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THE NEW. OATHOLIC. ;Dmg;i

R ST TP X A e
:TE:E VOICE:OF  THE. ~HOLY ;FATFEB"

T h m"rymtlybcmch{quou to -assist, . wilh all good’

will ‘and favor, those men who] dnimated with a Catholic.
oivtt, and possessed with wifficeent lear ori
AP ng and -publishing books and journals for the de-
fonse ad propagation_of Catholic doctrine. —Encycli-
ol letter 'of Pope Pius IX, in 155'3." N t
“ jdence’ seems lo:have given; in our ‘day, a grea
miu;'z::,t? the Carholic Pres. It is for @ o preserve the
inciples of order and fasthy where they prevail, and to
b here Empiety snd cold ‘indifference, have

ﬁ'&"ﬁgaﬁiam "ie forgouen.-LEtler from lope Bim_;

IX, in 1855,

———i—

OF THE BISHOPS OF
THE VOICE OF THE _

The Bishops of this Province, in the fourth
Council of Quebee, urged the reading of good

books and good journals as an antidote against |-

the poisonous books and papers ever at ‘band.
The words of the Holy Council are these :—

u ofore, thal pasiors may, more. easly and.‘eﬂi-.
miaﬁeyr,f;eﬂ,mue their flock. fro'm bad and forbidden
bosks, as well as from wicked, journals, let them be carcful
to supply them with good books, nor let thew omit 1o -
duce such s wish to read journals, lo subscribe to some
pager of sound principles and iruly Catholic”

The Holy Father Plus IX said :—* Flood the world
with good reading.”’ ) ) .

To this we have the satisfaction of adding

the special encouragement of his Lordship the
Bishop of Montreal, and we presecat it to our
readers as credentials which do us too much

honour :—
Dear Caprary KIRWAN, :

with pleasurs the progress of your pro-
chVtV :ft::gatholicp])aily. Congdegnt that in matters
of faith and morals, you will ever be submissive to
the Pastors of the Church, we encourage you, and
do most cordinlly bless all generous Catho_lma who
contribute to the success of your undertaking,

t Epwarp Cuanies,
Bishop of Montreal.

s () m——

Further SUBSCRIPTIONS Received.

———
st, GasmsL's CHURCH.

On Sunday last, the Rev. Father Salmon, made
o fow Lind remarks on the conetant progress made
by the Daily Paper project. He admired the per-
gaverance of the promoters, the great amount of
earnestoess and good will manifested by the labor-
ing clags, in times when the least contribution to-
wards this noble enterprise isan unmistakable gign
of & good Catholic heart. Hainvited all who could
do anything to support the undertaking to remain
after mags. A large number -id so, and the result in
cash was $12300, Much more was subscribed
which will be handed in to the Rev. pastor.

We congratulate Father Salmon on the good
effected in that locality since Providence placed
him there, and on the large number of true hearted
Catholics that frequent bis church.

. argt's Parisn, {John Burns 3 00
St GM;Smws. Wm. Haunly 3 00
Rev Father Salmon 25 00/F. Conroy 300
James Eane 1 00|Hugh McCready 3 00
Joseph Riley 1 00|Pattick Sullivan 3 00
Patrick Donoghue 1 00|Lawrence Quinlan 1 00
Patrick Murray 1 00/Wm, Orton 100
Michael Healy 1 00{John Connors 3 00
Jobu Lyons 1 00{Patrick Leahy 3 00
J. J. Carlin 1 00{Patrick Reid 300
J. R, Roberts 1 00{Sylvester Murphy 3 9»
Patrick Noonan 1 00{Thos. Wickham 300
Thomas Clarke 1 00|Thom McCormack 3 00
Joseph Canavan 1 00{Edw, Fenning 3 00
Jas, McCarthy 1 Q¢
Patrick Leahy 1 00/ ¥30M OTHER PARTS.
Jereminh McCarthy 1 00
Nicholas Lynch 1 00|Isabella Moarton 025
Jobn Ryaa 1 00{J. Stewart, collected 5 00
Jas, Byrae 1 00|Edward Doonet 2 a0
Patrick Dwyer 1 00/John O'Rourke 4 00
Thos. McConomy 2 00{John McEvoy 2 00
Michael O°Grady 2 0o|Matthew Murphy 5 00
Thkos, Donovan 1 ¢00)John McQuaillan 2 00
Jas, Curran 3 00{T. D. Lawlor 5 00
P. H. Herbert 5 00 )
Jas. Skelly 5 00! Subscriptions paid in ad-
Michael Hennegsy 5 00 vanee,
Patrick Lynch 100
Joseph Lennon 2 00,George Bellack 4 00
Private 7 06)James Ca;roll 4 gg
Subscriptions paid in ad- E %;;l':e y ‘41 00
vanee, J Kearns 4 00
John O'Neill 3 00} M. Milloy 4 00
. Mulcahy 3 00iJohn Johnson 400
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LETTER FROM A VENERABLE VETERAN.
- Connwaly, 15th Jannary, 1878,
‘Englosed are Ten Dallars for the Daily, the same

