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THE INPORMER  CASE !

THE “ POST” LIBEL SUIT.

——

The Court of Queen’s Bench,

e

CRIMINAL
SIDE.

[Chigt-Justice 8§18 A. A. Dogtox presiding [

Present for the Crown—C. P, Davipaon, Q.C.,
and J. A. OuMzT, Q, C.

—
M'MAMER V. WHELAK,

Wedneaday, June 7.

Oz the re-assembling of the Court thia
morning, Mr. Barry asked that he be allowed
until Friday to fyle his reply to the plea en-
tered by the defence yesterday.

Mr. Dobkerty opposed the application and
stated that the defence was anxzious that the
trial should come off as soon as posaible, and
expressed his surprise that Mr. Barry, from
his remarks in Court a few mornings ago,
should make sny application for delay. The
application was granted.

It is now the general impression, judging
from what has taken place in Court, and the
taches and delays and demurrres, by the plain-
tif's attorneys that they do not want a trial
this session, if at all. This opinion has pre-
vailed for tho past few months, and it now
looka as if the opinion was correct, If Mr.
McNamee 18 In earnest in demuring it is, it is
said, a surs sign be dces not want a trial, else
wby throw such obstacles in the way. Why
demur at &11? Why nct be anxlous to sirive
at tho fruth ? The deiendant is snxlous for
atrial, he has gone to considerable expense
to procuro witnesses; he has tried to force
the igsue ; the plaintiff has aleo expressed, by
his counsel, awish for a complete cpose.
\Why, then, these demurrers and Zaches and
delars? 'Thess arv the questions heard on
the ctreets to-day on 8l sides by the general
public, which has taken such aa intense ic-
terest in this coelebrated case. One gentle-
man—& French Canadlan-—remarked this
moraing : “Iam profoundly astonished at
the couree taken by the plaintiff, I bave had
my doubts, but they sro dispel’ed.

Frioay, Jone U.

T35 PROSECUTION FYLE A DEMURRER TO TIIE PLEA
Or JUSTIFICATION—THE CASE EVIDENTLY
NOT TO RE FOU:;ZT ON 1T§8 MERITS.

Tae Posr libel cakfe ame up agatn in Court
this morniag. ‘Thls time the prosecutor
plays another card, which will pecessarily
calue auother delay before the merits of the
case ura gone into,

A few minutes after the Chief Justice tied
taken his seat on the bench Mr. T, W. Ritchia,
Q.C., one of the Counsel empleyed by the
prosecutor, Mr. F. B. McNamee, fyled a de-
murrer to tbe ploa of justificatlon fyled last
Tuesday by Mr. C. J. Doherty. The grounds
of the demurrer era as follows, a8 apecified in
writing and presentad to the Court : —

Canada < }

Proviece of Quebec,
District of Montreal.

IN TEE COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCE.

(CROWN SIDE.)
TRE QUEEN
vs.
JUBN PATRICK WHELAN,
[{ndictment for Libel.]

And the Honorable L. 0. Loranger, Attor-
ney-Gengeral far theenid Province of Quebec of
Ouar Lady the Queen,who prosscutes for our said
Lndy the Queen ia this hehalf as to the plen
secondly pleaded, nnd styled “a further plea’
of the said Jobn Patrick Whelan, by him
above pleaded, saith that the same and the
mattery therein contained in manrer and
form 03 the fame are above pleaded and set
forth, atv not sofficient in law to bar or
preclude our sald Lady the Queean from
vrosecnting tha sald indictment against him,
the suid John P. Whelar, and that onr said
Lads the Queen I8 not bound by the law of
the land to answer the sams ; aud this he, the
sald Honorable Li. O, Lorsnger, who prosscutes
a3 uforesaid, is ready lo verliy..

Wierefore, the eald. Honorsble L. O,
Loranger prays jadgment declaring the sald
ples, sscondly plended by the sald John
Patrick Whelup, to be iznsuflicient and thet
the same burejected. '

Montraa}, 9th June, 1882,

(Sigued.) L. O. Lorancew, . .
Attorney.General.
J. A, Oomuer, Q0.
C. Y. Davmson, QC.

