
{UnitedIreland,Dec.18.)
Itis tbe curse of all legal procedure in Ireland that the law is
Inevitablyand invariably strained. Itis directed and administered
bypartisans, who twist and knotitinto meshes tocatch andstrangle
politicalopponents. Catch them; thatis themain thing,it doesnot
really matter how so they are caught. Each party derides those
quasi-criminalproceedings when itis outof office, anddirects them
whenit is in. The Attorney-General and his colleagues, on their
way down to the Queen's Bench, in company with Kings Edward
111., Charles 1.,and James, toprosecute Mr. Dillon,had to run the
gauntletof LordSalisbury's biting sarcasm andscathing denuncia-
tion. Not four yearsagoLord Salisbury hadridiculed anddenounced
tbeLiberals for the sameBourse of procedureonwhichbis own law.
officers, on Saturday, Monday, and Tuesday last.were engaged.
They were trying to catch noble game with the rusty old
rat-trapwhich hadbeen dugoutand fitted upby predecessorsinoffice.
Not merely did they adopt a meanexpedient,but they worked it
meanly, Mr. Dillon wasdenied the liberty of defence to which the
meanestcriminal isentitled. The caeaofthemost vitalimportance to
thenation wasconducted after thefashion of anunscrupulousattorney
in thePetty Sessions Court. Tbe morals of the law-officers of the
Crown werethemorals of themidnight poacher

—
bag yourbirdany-

how. Itdoesn't matterabout themeans,providedheis bagged. Mr.
Holmes seemed almost tohaveadouble identity in the progressof his
opening statement. His figure seemed toswell andhis voice deepen
as he read to the breathless court the magnificent appeals of Mr.
Dillon to his fellow-countrymen who looked to him for light and
guidance—

his earnest appealsto them todrop once and for all the
ignoble weaponsof midnight violence and secret crime, and trust for
the future theprotectionof themselves, their wiveß and families to the
nobler defence .of mutual good faith and honest self-reliance. Some
Bparkof manhood and patriotismhidden far down in the inner con-
science of the Attorney -General seemed to be lighted as he poured
outthese splendid speechesof thepure-souledpatriot with a decla-
mation not altogetherunworthy of the subject. But he relapsedat
once into the small,Harrow-minded, keen-wittedCrown Prosecutor
whenhe dropped from the regionof exaltedeloquence,into whichfor
A moment he had soared on borrowed wings, down to the dull,prosy
platitudesabout the

"
majesty of thelaw, the criminality ofagitation,

and the sacred duty of cheerful submission tomerciless oppression."
We areso dead sick of those silly sophismshere in Ireland. There
isnoIrishman thathasearnedaplacein the affectionateremembrance
of his people to whom they have not been addressed in his day.
Let theadmirers of O'Connell, if there "be any such who hold aloof
from thepresentagitation, rememberthatby thesameclass O'Connell
wasattacked, maligned, prosecuted,and persecuted. He, too,had to
submit to the virulent invectiveof the law-officers, and the solemn
condemnationof the judges when,in his day,he attempted toraise
bis fellow-countrymen from their conditionof hopeless,constantly-
recurring misery in which they were plunged. Dan O'Connell has
stood where John Dillonsto d onsubstantially the same charge. The
case against Mr. Dillon was narrowed dowa to the speeches he had
himself delivered. By those speecheshe maybe well content tostand
or fall. The Attorney-General proclaimed them powerful and
dangerous. So they were

—
powerfulin the cause of justice and free-

dom;dangerous,deadly dangerous, to fraud and tooppression. He
declared that the speeches were seditious, that they incited to a
criminal conspiracy; that everyonewho followed the ad ice of Mr.
Dillon was liable to an indictment. Why was no man indicted ?
Why was the only man sought to be made liable dragged by the dead
handof KingEdward 111.before a prejudiced tribunal which,aspart
of the Privy Council, directed theprosecution, and precluded the
accused from giving evidence iahis owndefence ? The Plan of Cam-
paign the Attorney-Generalconsiders illegal. He had neverhesitated
in that opinion. Methinks the Attorney-General doth protest too
much, His own written words on the subject have stared him in the
face inevery newspaper wemightalmost say in the Three Kingdoms.
Lethim attempt if he dare to explain or to deny them, "1do not
tee howtheExecutivecaninterfere." The first law officer ofthe Crown
does not see how the Executive, of which he isa member, can inter-
fere with a