sum being part of my reward for gerving my coun-
try in the yesr 1812, a8 well a8 a part of a promise I
made going then to & battie at Prescott. - Now en<

" cumbered with the infirmities of old age, like His

Holiness, and one day older than he, I salute the
Catholic Daily as well ag all thoze who support the
same cauge, with ¢ Cend Mil Failte,” and remsin
respectfully yours, .
Laouriy McDoxaLp.

B (RO, FESSE
Yearly subscriptions in country places are $3.00.
If papers are delivered in the city $4.00. .

Any notice of error, omission, or correction will
ba cheerfully received, :

CATHOLICS OF MONTREAL!
Read the list of Books wo are offering at twent-five cents
per week: Elegent Family Bibles, * Life of the Blessed
Virgin,” ¢ Father Burke’s Lectures and Sermons‘f 8 Lives
of the Saints,”’ # Life of Pape PiusIX,” and a fine gssort-
ment ol Mission and other Prayer Books. Also bMcGeo he-
gon and Mitchell’s ¥ History of Ireland,” and Life of

. Daniel O'Connell.” The above works are all published by

the well-known firmot D. &J. Sadlier & Co., of New York,
and will be delivored in advanee on receipt of the first pay-

* ment at

!

i

JAMES JORDAN'S BOOK STORE,
574 CRAIG STREET, (nearly opposite Cote)

! By dropping a note or a Postal Card we will send sam-

ples of the “above-named books to any address for ex-
awmination, free of charge. A choice selection of Albums
may be had on the sane terms.

Nov 14 77 é 14

‘ ) per day at home. Samples worth
$5 To $AO §6 free. BSmwsox & Co, Portiand,
Maine ; . . -19-12m
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THE OKA TRIALS.

. DISTRICT OF TERREBONNE.
ADDRESS ‘TO ‘THE JURF OF MESSRS. MOUSSEAU

AND PREVOST JUDGE JOHXSON'S
7 SUMMING UP.

Qe

COGRT OF éUEEN‘S BENCH.

0 e

_ Id’§d; last issne we L'ave a short sammary of the

Oka trials, and the telegraphic announcement that
., . { . .

the: jary could not agree, Below is givena full

report of the addresses of Measrs, Mousseau and

Prevost, and the summing up of His Honor Jubge

Johnson ;~—

Present : His Hovor Mz. JusTice Jonysox,
578, BcHOLASTIQUE, January 14.