Tha srpument on thie point wes fixed for
to-morrow.  Messis, Carter, Q.C, . Ritchie,
QC., and D. Banry, appesr for the prosecu.
tion, ond Mr. W. L, Kerr, Q,C., a0d ¥r.Q. J.,
Dolhorty fur the defenco. . o

The impression continuey to grin, grouna
that the prosecution doex vot wento beng fide
trisl inthis cese. When tho proceedings of
this moralng were over the uffsir way dls-
cussecl by kuots of cutsidera, who sgreed thng,
the technicalitius brought forwerd 4o pre-
vent a fvlel wao  sigus, | fust  the
protecutor  did  mot  want,, tho  pro-
duction of witnesses ot gll. . Qsy gentle-
map, himself o tawyer, ald that if the plein-
tiff was as eager for developmeats trom the
witness box as defendant, all wouid be plain
Sailing, as also 1n a cnso of such vast impor-
tance no legal technicalities should boe al-
lowed to intervens. “It I were in the plain-
tif'a place,” conciuded the gentleman, *I
would be intensely anx{ous for a trial.”

“Bat suppose you were gullty,” asked a
Posrreporter. e

“Oh, in that cage, I might demur to a plea
of justification,” was the reply. ‘ .

R

inapplicable.

o Satuorday, Jane 10.

. The cause celebre of Francis B. McNames
against John P. Whelan, Manager of Tre
Posr, for criminal libel was again before the
Court of Queen's Bench this morning, His
Honor Chief-Justice Sir A. A. Dorion, pra-
sided, Messrs. T. W. Ritchie, Q 0., Edward
Carter, Q.C, and Denis- Barry appearing for
the private prosecution, and Messrs. W, H.
Kerr, QC,, and C. J. Doherty for the de-
fance. Mr. A. Ouimet, Q.C,, was present for
the Crown. .

The prosscntor in the case, Mr. F. B,
McNamee, was not in Court, owlog to his
absence from the clity. His presencs, from
present indications, will not in all probability
be required, a8 the tactice now being adopted
by his counsel show plainly enough that it iz
understood that the objectlons snd legal
technicalities now belng raised are fntended
to put back the case until next term.
It is altogether unlikely that the
irue merita will be gone into at this
session of the Court owing to the delay caused
by the objections to the plea of justification
in the shape of the demurrer fyled by Mr.
Ritchie yesterday. The general lLmpression
is that if Mr. McNamee waa so anxious to
vindicate his character he would compel the
defendant to prove the charges at once.

TO-DAY'S PROCEBDINGS.

On the opening of the proceedings this
mornipg Mr: Carter, in the absence of Mr,
Ritchie, asked that the case be adjourned till
Mr. Ritchie ahonld arrive.

Mr. Kenr for the defeucs insisted on pro-
ceeding st onca.

Mr, CarTER {or the prosecution contended
that the case was fixed for 11 o’clock.

The Hon. Judge said the case bad been
fixed for ten o'clock.

Mr. CarTER ingisted on having the delay,
end the dofence continuing to resist, Mr.
Ritchis arrived, and the Court ordered tho ar-
goment to proceed.

Mr. Rircize opened for the prosecuiion.
Ha caid this indictmeunt ia for a libel publish-
od in Tre Posr on the 15th March Jast. The
indictinent is under rection 2ad ¢ 37 Vie.,

¢ 23. The dofendant pleaded two plocs, one
of «unot guilty” and the cther of justifica-
tion, The first chgrge in the ar
ticle complainnd 4t  is  that Mr,

McNameo was nmong the first to introduce
fenianism into Moxntreal, end endeavored to
prafs it cn tho St. Patrick’s Soclety.

2nd. That be betrayed his dupes to the
Government for money.

Sud, That bo wes & crimn acd o boanty
breker,

“tth, Thot ho cffzrod wmoney to a person to
uput dariight” throuzh ancther.