"
criminal conspiracy." Is that the opinion that, upon

tetter advice, Mr. Holmea is prepared to deliver? Mr.Dillon had
been guilty of sedition

—
of treason-felony. Again, why was henot

tried ? Hehad set class against class. He hadsevered the bonds of
mutual respect and affection, which had heretofore existedbetween
the rackrenting landlord and evicted tenant. This charge, as Mr.
Healy pointedout, wascopied verbatim from the celebrated twentieth
count in the indictment against Mr. Parnell

—
the count, which was

dropped the moment evidence was admitted to disproveit,and which
is now revived when evidenceis excluded. Of the Solicitor-General's
performance in the case itis unnecessary to speak. With forcible
feebleness he reiterated thepointsof the Attorney-General. His voice
and manner suggested his brother,but it wasa hollow and delusive
resemblance, and reminded one throughout of the single pungent
sentence with which he damned his maiden speech:'■The voice was
indeed the voiceof Edward, but theplatitudes were tbeplatitudes of
John." We shrunk from any criticism of the speechof Mr. Dillon in
which cogent reasoningandnoblesentiment were equallyconspicuous.
He provedthat the crime with which hewas charged was the attempt
tc save anadmittedly impoverishedpeople from absolute starvation.
He showed that Sir Michael Hicks-Beach and General Buller were
only less criminal thanhimself because they had failed in the work
of mercy which he hoped to accomplish. The charge against Mr.
Dillonis that he has encouraged the tenants in their refusal to fulfil
their contracts. Lord Salisbury, witha brutal candour allhis own,
defined thenatureof the tenant's contract." Their obligation,"he says, "isthis— they arebound either topay
their rent or surrender their laud (loud cheerß). It is not a simple
obligation, itis an alternative obligation

—
they are bound todo one

or the other, and to say that they cannot fulfil their obligation is
obviously incorrect. If they cannot fulfil one side of the obligation,
they can the other."
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The North German Gazette, Prince Bismarck's organ, publishes
the textof an allocutionaddressed to Mgr.Klein, tbe new Bishopof
Limburg, on the occasion of his official receptionat the Vatican. The
I'ope dwelt especially upon the necessity of showing a spirit of
gentlenessandmoderationtowardsProtestants,recommendingthenew
bishop to cultivate goodrelations with the royal authorites also, and
expressing the hope of a speedy and final reconciliation between the
Holy See and Prussia.

Mr. J. W. Dunne, J. P., Queen's County, is at once a landlord
anda tenant,and the fact thathis being a landlord does not blindhim
to thenecessity which existsfor a reduction of rents speaks for his
good sense. Mr. Dunne told the Land Commissioners last week that
he is a member of the committee of Lord Lansdowne's tenants who
have adoptedthe " Plan of Campaign," and willnot pay unless they
get a reduction of 20 per cent. We like Mr.Dunne's pluck.— Dublin
Freeman,Dec. 4.

NEW ZEALAND TABLET
MR. DILLON'S CASE.

Friday, ffebrqary 18, 1887.