At the opening of the (ourt,

Mr. Moueseay, for the Crown addcessed the jury
in English. He had, he sald, to premise bis ob.
servations by thanking them for the labor and in-
dustry that they must have devoted to the case,
He perfectly realized that they were a most respect.
able and intelligent body of men, snfliciently high
minded toappreciate the great importance of this
case. It must, he was sure, be a source of great
satisfaction to all parties to bave had this case sub-
mitted toa jury which, under our system, was tke
bulwark of the liberties of the English people,
The case had been magnified and given a great im-
portance which the circumstances did not warrant,
on account of the fact that the prisouers were In-
dians, that they were only fn a half civilized state,
and because circumstances had heen mixed up with
the cese that should bave been kept perfectly dis-
tinct from it and to these, in the course of bis ad-
dress, it was his intention to allude, The jury had
been empannelled for the purpose)of ascertaining
whether the prisoner was guilty of the crime of
which he was: charged and whether or not the
Crown bad substantiated its allegations against
him. They had to discover whether on June the
14th Dicaire had set the fire which caused the de-
struction of the ‘Seminary property at Oka. Now,
in ordc¢r that we mizht know whether or not the
prisona: wag guilty they had to eatisfy themselves
that the Crown had proved the gist of the offence
which lay in the three following questions:—Had
theco been a fire? Had that fire been the result of
accident or was that fire the result of incendiarism ?
If the lattsr was the case, did the circuamstances
point to the priconsr ? Thers might bave been
something to explain as to the motives of the
partics in thecase, but with the innocence or guilt
of the prisoners that had notbing to do. If the fire
had been shown 1o their gitisfaction to be other
than the result of an accident, had b-en set by Rome-
body, that semebody being the priconcer, then it
must be coneluded that prisoner was gailty of that
of which he had been accused. T'he first witness
examined for the prosecution had been the Rev,
Father Lacan, cure of Oka, in charge of the pre.
perty of the Seminary and the administrator to the
spiritua]l wants of the Church. He had told them
from the witness box that on the morning of the
15th June he had been wakened by & cannon shot,
bad gone to the back,and had seen a fire in the
hayloft, In that hayloft there were two openings,
one of them jn the middle of the roof, the other in
the gable end, Father Lacan had seen the fire
through the. opening that faced the back of the
Semipary. Tn his testimony he bad stated tnat he
_had geen theflames epreading over the hay, A few
minutes afte this time, according to him, the en-
tive stable was in flames, and the fire communicated
“to the granary sod other buildings. Father Lacan
‘bad testified {that at this time he had seen many
Indians in the yard, Had they come thers to assist
to put out thta fire? That wasimpossible of belief
by any sanée man; and why? DBecause one
of the -priconers and the father of the
grand-Chief, ‘'was seten in the yard in the act
of cutting thd hose, It must bs borne in mind that
Akwarente was preity old, and had many oppor-
tunities, of golng into the yard, aud knew that the
pipes, pumps aud other apparatus had been placed
in it for the purpose of extinguishing fire and pro-
tecting property. Soon after the fire had taken
Indians were witnessed delivering blows at the gate-
way, which finally yielded, and they were seen in
the actual act of cutting with axes the hose which
was at the time in proper order, having been
newly purchasad, and in quantity was sufficient to
put out a fire even in the tower ofthechurch. The
distance of the tower was fifty or sixty feet, and the
pipes were 130 feet, But those who hadset the fire
were determingd there should be no possibility of
extingaishing it, and hence they had broken open
the gate and dut the hose, two baving been also
discovered in the act of setling the fire. Now,
it had aleo been shown that. other Indians
had come along with thelr goas in their hands
and bhad contemplated —he supposed with
satisfaction—the work of destruction which was
being carried on. This ghowed that there must
have been a long thought of and deeply laid plan.
By the counsel upon the other side the Crowa had
been blamed for not having proved a conspiracy.
Buf it bad beer proved that the fire had. been set,
and that the Indians were upon the ground cutting
thie plpes. That was the strongest evidence that
there could be of a long concerted plan, to prevent
whose miscarrlage. the greatest precautions had
been taken, Now, Father Lacan saw something
else which confirmed this contention. When he
got up he got up he saw the Indians steoping 88
men bent down because they were abont to commit
a crime,. They were not walking upright as cour-
ageous men who were going to help the Semlnary,
but ag those who were trying to conceal themselves
Among these men Father Lacan had recognized
Chief Joseph. In regard to the evidence of Perri-
lard, the second witness, it had been the object of
great eloqnence and attention. Hemust havebeen
aregpectable man sivce no witness had'been brought
to throw digcredit wpon him. . The evidence was
long'and Ke (Mr. Mousscau) would endeavor to
sdalyze it, after which he’ would ‘také up the re-

.1 mainder of the testimony for ‘the Crown and then

that of the defence. He was sare that after looking

'| carefully into it that Perrillard’s evidence had iiot

in one tittle beed impugned Itappeared that Per-
rillard had beeu out early on the x’nomipg.‘of‘;ha
fire, ' He had gone round ; he was not sleeping, as

-'he had received information that something was
i} going to occur. . He went to .the corner of the

whatf, and turniag  the corner by the promenade

| saw four Indians; and subsequently another band
-{.of nine or ten,. Asthe firat band went along two of

them jumped on the ex ension roof of the stable,
and when upon it ote spréad a liquid, the other one
lit & match and set it on firs, This is what Perril-
1atd said he had seen. Had his story. beeu in any:
way coatradicted? Wot in the ‘least; but it had
‘been confirtied Ly many witnesses. One.Indian
woman swore that shethe saw the fire taking at
the sama plnce as did Petrillard. ‘Guillaume Lalonde
testified {0 having seenit take on the-same spot,

hnd been set and beed sten burniag at. this spot.
Simon bad also sald that'he hed seen it at'this in-
dentical place; He (Mr, Mousseau) was very glad
that this teatimony had ngt heen corroborated. by
partinl witnesses as in t8® defence. He never
liked to sce many people all tell .exactly the same
story, because often some of them lied. Ha pre-