The lesrned Couneel spoka of the gravity
of such charges and argued strenuonsyy that
according to the English law the defendant
was obliged whsen plesding justification te
give specific information eof time anc place
in order that the prosecutor might know bow
to rebutt the accusation or prove his inuo-
cenca, The authorities were clear thutin a
libel where an indictable offence was
charged, the eame amount of precision should
he ured in prepering ths plea of justification,
ag if it were the indictmont upon which the
rorson accused was to stand bis trial . Uader
the present circumstances thers was no other
course to bs pursued by the prosecu-
tiorn than %o demurr to the plea Mr.
Bitchie cited various English autnorities to
the eftcct that in cases similar to the one be.
fore the Court justification should b2 rlways
specifically and speciaily pleaded. The pro-
gecutor and not tho defendaut was on trial
and that belng virtually the case it could
nnt be expected he was golpg to clear him-
self of charges, the character of which he was
not fully aware. In the first place no
names or time were given Jin ths
charga that he induced persons to joln
the Fenlan orgspization. . In the second
placo no names wers glven as to who were
his dupes by his botrayal of their confldence
in giving information to the Government,
In the third place, in the charge that he was
a crimp and u bounty broker, no names, time
or placo wero montloned, and Iastly,
that he bad atiompted 1o commission
unother to commit murder, the nome of the
party whom ko wished to commisslen was
omitted i the ples. Oa theze grouunds he
¢contonded tho ples to be insufficient. Ho
aleo contended that aven if frue they
wers merely individusl sctr, aand wers,
trorefore, not published for thy benefit
of the public. If they were, the do-
{endant should show in whot mauper they
wera to benefit the pubdlic. Iniroducing
Fenianism niight effect public interesie, but
he {atled to ree how bounty-braksnyge or ofter-
ing monsy to o mun to “putdaylight through
pnothner® did, In the Jatlercsse be shouly, if
gullty, be exposed in the legitimato way,

Mr. CartEr then cited various authoritics
from the English law on the rubjsat, ~
.- His Hoxor, however, ssld thotn wsa ro
difficulty cn thet psrticulat point, as Iz -the
Dr. Hewman crso the plea had to pe rencwed
threo thmes, .

ils, Kear, Q.C. for tho defence, said: This
case comes up on a demurrer, tho judgment
on which, it is Loped, will have the effoct of
gsttling the practice a3 to thw proper method

of pleading o plea of justifiestion fo v in-

dictment for libel, Tnis was pecalisnly de-
sirable, inasmuch u3 in the ast W0 ferma of
this Court there had Loen renderad two judg-

ments which were consldered contradiciory cn

this question. .The guestion to by decided

way whetber- o plea of jnstification cpn be
pleaded in general terms, or whetkor ib wust
neceseatily cob forth details nud parileulers,
To sustain their objsctions to the plea ng fyled,
the eminent counsel for the prosecutlon de-.
pended entirely on Eogllsh authorities, nod
not even the most recent Esglish nuthori-
ties, thé cases cited by them being
many ¢f them over-rulad even in England,
Bat the learned counsel contended that under
our statute the same particularity of pleading
was not required as under the English statute,
and consequently the authorltles cited were
He roferred to the English,

‘Act (Lord Campbell's Act) and the Act of
- Canads, 37 Vict., ¢, 38, sect. 6, to show the

difference between the two acts. He further
cited numerous authorities to show that even
in England no such pa\ticulurity}f pleading
wags required as contended fof hy the
prosecution, and that the most ¢bat counld

be nequired would be the fyling in ‘ad-|.
| faots Whioh made it for the public benefit

dition to the plea of a bill of part{cnlars
The system of special pleading jv‘hl,b,hl'
once had reigned supreme before Englfah
Courta bad of late yeara come to be looke

upon asa disgrace, and was no longerin vogue
the tendency of the recent jurisprudence
being towards allowing much greater latitude !
in pleading. This syatem of apecial pleading
had in fact come to be an art, and in almost
every case it was required to retain a special
pleader to dralt even the ; simplest
plea, and it had often resulted 1n
burking jastice. In this eo:}nt’ry. we

that

N

had never fallen Into viclous
practice. Our statute required merely that
there should be alleged ¢« the truth of the
matters charged,” wheroas the English statute
went further and required that the truih of
sach matters should be pleaded with thesame
particularity as requlired in pleading s justifi-
cation to an action for defamation.. Unless
these latter words were to be taken as having
10 menning at all, it was impossible {o decide,
as the counsel for the prosecation wished to
bave it decided, that onder a statute which
studionsly szvoided inserting tbem, the same
particularity of plaading was to be required
a8 under one whers they had been in-
serted. The learned counsel referred to
the cases of the Queen vs. Sills, and
the Queen vs. Baxter, where general pleaghad
been fyled, and proof allowed and made there-
uoder, and the case of the Queen vs. Cauvier,
where it had been found impossible to com-
prees into a special plea all the facts which
the defendant wished to offer in support of
the general charge meade. An attempt had
beea made to represent that it waa for the
public berefit that the chargea made sheuld
by ypublished. Surely no argument was
pecdad o establish that i{ theso charges were
true, sLen it was of the greatest pub-
lic interust that they should Lo mude
pubiie. It tbls man McNamee bad
been, o3 sliegnd, guilty of intreducing
Feriszisw, acd then tursing evound and
bausly rollinyg the mewbers of {het Socivty,
wouid it be pretended that his act wav one in
wiich the puslic kad no inturest?  Surely it
wes of the most vital importeoce tbud
Auch u deed should v mide known, ttnd
such & gengrens in socisty snould be sut j:ot.
eil to the cauteriztoyg iunllaenca of publie
opicivn, Aguiv, if ho had been gulity of
bounty.brokicg and comspiracy during ho
American war, o had violated a siatete (e
public Inw of the land.

