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THE ORToN, DEBATE.

cepted the statemient as to Orton being
an unfortunate noblemari languishiing, in
prison without considering the facta. Four

judges, two juries, the law officers of two

Governments, two home secretaries and

the presd, have unreservedly pronounced

the claimiant to be a vile impostor, and

it is soniewhat surprising that any person
sbould have believed that ail the author-

ities were -wrong and Dr. Kenealy right.
Now the flouse of Commons hasý, Nwith

unprecedented unanirnity, endorsed the

verdict of the judges, juries, law olficers,
homne secretaries and the press, and

those who henceforth believe iii Dr.

Kenealy's assertion as to the convict

Orton must bi-, crass boobies. We are glad

that Mr. W halley insisted on a division.

Lt might have been asserted that there

wvere a dozen or a haîf a dozen members
of the flouse wvho had some doubt upon

the question. But the division of 433 to

1 is conclusive. If Dr. Kenealy has the

effrontery to assert that the 433 members
of the flouse who voted against his mo-
tion are either fools or rogues-are either
too stupid to formn a correct opinion, or

are the corrup'ý tools of Mr. WVhalley's
Jesuits, and hie gets a little mob to be-

lieve himi-it will be melancholy to refiect
that there are so, many idiots at large.

In one respect Dr. Kenealy'8 speech
surprised us. We knew, as everybody
knew, that he could not adduce a tittie of
evidence to j ustify his infamous calumnies
about the judges, and notably about the

Lord Chief Justice, but we expected that
he would have made some altogether
novel statements, however ludicrous and

unfounded they might be. What he said
about the judges does not cail for a reply,

and he did not attempt to support his
charge of cý-)rruption. Therefore, it ap-
pears that Dr. Kenealy has not even the

poor excuse that he has been self-deceived,
but he has been goingr about the country,
and in the colurans of a newspaper asso-

ciated with his name has been calumniat-
ing the judges without having any fictions
to sustain his charges. One of Dr.
Kenealy's charges against the Lord Chief
Ju tice must have amnazed the flouse.
.According to the member for Stoke, the
following dialogue took place during Dr.
lKenealy's address to the jury:

"-The Lo)rd Chief Justice: 1If you hadi a large
sum of mon ýy iiCyour p,sse8sion, and a robbez

took ten shilling& froin you, and asked if that
was ail you liad, wouid yoL flot ans wur y e4

"Dr. Kentaly : 2No, rny Lord, 1 woUld 'lot-
(Laugliter>)

-Sle Lord Chief Justice :Tiien you donit
ugreti withl Dr. Johnson, wiio was one ut tule
greatest inoraiists tiat ever lived, and whlo said,

to expeCt the truth fronii yonuri.i
" Dr. Kenealy : 1 repudiate suchl ianguag

3

withl horror, and 1 arni borry to say that Dr-

Johnson ehould have cornirnitted iiirnbeif tu it.
"Trhe Lord chief Justice :. 1 arn not.1,

sirnply metans this :every rule, hovweyer sacred,
inay have exceptionls.

-Dr. Kenlealy: 1 don't think there can be
any exceptions, in a queitiofi of trutli. .I

" The Lord Chief Justice : 1 don't believe it."

If thieves read the IPariianetary Initel

ligence they must uecessarily admire Dr-

Kenealy. Hlow miuch better the labour
of the burgiar would bu rewarded if lie

had to pinnder people of the Dr. KenealiY
persuasion. A servant awakenud by a

burgiar would inforni the maidnligbt visîtor

about the plate, nioney and jewels of her

master. Another of Dr: Kenealy's charges

wvas yet more extraordinary. on dune

19, 1871, the Lord Chief Justice diined

with Mr. Milbank, IN.I>., and M1rs.

Milbank asked the Chief a question about

the trial in the Common Pleas, and the

reply wvas, IlI cannot give any opinioni, aâ

I may have to try it." The ladly said to

the Lord Chief J ustice that Lord Riverà

believed'so tirmly in the claimant that

she believed hie would neyer give hini uP

evun if he were found guilty. Tfhe Lord

Chief Justice then said-and the flouse
n±light readily see in a laughinga and

joking way, and the Lord Chief Justice

did flot know Lord iRivers at the time-

IlPresent my compliments to Lord Riversp
and tell hini that in that case hie ill1

probably have to accompany his friefld

to penal servitude." Th's jestw~as twistea

into an assertion that the learned judgO

had Baid that he would send Orton tW

penal servitude if hie tried hini. Tuhe

perversion is not the worst part of the

incident. The infamy is that any ulse

should be made in public of any part of a'

private dinner conversation. Lord River0'
writing to Dr. Kenealy, says : l c6r'

tainly had a right to expect thlat the usage

among gentlemen and men of honOtf
would not have been departed froin b

you, and that a private communicati0»1
especially where a lady was conceru6d'
'would have been considered sacred ;