ferred witnesses who by mete accidesit, ns'in’ the

and no one had contralicted the fact that the fire,

present case, gave entirely. mncontradicted - and
crushing evidence, Perrillard bad told them.: u{
can name thetwo men who wure on the roof and
set.the fira; they were prisoner.and Fraucis Aner.
ente. I wag brought up in.the village, and know
all the Indians well, andas 1t ¥as in broad daylignt
I perfectly recognised them when they were going
along the roof, Iandeced no one had contradicted
Perrillard except the prejudical and interested
witnesses of whom he had spoken and to whom it
wag his intention .to refer. again, In view of the
mass of testimony there was in support. of Perril-
latd, it was unfair and unreasonable to auppose that
he bad perjured himself It had been stated Ly others
88 well asby himself that the fire had been set at
two diffirent places, that it had bsen get on the roof
behind the roof sud in the stableloft, that there Lsd
been endcavours to break open 1h» window, which
haviag obtained a log rail and made many ondea-
vars, they had succeeded in doing. He dwelt upon
the corroboration of Perillard’s testimony by Bra-
bant, and conre.d =l that the fact that there was a
conspirecy had been proven by the ndmission of the
evidenes that during the fire voices jo the crowd
had been heard to sxy, “ Wo can go away at last;
the fire has tuken” Katherive Anharisson and
Pbilomene Pouspil, the latter a sister of ony: ot the
prisoners, had both co:roborated Perrillard's testi-
mony when they described the burstinz vpen of the
hayloft and the getting of the fire by twe men, oue
of whom wag the prisoner, and heace Perrillard
had told the exact tiuth when he said thac the fire
had been iaid by the prisoners Kareotatsi nod Auer-
ente. Nouw, there was something extraordionry
wh.ch the defence had cskillfully endovoured to
turn againgt the Crown, FPorrillard had said that he
saw two Indiann women from the spot where be
stood. These were Louise and Katherine Auhare-
isson. One of them had zeen u witness for the
Crown and the other for the defence. ‘Chey Lad both
sworn that they had met together and not seen him.
while Porrillard had sworu that he had met them
Here he could not have perjured himseelf unless and
itcould very easily have been proven—he had since
met the women, told them that he wag there, nnd
they bad agreed to say su before the Court. DBut
notbing of this kind bad been attempted ; therefore,
Perrillard had not been shaken upon this point. In
ail he said and did, whan behind the elm tree, he
bad not only not been contradicted, but corroborat-
ed in every particular. The poor sick wan, Alex-
andre Carriere, who had been living at Oka some
three or four years only, admitted he could not
swear that the man he saw setting the fire was the
prisoner; but bis coaviction was thot it was he.
That was, it wae true, not swearing to a fact, bat it
was some corroboration, He now came to Frere
Philippe’s deposition. He (Mr. Mosseau) would not
now refer to the hour of the cannon shot or of the
fire, but would do so presently, Brather Philippe
was an old resident of Oka. He hud been emplory-
ed there for eighteen years teaching. Hesnid he
kunew all the Indians, and Dicaire, the prisoner, had
at one time lLeen one of kis puopils, What did
brother Phitippe see? o heard a canvon shot 1le
Inoked at his watch; it was ten mninutes to four,
He looked out and saw three or four Indinus going
by the river side, stoppiogand looking ut the Semi-
nary. Now, these Indiang were not seen by Father
Lacsu. But he saw eight or ten, among whom wesg
Chief Jogepb. Purrillard had sworn to two baude of
Indians, and there were just the two bodies of
which he spoke. Here was further corrolioration,
Now, in the yard Father Lacsn saw some Indians,
among them Lazare, Akwarante and Mathias Al-
wetraes, together with the prisonerat the bar, Even
in cage the jury were not disposed to Lelieve Per-
rillard, they had by this testimony sufficient to con-
vict the prisoner and hisaccomplices. .Because no
matter who actually set the fire, it was one of the
party, and all were guilty of it. 1t was impossible
not to believe that the eight Indians who followed
those who had set the fire knew that those
who had gone before them had so gone for
the purpose of setting the fire, So well did
they know this that Chief Lazire and oune of
his comrades with their axes wete seen cait-
ing the hose, the dthers standing by with their
guas, aiding and abetting them. Assurediy these
men were ag guilty as those who had been geen
upon the roof, hence, being among them, the
prisoner was guilty without one word ot addi.
tional proof, But there was & corroboration of
Perrillard. Katherine Anhacriseon testified that
she saw the setting which Perrillard saw and
heard what he had heard, * At last we can go, the