The Caer-JrsTice--Do  you thisk “ho
principie is universal? IFor instance, enp-
poss & womea who twenty-five yoars sgo kept
a house of ill-famze, to havo since reformerl
and been tnurried and living respectably, do
you consider it would by ia tha pubic inles.
est that the fict tbot she had kepi such s
house thereby vielauting the law, should Lz
published.

Mr. Kenr—Ng, but the case i hardly par-
allel. Ske may bave been at one timega
«public woman,” but canpot bhave chanced
and beccins a i public man.” Heru we hava
to deal with a mau striving to figure in the
Laiter capacity, posing a3 o leador of u. class
ig the community, and surely the public in-
torest requires that if such o man be gulity of
the sarious charges laid at bia doors the pub-
lic should Le put on their yuard agalost bim,
and tbat portion of the population whom he
faln wounld lead taught what msanzer of man
be is.

Mr. CartEs having aid a fow words in re-
ply, citing authorities to support ths preten-
sions alceady advenced Ly him, the Chief
Justice apuounced that he would give judg-
ment on Tussday.

Tuesday, Jaus 13.

Tho Cottt room wa3 well filled this morn-
inr hy mewbers of the legal fraternity and
gpectatora to Lenr the decision of Ohlef-
Justice Dorlon oa the legal point or ohjection
ralged by the prosecution to the special plea
fyled by tbo manager of Tae Post. Thellon.
Judge went iuto o lengthy review and dis-
cussion of tha lnw of libel as far oy the
plen was concerned. lln eventuaily nled
that & ples of justification must be specificin
regard to the ckarges mado ageinst the parsou
slloged to bo libulled, The followiay iy tha
judgmaat-on the demurror: —

' The parties havo been hoarnt on o demuprrer
to a gencral plea cf justifieation fyled in wa-
awer 1o an indictment for Mbel, ‘The articie
complained of as libellons, was published in
Trr Post newspaper of tha dite 15th Binrch
1.ct. It §s headod “An Indiciinzat,” sed con-
toing b secizs of charges axsipel the prosveu.
tor. (The Julgo bero rand the nrticle) The
plea offeret 19 jnetify thia 1iby), reiterates iu
idontical words the cherges themstolves, nud
gonion that they are true, wnd thotIt'wey L
tts  puabllc  benefit that  thevy shaold
bu published.  T'bo’ dowurer 43 gensral
in the wrin wwally {ellawed in Eaglaad,
shih the exception st In its couclnsions
it doda wHt r for jadyment ont that s
verdict ba 0 in favor of tho prozecuti
a5 if no such plen had heen dyled, eois
custem fu Ereglsed, but merely prays ™
tha plon be Jecland fosuiliciin? and be rew
jeeted.

TFormatly tte

dafendans on an edénsaticn

of iihel was not mlowed to plead the trueh |
of the charzes mado £5 o defenea o guch ac-

cusation, but by the Traperisl Statute, B and 7
Victoila, koown as Lol Camphell's Actya
party “odemzed of lbel was poicited to
plead ng & justifieation tho iruth” of the
charges  alleced g libellons; also by
that statute it was esacted that in such
plen "of justification the truth of tie
chargés made shonld be pleaded in the man-
ner then reqaired in pleading justification, in
a ¢lvil action for defamation, m_xd.(ngt_hqr that
the party shotuld allege the particalar facte by
reason of which it was for the public inter.
eats that such charged should be published.
By the English law, the parilos in s olvil
actlon for defamation were always allowed to

provision made in the criminal Statute fixed
& preclse method of pleading justification in
‘a criminal actiop, inasmuch as the manner of
80 pleading in civil matters was well estab-
lished and understood.

