat attack oit tise, foîr it is

îicthiiig ess. 1 iîail niit tiîcugiit a stsiie'it svoild stoop

sc iow, 55cr seusiiiî i even) tuss trou lei tc rcply to otie

adojsting isets<u<s uiiersaliy eotisidct'ed 80 unebo and

(isiiciniiaile but for tise faut tiist iii tise intecet cf tritis

it is foceî oii i île tii Point osst al fi w intaccuracies NvIlicis

wili lie siilicientt tii shoiw tue spiirit iii selili the lutter

seas svritteii.

If ever <'aie is nccessai'y, it is seben neslle istciipted te

jîimpute iticts'ce anidi tii assai
1 the eliaractut' cf aticther,

aid tise tcstiiuty cf a 1iersiut ulise'gariling ths inst lie

TFie iaiscess chiamipioun nf jusetice svill liarîily tnte tiiet

tiscie tîsiglit piiseeihly lic a ditheretice, letweis assertin

aitî ti'ctii. I ssail shocw, wlicie lie îepcerts t rin h igis-

soîstiig gteriraliLatiiins atid coiides<'euis tii usaiticulars,

hmw itîch itIe depeisis cii tîlere asse'rtinis.

Iii tise first place, tue aicrs"to the jury seas

deliereci îiectly fronut evicicice takuti dîsriîg the triai.

Again, tue ''acliiess" to tue piieciier seas "'piepared", as

it w'as delivereil, about 7 P-1s., 0îs the 26t1s November,

1890. No duubt tise îîer'o was cicceiveci by mîy "elo'

qusetce '' 'The verdict was 1 sreparel isy tise jurty, by

whiotin also was tise quiestionî cf validity cf eu'idcie

decided.

Tise statetîsett tisat tise fiue seas the iargest ever

luflicteci, is simply an uiîtruth. And e vii if fifty cents

were greater thaîs aîîy cther fine, and even if only one

charge were proven, those conîditionis woîîid iave ne

beisritg on tise q1uestioni of jucstice.
As to ''sittiiig on couliscll-wiatever tisat iniaits I

inay say that Mir. Laveli, Juniior Ccuîîsel foir lefetîce, ou

tise 27th Nov., volusstariiy ackssowledgcd tisut tlsey had

no evidesuce, aud selicci ossly on attackisig tihe cîsaracter

of witness for prosecustin, thus slîowing, beyoîuî cairl,

that it seas, lu justice, a matter not cf elsoîce but of

nccessity tisat the questions proposcdl by the defence

were snt alioweî, altscuîgh, as I poiuted ont at tise tinse,

mmore latitude was allowcd tisais cîsilc have Iseets claimu'd

as a rigbit su rnch for the points mientionel is the

letter. In Conclusion, si', lut ise say tliat 1 have no

deite t> engage iu a cntroveî'sy on the subject, nr (Io 1

acknowledge the rigtbt of any iudiviuai to ueistioni uny

cýniduu't as j ndge.

Shouid the gentleman wh li-was sumtuiioned m'isbi to

dlecide the ruatter, lie sîill tfîd ie w ilitg, not to indilge

iii abunse or niere woriie, but te refer it to tise P'rincipal,

tii who liiii(l (ii aiiy accouiiit ie lue- W iiicbh lias beuti miy

intetin friî the iret.

Thanking you for your space, anid trusting that your

conti ibutors wil ii eiiccforth have the Courage cf their

Convictions.(?) I auxl yours reCSpeetfliy,
F. J. E., (h. Justice.

[Ousr correspondent of Doec. 10ttb, we bluieved, m'as not

promtpteil by any desire tci detract froin the private

character of any one but to point osit wliat lie considered

to bie w'aut oif fair plaiy oii the part cf a publhic body, auJ

sinue lie ciaiii'i to voice the sentimenuits of a ritituber nf

students we cotîsejteil tcî pmblisli bis Coiiioo iîsiîatin

whicib lias calicîl fcî'ti tiis î'epiy. WViti ail faiî'îiss tii

bîîth sides, we Caui sy tiîat we are ghsîi tîxis sîxatter bas

lieit maude public, as it gix'cs anl cppociuuity tii tiîîse wbcî

timcîglit wjtiî (lit' iret crrespondenit to sce biw the case

lcnks finin the (ither side. \'e seul pîlli nu furtiiet

correspondeuce oit this subjeet. -Eî).

PIOUS FRAUDS OR HOW FAR SHOULD THE
PULPIT GO?

To the IEditor cf the JoiesN XL.

Sir,- (,tnte tue following extract froin the Globe's

report cf ne cf Sir Richard Cattwriglit's incisive

speeches

IA tlicisail pulpits lucre or less hav'e iield up Johin

('harles 1{ykei t as au asvful exaliiple.

IHow niany cf these pions franîls lias e pîuitted ont to

lîcarers tisat NMr. Rykcrt is the natural outeuîtie and very

lateet es'olutin of Johbn A. Macdonaid's systcîîî.''

'Ne are si) grateful te Sir Richard for tue part tixat hie

teck iu securing the conuleniiatioti cf Rykert tisat we

would ljke to back itui up iii furthec work cf the kind.

Iu order tc doi 80 eticieutly, I for one wish te, be sure cf mly

gronind. \Vculd yen, therefore, ansseer the foilowing

q1uestions:

i. Is the systein that produces Rykerts tise proîluct of

otue tuais, or is it tbe îsarty system cari ied te jts full

developtuelit?

2. Arc there any ien cf the Rykert type on tise other

side, iu any of the provinces, aud bave any nf tiseir

leaders ever denonnced txetîs by naine ?

3. Wihetî a msan lias beeît pî'eeed guilty, le beeflot lu a

différent positin to the public from niteix wio are îîîerely

accused by politicai oppoîseists ?

4. Wien a ininister cites Bircisail als ais awful exaîtple

of sin, is hie a "pionis fraud" becanse lie doces isot aise

point ont tisat tise poor wretch seas tise very latest

evoîntion cf bis edlucatin or souîethiug else ?

5. Is it tise dsîty cf a public iuan who abtus at eulisting

tise public consscience on isis side te deunce as pions

frauds ail whîo go with hlmn as far as lie proves isis case ini

a court open to in but siot to tisem ?