fire bas takan.” That testimony did away with the
pretence that the Indians had gone to aid in put.
ting out the fire. Thus far Perrillard was uncontra-
dicted, and if witness awore to twenty diffeient
facts, and on nineteen was uncontradicted, could it
possibly, with any reason, be said that upon the
twentieth he wae perjuring himself? Again,
Perrillard had said that the door on the gable end
was opened with staves and with a rail, which,
when it was done, two men climbed iz. Now,in
this instance there was a perfect corroboration.
Philomene Pouspil said that the window of the

hayloft was clossd, bat was opened with staves.
Other witnesses said the same thing. 8he also said

that rhe had gone near the elm treo and did not

see Perrillard, and had added that if he had been

there she must have geen him,as she and her com-
panion were much smaller than he was It wasnot
to be wondered at that they had not seen-him, as

he was hiding from the Indiaws, and it was diffi-

cult to say of a tree six feet in circumference where

8 body must stend to be behind it. Brabaat, the

béadle, who had lived many years at Oka, strongly

corroborated Perrillard upon many polnts. Hesaw
one man pushed up into the hey-loft and he saw
two men coming down, and ke als» the men in the

yard, among them the prisoner and Akwarente. He

was not confradicted. These men must, therefore,

be guilty unless they and all thejraccomplices sat-

‘jsfactorily explained where thoy were at the time of

the fire. Upon #o strong a chafn of testimony it
was impossible not to find the prisoner gulity. The
defance pretended that the Indians had gone to ae-
sigt to put out the fire, but that Father Lacan had
put them outy wishing to have all that. property
burned. Would the jury believe this when they
had seen the men setting the fire, breaking open
the door and cntting the pipes? Lazare, the oldest
of them, kdew that thess pipes were purchased for
the parpose of putting out fires. But when he gaw

hig leaders doing - this the ‘prisoner did pot say to

them, “You are doing an infamous thing.”
On'the contrary, he stood there, possibly laughing
and smiling,  Hs must, foo, have known the state
of the roof at this time that it was more inflammable
thag possibly at any other time. The crowds who
attended the prisonet and Akwerente knew what
they were about, : But did they offer one word:of
explanation? No, not at all, ‘The Indian wit.
nesies who had been brought up for the defence
were' all. relntions of the accused and their ac-
complices in their desds. He (Mr. Mosseaun) had
closely questioned oue of them if the Indians had
offered their services to Father Lacan, and he bad
replied * No, he turned us out,” . Father Lacan
had admitted that he had only been able to recog-
nize one of the prisoners as having been in the
yard, and that was Lazare Akwarente, the oldest
regident of the village, Why he had not re-
cognized any of the others was because ho was, as
héa had declared nervous and frightened; but he
wasg perfectly in his gense8, As to the time of the
fire, Octave Brabant sworo that he had seen it about
fifteen minutes aflter hearing & cannon shot. He
had said that at {irst the flame was small and blue,
after which hd gaw & blage in the hayloft. There
had been differences inthe testimony as fo the
time; thirty or forty witnesses had been examined