The act-alao required that the particular

that the chargesshould be pnblished, shoutd
.be spaclally set forth in the plea. .The Quesn
vs. Newman is a striking instance of the pre-
clsion required in pleading justificatioh in

England. In that cage the plea of justifica-
tion was fyled and demurred o and upon the
demurrer was amended, and again
demurred to and agaln - amended.

There s no doabt that according to the Eug-
1lish practice all the factsrelied upon mnst be
specifically stated in the plea. The ruleis
laid down in several cases that in a ples ot
this patave the charges must be stated with
the same precision as would be required in an
indictmeont, This point was declded, among
other cases, in that of Janson vs. Stewart. It
was not till 1874 that the law was amended
in Canada so a8 teallow proof 6f the matters
charged in a Iibel to be offered. This was done
by the Act 37 Vict, ch. 38. In adopting this
statute the Dominion Parlinment followed al-
most exactly the English Act, buf omitted the
words f{n manner were requlred in pleading
justification to a civil action for defsmation,”
sud also the words © requiriog that the par-
ticular facts, by reason of which it was for
the public benefit that the article was pub.
lished, should be set forth.” In this case the
defendaut contends that it is sufficient to fol-
low the words of the Canadlan statuts, and
atates that the mattera charged are true, thet
it was for tho public berefit that they were
published, and that it is not necessary to give
perticular facts. The prosscation, on the
other hsnd, msintuing that it is neces-
sary, 8s in Epgland, to do s0. It
is the first time that this gnestion s
directly ralged before our Courte. What ia to
be decided is whether the torm of exprassion
of our Statute mekos the requirements of the
plea difictent from those uudur the Epglish
Statate, 1t wounld have buen dillicult for our
Parlinmeut to tefer to sny atandard of a plea
of justification iu civil cares, owing to the
difierenca ju ifwa upon that sulject in the
varioua Provinces, 83 aldo to tha facl that in
sowme Provinces such a piva I8 nnknown in
civil cases. If would huva besn cqually
difficult for the legisinture to refer in our act
to Loxd Campdhell's Act as fixing tha require-
menta of such a nlea, inasmuch a8 in Kogland
there has been a total chanige in the uructice
atd mode of plending since tho onsctment of
Lord Cawpbell’s Act, And fo requiro wadsr
our Statute a ples in the form ut that iime
required in Epglish civil cases would have
besn goiag backward ruther than forward in

legislation.  Moreover, such a roference
would have ©Dbeen to n Ilaw not
generally  understood ia  this country,

Probably tuess were the rteasons for the first
owission in our act, but they do not apply
to the second omlission. iowsver, thereason
of it cav easily Le uuaderstood, huving
omitted the words prescriblog the manver of
pleading thu truth, had the Lemslature ie--
gerted theso words requiring the mentioning
of the particular facts which made the puuli-
cation nsceeanry for the public benefit, it
would have led Inmevitably to the conclusion
that it wonld not be necessary to state the
patticalars of the facta cbarzed in the libel,
I considor cur statuts, utterly irrespective of
the Engllsh law, end I am of opinion that the
cases cited as having been decided in Eng-
1and do rot apply under our statnte, but I am
of opinion that the statute muat be interpret-
ed with reference to the several rules of plead-
iog ond evidence. It iz m general rule of
pleading in our courts that all facts pleaded
in aveidance, must be so plesded specilically,
and that there must bs given in the plea sul-
ficient detail as to time, place and clrcum-
stances, to eaable the party, to whom such
facta are opposed, to meet the same.
And it i3 also m rule of evidence that a party
cannat prove any fack which hos not heen a0
pleaded. To aliow the opposite courae to be
adopted would be unjust to a complainant,
The defendaat wishing to juetify his conduct
is bonnd to zet forth precise facts which he
intends to prove as such justiication, not
with sl the technlealities ot the Englizh lnw,
but with sufficient preclsion to enzble the
oppusite party to defend himself,

1 2m, therefore, of opinion tbat the plen in
the presect case is jusuilicient snd that the
domurrer should be maintained. Rowever,
as thiy is the first time thia question Las
cume up, sad as it is one of great importance
tunt jurlsprudence should ba settled, should
the purties exprees o desirer to amond the
pléa or put in g new oue, T would bz disposed
10 z1aat such application,

sir, Kear Q. O, tizon roso and said that, in
accorlanco  with tha Judeo's declsion, he
wolld by Tesdy to, 1yle n plen egrogqniced in
43 houa,