Sir JamesCairdbaa reported,andthe Times endorses the ieport,tbat538,000 tenantsin Irelandcanpaynorent atall. How many findit
impossible topay their fall rent it would be impossible to estimate.Lord Salisbury's doctrine is that these 538,000, aaytwo millions of
people all told, shouldsurrender thehomes andmeansof livelihood
which theirown industry has created;should subject themselves,
their wives and families, to utter ruin, misery,and death, in the
cheerful fulfilment of a contract they nevermade, to which, atmost,
their poverty and not their will consented. The land should be
suffered topass out of cultivation;the community shouldbe ruined
rather than a few thousandaristocratic rackwenters,in London and
elsewhere, should be asked to bate one jot of their legal rights.
This is an aristocraticview of the situation witha vengeance. This
is the view that theLiberalsof England areinvited to endorse. This
is the view which Mr.DilMon, with all theBuatained fervour of his
nature,disclaims and denounces. Everyone knew the result of the
application beforehand. The application wasmade in the Queen's
Bench because the result could be there foretold with the same
certainty asa spring-tide or anewmoon. The Privy Councillors on
the Bench were truly not going to make fools of the same Privy
Councillors who in the Castle directed the prosecution. It was a
pitiablespectacle toseeJudge O'Brien attempt to pose as a Rhada-
manthus and prate about the

"
unflinching discharge of his duty."

The rejectedand renegade Home Ruler paraded himself as the self-
sacrificingmartyr todnty at a salary of £3,500 a year. Ifhe have
nosenseof shame, a senseof humour ought tohavebeensufficientto
deter him from the miserable display. The most startling thing in
the whole startling proceeding was the terms inwhich the judgesfelt
themselves constrained to speakof their victim. " A.B to the objects
and motives of Mr. Dillon," Judge Johnstondeclared,"noone can
entertain the smallest doubt,anditis because of his high positionand
thepurity and earnestnessof his intentionsIconsider it a casewhich
should be dealt with in thehighest court." He might have added
that it wasonly in the highestcourt that evidence for the defence
could be excluded. EvenJudge O'Brien wascompelled to bear un-
willing testimony to "the fervour and missionary zeal ana the
unquestionedpurity of motive which seemed to have animated the
speaker." Itwas byhis speeches alone those menknew Mr.Dillon.
It was for his speechesthey praisedhim. It was for his speeches
they tried him, and in the samebreath and for the samereason they
pronounced him "a fervent and pure-minded missionary, whose
motives wereabovesuspicion,"and aperson of evilfame, tobe ranked
with night-walkers and pettypilferers, and compelled to give bail
for his good behaviour. The roarof applausewith whichMr. Dillon
was greetedonhis exit from court,his triumphal progress through
the metropolisand the country is the best answerto the slanderous
charge.

INVERCARGILL CATHOLIC TEMPERANCE
SOCIETY.

A TEA meetinginconnection with the above-named association,was
held in theboys'school,Liddle street, onThursday evening, 3rd mat.,
and came off very successfully. The Rev. Father McEnroe, S.J.
presided,and the tables,which were very tastefully decorated with
mostbeautiful flowers, and heavily laden with the choicest eatables
of every description, wore a veryenticing andcharming appearance.
After justicehad been done to the good things provided,a very enter-
taining programme was gone through. As every performer played
his orher part inanexcellent and creditable style, it is needless for
me to attach high-sounding words of praise to each item. Tne
contributors were :— Convent school girls, opening choru3 ;Mrs.
Gavin, song ;Mrs. McGrath, song;Mr. D. Bradley, recitation ;Mr.
O'Connor, address ; Mrs. McGrath and Miss Butler, duet; Mr.
M. Gavin, song;Mr. J.Reid,recitation ;Master E.Reid, recitation ;
Mr. J. McGrath, song ; Mr. P. Keid, recitation ;convent school
children, closing chorus. Of these, Messrs. McGrath and Gavinhad
each tosubmit toan encore. Meadames Willß aud Daltonand Misseß
Hnghes and Shepherd assisted at the tables, and to them, together
with Mr. P. Reid, wasmainly due thepraiseworthy mannerin which
everything in connection withtheentertainment wascarriedout. After
theprogrammehad been gone through, the Rev. Chairman expressed
hi9satisfaction at seeing so many present, who, he was sure, had
thoroughly enjoyed themselves. He thanked those who had taken
part in making the meeting an enjoyable and successful one, and
complimentedthemon the result they had achieved. After this the
vast assemblage dispersed,having spent a veryhappy evening.

SCBIPTOB.
lnvercargill, Feb. 5, 1887.
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