‘but none of them agreéed. The witnesses for the

defence had not tried to prove that Father Lacan,
Perrillaad or Barbant were not.to be belleved upsn
oath, bat they had-soughbt to make out that there
were diffsrences of .opinion among thom as to
the time, Clocks and watches wero accustomed
to vary, he might almost say proverbially, like the
lawyers, but, when thie Indians were examined as to
their appreciation-of tims, they odmitted that they
kuew nothing'about it, He was convinced, how-
ever, that however much they might vary as to
poluts of time, all the witnesses except the relatives
of tho prisoners had entered thy witness hox with
tho intention of speaking the truth. He had as
much faith jo Mra, Parent as ke had in Father
Lacaa from the point of view of testimons, and
wa3 convinced upon the evidence the fire was set
by Dicaire or Anerente, and if. not by them by
some other of the Indian prisoners. Hodgson,
Clarke, Flint and Mrs, Parent were all regpectable
witnesses, but thoy contradicted each other very
gravely. Hodgseon and Clarke swore that they had
started from Hudson ou the morning of the fire
shuruly after three o'clock with a message for Rev.
wr, Parcut.  When vear tbe shore, but further up
from the Seminary  hardly hed they reached the
fbore when Chief Joseph jumped iunto their boat.
When Hodgeon and Clarke having gone down the
river returned, whom did they see but Flint, of the
Witness? and he had, 88 he gaid, heard no
canuvon shot but bad boen awakoned in the
ordinary way. Thus, it must have been ten
minutes past four when Clarke and Hodgson heard
the canon, Mrs. Parent said that she heard the
caunon shot at twenty minutes to four and saw the
flinies risiug higher than the top ef lhe highest
trecs.  Her daughter hed sald the same thing.
‘T'he iuference, then, must be that when the cannon
was ticed thete was already a bLig fire. 1l6 men-
tioned this to show how mistaken peaple mightbe
nt tiwes, wod yet upon discrepancies of this kind
the defence had endeavored to establish an alibi
for hoth priconer and Anetente, If Mrs. Parcot was
currect as to timo the rest of the witnwsses for the
dufence muet be admitted to be incorract, and if
they werw mistaken upon this poiot it was only
reasonable to suppose that they were mistaken as
to others, A witness, Knrente, had been brought
here, wlo tried to discredit Perrillard by referring
to an ulleged bribe. Bcoundrels only become such
by degrees, and if he were a scoundrel it conld not
be supposed that he would offer to bribe a brother
of one of the prisoners, who was also the son of
agother. At first sight snch a charge seemed folly,
and that the prisoner could be guilty of it appeared
an impossibility. Perrillard denied the charge, and
in addition Father Lacan said that he never made
any offer to Perrillard, 50 that part of Karente's
aceusation went for nothing, Now, Karente had
Lren brougbt here to perform other services: to
spenk of the difficuities between the Indians and
the Seminary. But the idea that the snits which had
been wken againgt the Indiaus had beon com-
menced ngainst them on account of their race or
religion wag altogether wrong, They were parely
of o civil character, and he confidently appealed to
the jury, with the knowledge that they must have
of the facts, to say that the troubles with the Tn-
diens lad anythiog to do with their religion.
‘I'hose who said they had told what was falge.
There wero troubles before the Indians changed
thelr religion, which he would here take the op-
portunity of saying they liad a perfect right to do.
The Indians were at first established at the Back
River—

His Honor, interrupting, said he would not listen
to anything of that kind, as it had no bearing upon
the case,

Mr. Moussean iusisted that it had, counsel for the
defence having spoken of the tender mercies of the
Seminary,

His Honor said that he had to congratulate the
Court and jury on the fact that the conduct of the
caso bad been free from all appesls to prejudice.
Everything had been perfectly fair. The allusions
that had been made to outside matters by the de-
fence, bad been only made for the purpose of show-
{ng tbat the Indians had not gathercd to set the
fire, but from an apprehension that they wero all to
be srrested ; whether or mot that apprehension was
well or Ill-founded,

Mr, Monsseau conclnded his speech by saying he
confidently loft the case in the hands of the jury.

Mr. Prevost in opening his address to the jury In
French, said that he relied upon the jary to give
him thoir most earnest aitention. It was true that
they had been long detained with this matter, and
apperring as he did, the fourth to nddress them, he
was nalorally under some disadvantage, but he
begged their patience for a faw momonts longer ad-
ditlonally, because of the distinguished client which
he had the honor to represent, and under whom the
Indians had for years so happlly been placed.
Living, as he did, under the flag of British libertios,
which was the approbation of the world, in this
mixed community, Englishmen, Itrishmen and
Frenchmen were called upon in this caso to jedge
of tho respective merits of an issue between French-
men and Indiang without takiog into account ques-
tione of race or of religion. Living as we do side
by side, that Indian at the bar had a right to the
same justice as cach one of them had and they were
sworn to administer it, It wag well known that for
upwards of a century the Seminary of Bt. Bulpice
had been proprietors of the Selgnory of Two
Mountains, whither they had transported from
Baulcau Recollat the Indians, whose care had been
entrusted fc thera. History told how that the Ine
dians had been removed thers, and how, B8 peace-
sble cltizeng, they had been allowed to build houses
and cultivate s certain amount of land, and follow-
ing the instincts of their race had been permitted to
buat and to fish and indulge in that out-door life
which wee a part of their nature, 'Bat difficulties
had after a time srisen, not ou sccount of religion,
but because the savages seeing that their chances of