Mae, Cantrr, Q O, followed sud staed 1hat
tion of the progecution to
3 int thet on the contory
they wora quito yeady and williog o proceed
with tho vl

e, Paruy nlao aseertecd Bis enxisty
haws tho coeh prooesdett with,

sir, Keer Q. enid ko quite understeod
thofr wosition- and 'they would haee every
opporsaatty of ‘having o dsy fixed for the
L en the dey siter to-morrow.

o
(o]
v

{o

.. FRIGHTFUL ACCIDENT.
-(yeenge, Jund 11-—Nawa hom boen received
hers of  frightful eccident which occtrree &t
Montmorsr el Folls, - A faresr named Lo-
bergo was driving liomo hiz dsugbter, a mar-

“sied ‘women, who leaves seven cirildron, when

the horse buecams unmansgaable near the
bridge on tho road which rrosses the river.,
About 300 fset above the falis the vehicle
gtruck’ she bridge with such violence as to
kreak away ‘the guard, throwing Laberge out

“apon the bridge, but pltching the womsn,
" horse and cart into the bolllng torrent, which

immediately ‘swept them over ‘the terrible
‘abyes, a foll of nearly 800 feet. The body of

plead the truth of a Jibel, and therefore’ the

‘Mzs, Richard was subsequently found at the
foot of the talls, near Hall's dam, :

DL R

- [‘ia particuinrly bright.

IRELAND
IN AND-OUT OF PAREIAMENT!
: '

Lonopon, Juna 7,~In the House of Com-
mons, in the debate on the smendment to
the Repression Bill offered by Mr. Russell,
Liberal, definlng iotimidation as threats or
acts of vicleuce to person or property, or in-
citement thereto, Mr. Dlllon defended the
system of boycotting, which he advocated in
public speeches az within the law. He de-
clared that but for that system, ¢ moonlight”
outrages would have bogun a year earlier than
they did, and would not have begun at sll if
the Land League had bean left at liberty.
He uadmitted that the system of boycotting
had been grosely abnsed for the gratification
of private malice.

Sir William Harcourt sald the Govornment
were willing to accept any amendment con-
aistent with the putting down of boycotting.

Mr. Cowen, Radical, sald he desired the
gamo treatment for Irlsh tenants as fon Eng-~
lish trades unioniats.

Mr. Glndstone maintained that the blll se-
cured such treatment.

Loxpon, June 7.—Davitt in a speech at
Liverpool, lagt pight, said he favoured tho
land becomiog nntional property. tie con-
siderad that the soll of Irsland could be pur.
chaged for the tenants for £1.40,000,000 in
Goverament bonds, payable in 50 yesrs. He
denounced Dublin Castlo 1uls n3 o monstrous
fuilure.

Loxpoy, June 8,—Tho dehate o~ the Re.
pression bill was resumed in tne Iouaw of
Cumumons to-uight,

Mr. Russell’s amendments delining intlmi-
dntion as thrents or acts of violence to per-
sons or proporty, or incitement thereto, was
rejacted.

Boatore the vote Sir Wmni. Harcourt nudor-
took to insert the words, ¢ providing aats
prescribed by this clause inust, to be punish-
uble, bo done with animuas.” a

Mr. Parnetl declared the ro-called conces-
sion made the clause worze,

The amemiment offored by Mr. Parnell,
seeking to define intimidation, and limiting
it to certain definite acts, was rejected.

hr, T. P. O'Connor, supporting the amend-
ment, accused the Minlatry of imbecility.
Objection was mode, but the chinirman ruled
that the Iangusge was not unparliamontery.

T'he news of the murder of Bourke created
o seusation in the Honse of Commons to-
night, Mr. Parnell and other Irleh membura
cxpressed regret at the ssanssination. They
stated that the Land League of Gort district
ceased to exist six montha'sgo.

Dunciy, Juge 8.—Walfer Bourke, a Galway
landlord, was shot dend to.day. A soldier,
his escort, was algo killed. A volley was
fired at Bourke and hir escort from hehind a
wall as they were riding near Gort. DBoth
fell dead. Bourke was n maglstrats, and son
of tha late Crown folicitor. 1le wasa bar-
rister, aud had amassed a fortune in India,
He contested the geat in Parliameut for
Mayo against Nelsoun, had disputes with ten.
ants, snd recently left London to csrry out
vvictions. A few month ago he entered the
churob at Carraro with a riflsa while maes
was being celebrated. The priest ordered
bim to leave. He escaped by the side door
to avpid belog mobbed.

Conk, June 9.—Davitt, addrersing a 1moat-
ing this evening, explained that hia ohject
in going to America was to make an appenl
toward the support of Anna Pargpell aad the
Ladies’ League, and contradict the lying
rawmor of a split fn the Lieaguo.

Troy, N.Y., June 8.—Michael Davitt, the
Irish leader, has cabled that he will bo In
Troy at the festival of the Amelgamated
Lend Leaguoe on July 4th.

Deauiy, June 9.—Largo rewards have been
offured for the arrest of the murderers of Mr,
Bourke and his escort, or information luend-
Ing thereto. Mr. Bourke's watch nnd the
soidier's rifls were taken by the asgassine. vyt

Qurexsrowy, June (', —Davitt, addressing a
crowd beforo embarking for America to-day,
said the lrish cauge was to bs won bya strong
appeal to jastice, mot to tho wild justice of
revenge.

BaLnina, May 9, —The inquest in the case
of Melady, shot durltig a dirturbancs between
ths people and the constabnlary, hss been
concinded, Flfteen of the jury returned a
verdict of denth caused by a gunshot wound
fiflictea by the Irian Constabnlary. The jury
expregsed sympathy with the rolatives of
Melady, snd recommended the Government
to compensate them.  ~ ~

Dunri, Jane 10.—Roports concerniog tzo
agrarian crimes bave created a profound senaa-
tion in Dublin The Lorc Lieutensnt soid
permanent effizials wero at the Castls uatil
1a%e Jast night sending instructions to varions
putty of the country regardlug the protestion
of landlords sud officiale in dauger. 'The
treling of derpouilency hare Wwad never greater,’
and the f2eliog is inteasifiad by the fact that
tha sgeicuitueal proapectihrourh the country
3 The sttempt to -as
ausrinute Farmer Brown near Ballinn was a
wizk of dnring,  Six men approached him io
n firld and asked him why he took thd tarm
when warned not to.  Six shots were fired
at bim., Two bulleta Jedpéd in his tuigh,
Brown was jvuad insenatple.. He is szoa GO
and will probably eie. A police patrol pusk-
ed the scene of the outrage ten minutes be-
fora, Four arrests huve besn mads on pus-
pleior. Theattempt to murder Kast, an ex-
tenslve fasmer and mill owner in the County
Roscommon was also daring. Threo men
with blackened faces, 'carrying heavy blud.
geons, jnmped over the wall of his burn yard
in day time and attacked him savagely. His

e A

to flee. East’s wife came but the assailants
threatened to murder her, The uaasallants
then shot East in the hip, kuve and ankle.
| 6 18 sinklog rapldly. Four men were ar-
rested, bt he could not identify any.

. Louwpok, Jane 10.—Davitt is reported aa
denylnf that there i3 n split in the Land
League and Parnell's followers sre breaking
away from hig guidance.

Lox~ooy, June 10, —Thres hundred soldiers
and police have been drafted into the district
where Bourke was shot. The pergons ar-
rested have been released.

Dusuin, Juoe 11.,—The Irish bishops have
fssued au address to their flocks, promising
the support of the clergy to the peopls In
poacefully agitating for thelr rights, but con-
demriog as the worit enemive to the country,
tbe men who recommended illegal courses,
particularly those belonging to secret socletler.
The bishops condemn the recont horrible
muarders, bat belive they were due to evic~
tions, which it is the duty of the Governmesnt
to etop at all cost.

Lonpoxn, June 11.—A Democratic meeting
wes held in Hyde Park this afterncon to pro-
test against the Repression bill. Thirty
thousand were present. Beveral English and
Irish members of Parliament attended.
Cowen, Radical member of Pariiament, vigor-
ously dencuaced coercion. The proceedingr
were orderly.