.hun'ing were rapidly, with the advance of civiliza-

tion, being itaken away from them, and that they
must soon be obliged to worl, commenced to traffic
in woud, and to obtain it, commited depredations
upon the forests of the Semluary. In self-defence
the Seminary had been compelled to appeal to the
law, and gome of the Indians were prosecutéd for
trespass. -And now new difficulties aroge. 'The
Indians took advantage of the state of affairs to be-
come Protestaut, -But Catholic or Protestant, Pres-
byterian or Methodist, they had all the same rights
and were entitled to the same justice as the jurors
themselves were, Whoever the parties wers the
law came in and said these rights and privileges
must be respected, and whoever infringed them
most receive due and condign punishment. He

,would read the indictment under.which the present

trial came befors them. (He here read the indict-
ment.) ‘It would have been seen that fourteen per-
gons were accused. Asto the proof made by the
defence, it had ‘been one of them testifying for
snother, The prisoner, jointly with others, was
indleted for having set fire to a stable, the property

.of the Seminary, It mustnot be:forgotten that

there were in law two kinds of praof—one direct,
the other circumstantial. - The defence appeared to

‘have great fear of the direct testimony of Perrillard

There wag no. doubt that the fire had been the work
of an incendiary, There was no doubt that it had
been set by the Indiane. It had been proved both
by.the Crown and defeuce that on the night of the

fire forty or more Indians were in the school. What

was their pretext for meeting thera? ‘It was &
orime ; it was no less than that they might be the
tho ‘better énabled to fire ghots upon the
Provincial Palice. Yt wasin proof that the police
had comse there to arrest the Indians, who in con-
raquence had betaken themselves to the- chapel,

\.armed to the teeth, . On the.ovening that the fire

ocourred everyone was asleep but the Indians, All

at once Aeannon wag fired—as yet there was -
sign of fire, but the sound was tz be the neq?el%%
disaster for the Seminary, when everyone got wp
and went. About this timva fire wag discovered
behind the Seminary. Two'bands of §8vages were
by this time out. Ope of them, ten or fifteen strong,

headed by Lazare, the father of ‘the Chijef, armed
with axes and guns, went to the Semivary and gave
some very heavy blows upon the door. ' Did Lazare
go there to put outthe fice? No. The firo was al-
reudy running slong the hay, bat what &id ihéy de
save 10 go to work to cut the hose. Father Lacan
said to them, “ You are dolog a wicked thing.”
Immediately an axa was raised sganst him by one
of the band, whose members from the old chief to
the young prisoner at the bar who was seen o. the
roof lighting the fire, were principuls in this dastard-
ly deed. The role upon which it was mnnjfest thas
they had agreed was that the old men should re.
main on the ground while the young men should
go upon theroof. These wers the circumsatances,

and the men who bad gonas to the yard had do o t.o’
prevent the property being saved and to secure its
belng consumed. ~ Father Lacan and Brother
Philippe, nccording to the testimony, saw within
ten minutes of this time the same band of BAVAgES
whom Perrillard had seen, It had been sought to
make out that the testimony of Father Lacan had
been contradicted by Clarke and Hodgson. But
what had these two witnesses proved? They had
proved that after the Chief had beenm at the firs he

had retorned up the river. Why had he stopped
where Clarke and Hodgson had met him ? 8imply
to be ata conveniont distance awcy, 50 thar he
might be the better enabled to make out that he
wa3 not the incendlary~he, the man whose educa-
tion and position were due to the fuvors which he
bad received at tho hands of the Semipary, Chief
J oseph, the man of more education, had sacrificed