NEw York, June 10.—Tha flerald's Londor:
special says:—¢ ‘The Repression Act grinds
its slow way through the Committee debates
with dry discuseions on law points which
throaten to grow interminable. 1f ever the
Government hoped to get the new Coercion
Act passed in a hurry, that hope must now
begio to vanfsh., Now and then the Irish
members threaten to abandon all farther op-
position to the monsure, but unless something
very unforeseon should happen, Parnol! and
hig friende will probubly offer stendy, rolent-
lesn  opposilion to the progross of the
bill. Thare are already  over two
hundred nmendmonts dowsn: on tho paper,
aud ae thote I8 practicslly no lmit] to
the numbor of amendments and now clauses
that may ba proposed, the Governmeat may
woll regerd tho {uturo with somethlng llke
diskmay. So fatr thers heg beon ndmirmble
tomper shown, except in a short passage be-
tween Mr. Forster and O'Kebiy. Stil the
temper on both sldes is becoming sous, and
prohsbly before the ond of uext week there
will Le o direct conilict botween tho Parnell-

P88 und the Govornmont. At the rame time,

public opioion in Laogland is growing very
strong againgt the Prevention of Crime bill,
uy buing far too despotic and wide-resching.
This makes it difficn it for the Govornmaont to
bring their henvy battalions to bear cu the
Irigh party. Davitt’s speeches cause a good
denl of comment.

Loxvoy, dJuno 12.—Serious dirsensions in
the Cabinot arn rumoered. Sir W. Huccourt
insivts on carrying the Crime Provention
Lill in its most steingent form. #r. Chama
berlain and Sir Charles Dilke take an oppu-
site view. I'he rolations of thn membhers of
the Cablaot are becomlog duily more strained,
and o break up is regarded ns among the
immediate probabiiities, It is sald Mr.
Chamberlain and Sir Charles Dilke are con-
tomplating resignation. Neither Mr. Cham-
berlalu nor Sir Oharles Dllke has ever spoken
in support of the Crime Preventlon bill, and
thetr silenco causes curious corament. Itis
also noticed that both in the Housw and
lobbies they malntain a sympathetic, ¢ven
{riendly, attitude toward Mr. Purnell.

DusLin, June 12.-—In consequonce of the
statement of Mr. Gladstone in the House of
Commone that ho had recelved no rsmons-
trauce from the lrish jndges ngoinst the pro-
vislons of the Reprossion bill, the judges held
o private meetlng and passed resotntions pro-
testing agulost trials being held by a com-
mission of three judges without juries. In
order 1o avold furthor mienpprehension, the
judges forwarded the resolutions to the ofii-
cial residence of Mr. Gladstone. Ip the
ovent of the bl passing with its obnoxlous
provisions, Baroun Fitzgerald will regign. It
is yencrally understood that when the bill
pneges, Mr. William Johnson, Attorney-
General for lrelsnd, will be ralsed 1o the
bunckh.

Loxnoy, June 12.—The number of suspects
now Imprisoved is 263,

Lisenick, Juse 12,—The Corporation has
conferred thu freedom of the city on Davitt,

THE LORDS.

Loxpox, June 12,.—In the Houas of Lords
this afternvon, Barl Granoville stated that
Admiral Seypour was empowed to lund sall-
ors nt Alexandrla if nocersarv,

‘fhe Houso by 128 to 132, refused to order
the bill legabizing marriage with a decensed
wifu's eistor, to & Bocont reading.

THE COMMONS,

Mr. Trevelyap, replying to Mr. O'Kelly,
sald Johu Gaonvo bad been offored his re-
Yoasy if ne ungaged to go to America, Hav-
inir refused this condition bhe could not be
relonsed,

Cousiderution of the Reprussion bill was
resuzed. )

#r. Healy 1wmoved o emendment that
exclusive dealing bs not censidered intimi-
dation ., —Rejected.

Clause four, dealing with and defining in-
timitdnrion, wee adopted. Clause five, con-
ceentny riots and other oftonces, was token
np, the section declering that any person who
ta%es pait in ooy riot or unlawiul assembly
ghatl b guilty of an offence against this.Act,
wag adepred, P .

Mr. Conmberlain eaid he bad: referred the
suhjeet o Rpurious cheeso from America, made
feom lard, to the Departmental Committes.
Heaonght the Administration act would deal
with the question of izs sale. .

The Home Rulers to-night declded not to
offer any systematic .obstruction to the
Repression bill. - - .

et Rt g es
Guneral Ignatleff, at his own request, has
been reieased from the post of Russian Minlte
ter of Interior on the ground of ill-health.
He rotains the memberahip of the Counoil of
the Empire, Count Toletain has been ap--

son came to his assistance but was compelled

1o
o
i

pointed Minister of the Interlory @ - -
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