88 his victims his ignorant followers—among them

the prisoner at the bar—himself endenvoring to
prove an alibi. But so far ag tho prisoner wag con-
cerned, however they might pity him, whatever
might have been his motives, it,is notfor the jury to
nl_!ow extenuating circumstances to have any weight
with them—they must mete out to bim tie justice
that hodeserved. He would briefly go over some
of the points which had been made in the relations
of some of the witnesses, Katherine Anharrisson,n
relative of some of the prisoners, had testifizd among
other things, that she had seon & band of Indians
in tho vicinity of the stablee, The testimony of
Perrillard wns not necessary to convict them. Let
tho jurors consider for a moment that Philomene
Pouspil hiad said ; and what was that? 7T'batebout
four o'clock she had scen a band of savagas burst
open the granary door, and throw in u ball of fire.
The testimony of hilomene Pouspil and Anharigon
corzoborated and was cortoborated by the cry made
by somo one¢ who was present at the fire, “Now
the fire is set, let us go” The fire waa, therefore,
sct by Indiane. Ho would here say that he frankly
admitted, that if there were any doubt the prisoner
should bave the full benefit of it The Rev. Mr.
Lacan indentified Ackwerente na having been in
the yard. Frero Philippe, who kept perfect] y cool,
aleo indentified some of the Iudians, and of the
testimony of such respectable persous thera
could be no doubt; they were not lilely to forge
testimony, it would have been very easy for them
to bave procured it without havtng bnd occasion
to giva it themselves, Frere Philippe nnd Father
Lacan wero corroborated in tacirs'ories by Brabant
noother individual of intulligence, who proved that
priconer wes there. DBut there was cne proof that
utterly destroyed all the Skeleton of the defence,
nnd that was Tiwasha, the accomplice of the pri-
soner, whe, in khis ovidence before Judge Coursol,
admitted that he saw him at the time of the fire
behind Harban’s house, only some thirty leet from
the gate. Bernard Miller also corroborated this.
Tiwnshe bad tried bnrd to avoid acknowleging
hia testimony, but he had been compelled to avow
that he had met tho prisoner about thirty feet
from the gate. lence, not only presumptiens, but
circumstances wero agninst the prisoner. But there
wero other things which showed that Providence
never failed to intervenc against those men of
whom society was afraid, and who wero dangerous
to it He desired mow to refer to Porrillard—a
tlie most !mportant witnesg—againgt whom the
defence had reserved all their power.  But thero was
no need of Perrillard in reality, It wasaaid ho wag
a perjurer; nevertheless ho was corroborated by overy
witnesd. It had, however, been tried to up-
eet his testimony in every possible way ; and if he
bad not been sustained, the jury werc porfectely
competant to sot him aside together with everything
that ho said. Perrillard had sald that, fearing
thero was going to be trouble, he got up befoze four
o'clock aud locked around. At the corner opposite
the Seminary he saw four Indians, and later on he
—and there his testimonv was confirmed by Brother
Philippe-~saw & still larger number of them, But
besides Father Lacan and Brother Philippe, other
witnesges had seen two young men, who were An.
erente snd Decarie, mouat the roof, set the flame
and then go nway. Carriere, the poor man who
would goon have to go to give acconnt of his test-
imony, saw two men get upon the fence, and after
they came down the fire commenced. Was there a
contradiction of Perrillard here? Not in the least,
Then he saw the ball of fite thrown. This testimony,
wag confirmed by Lalounde, while Felicite Pouspil,
slater of one of the prisoners, sawa man pusbed up
into the bayloft, after which the ball of fire was
thrown, The tcstimony of Perrillard, Pouspil
Labelle, Brabant and Barriere formed » mass that
was cheushing In jts weight, and was corroborated
in every particular, The evidence of the two squaws
bore out that of Perrillard, and as to the distances
of the trecs, together with the possibility of aeeing
the roof, he had been endorsed by the witnees Poua
liot. One thing would strike the jury a8 remark-
able, and that wag the accused were scparated in
thelr trials in order that they might be able to give
their -evidence for the benefit of each other, Bat
Tiwasha's identification was alone sufficient to con-
vict the accused, ' Madame Mikan and Philomue
Katiste awore that they saw Perrillard at the black-
smith shop without his hat, coat and boots but what
did her brother say ? That he was only away from the
house a quarter of an hour; that he came back dlrec-
tly and tookjhlmselfand his mother out of harms way,
This was a little fact that wag 'snfficfent to shew
that those two women were mistaken. Unite all
these facts together and what was there to be done
but to convict the unfortunate prisoner atthe bar?
Anerente’s mother, poor woman, naturally .prepared
to make gdcrifices for her son, declared that shehad
not slept, and was in & position'to know that her
son had not gone ourt, . To the sgame effect was the
evidence of the remainder of the family, ' He would
not impugn the consciences. of the Indians, bnt it
was mother, brother and sister in favor of their re-
lative, Indian fn favor of Indiaw, nccomplice In
favor of accomplice, and must be received with
great caution. The jury muost remember that none
of the Indians knew anything about the value of
minutes or hours. . He would not contravene the
respectabllity of Clarke, Hodgson, and Parent ‘or
Mr, Flint, but Mrs, Parent’s accouut of the time
disagreed with that of .the -others. Flint's testi-
'mony, Clarke’s and Hodgson's, showed that she was
mistaken, If -it took twenty minutos to reconcile.
thig respectablo evidence of the dofence, what was .
to be tbought of it, to say nothiny about the evid-
ence of 'the ignorant. withesses? For a long

time the case had been before. the -jury, .who

had been too long separated from their families.’
He 'would not -therefore much" longer' detain
them, but . befors -concluding he would, say ..
that in twenty-five years’' experlence of cases
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