
sroreoi two hundred hid been shot down." To this language the
Expressand Liarish Times gives all prominencein their columns.

The Government ocarcely t .ke the trouble of concealing their
purpose, only tot

_ ilpable, of maddening Ireland into a rebellion
which may brf quenched in blood. The debates all point in the sume
direction. Mr. Gltdstone, with the sanction of his genius, his fifty
yeais' service of his country, proclaims the Irish leaders ju^t fied ia
their vindicationof the rightof free speech,and denounces the illegal
outrages of thepolice, Mr. Btlfour's answer is the prison and the
plank-bed, the baton and the rifle. Let the English people under-
stand thesemenare criminals in Ireland because they share the views
and vindicate the doctrines of Mr. Gladstone. Mr. Balfour can see
no distinction ia the matter of degrading punishment between
political opponents and pickpockets. He has made the police the
juJges in their own case

— the irresponsibleexecutors of their own
bl >ody retribution. The refusal of a judicial inquiry into the
Mitchelstownmassacre is explainableonly on the one hypothesis that
such an inquiry would blow to pieces the monstrous falsehoods of
whichhe was the willing mouthpiece in ihe House of Commons.

The LanshireEvening Post ot Monday, September 19, contains a
report of a religious service of a character altogether unique in the
history of therelations bptween this country andEngland. Ia the
Uaitarian Chapel of that town, on Sunday evening, Sdptember 1&,
the Rev. W. Sharmau, Unitarian minister, held this service, which
was a special one, in memory of themen shot at Mitchelstown, and
preached a special sermon on the subject

—
a sermon full of pathos

and deep manly fesling, in the course of whichhe said
— "Wherever

the English tongue was spoken, and wherever the exiles of Erin
found a shelter, those men were nomore nameless, and wherever ta«
ritesof Christ's Catholic Church weresaid, the prayergoea vp

—
Goi

rest the souls of Lonergan, Shinnick, and Casey." '
Chantedin song and rememberedin story,
Sunkbutto rise, like the sunin the wave,

Grandly the fallennow sleep in their glory,
Sadlj their country now weepsby their grave.

Holy their namesshall be,
Blest by thebrave and free,

Kept like a saint's day the day when they died.'
"

The Coroner's Court is,perhaps,the most ancient known to the
law. Consider how itis regarded in England. It works without a
hitch. A murder is committed ; the police find a dead body.
Straightway the town constable busies himself preparing for the
coroner, tammonsa jury, musters the evidence,has everything ready
when the co "oaer arrives. So it is in Ireland, whenever the coroner
has the £>ood 'oHune to enjoy the favour of the R.I.C. The head-con-
stable never waits for the coroner's orders tosummon a jury ; they
are not necessary;neither are formal writtensummonsesnecessary.
For this ancient court, which wasinbeing before theEnglish law waa
reduced to writing, it is sufficient to summona juror by word of
mouth. When the coroner's' aide-car pulls up opposite the court-
house door, thehead constable is in attendance with all the prelimi-
naries settled, and:n fiveminutes the inquestcan begin. But what
has happened to Coroner Rice since his court returned a policeman
for trial for wilful murder, and since the constabulary boycott was
decreed against him1 Several times he has complained of it from
the bench. When he has arrived tohold an inquest he has foundno
policemen inhis court, andno jury summoned. He has had to hunt
up the head-constable, and the head-constable has bluntly refused to
summon a jury for him until compelled to do so by the coroner's
going through every semi-obsolete form of the law. Coroner Rice,
ever since the Youghal inquest, has, consequently,had to issue a for-
mal precept to the head-constable before that functionary would
budge. He has beenkepthours waitingin hiacourt for a jury. This
happened in the case of thepresentinquest at Mitchelstown.

We publish a vital piece of evidence in connection with the
Mitchelstown massacre. The pretext for that deliberatelyplanned
outrage was the alleged necessity which the police were under of
forcing a Government reporter through the thickest part of themeet-
ing under the protection of anarmed guard. Everybody knows that
theusual practice until Mitchellstown has been for the policequietly
to ask the promoters of the meeting for accommodation for their
reporter on theplatform. But everybody doea not know that this
has not only been the practice but therule which the police were
bound to observe,and that in followingout that orderly andcotntnon-
sensp policy they wereacting on positiveinstructions from the Oastle.
The following circular, which has been in force for the past seven
years,will be read with the deepestinterest in connection with the
Chief Secretary's statementthathe knew nothing of such a rule, and
that to lay itdownas a coursefor the Government to follow "appeared
tohim amost monstrous end unheardof proposition":— ■"Circular

—
Land League Meetings.

—
R.I. Constabulary Office, Dublin Castle,

September 30th,1880.— Referring to circular of the 21st inst., it ia
directed that inall cases in which Constabulary shorthand reporters
attendLand Leaguemeetings the local Constabulary officers are ia
future to request the permission of the chairman to afford them
accommodation on the platform. If this is acceded to,no truncheon
party for their protection need accompany them.

—
G. E HILLIES,

Inspector General."
—
It wouldbe impossible to exaggeratethe impor-

tanceof this document. Itdisposesof the whole case of the polic '.
It throws a white light on the present methods andpolicy of fi
Government. Eventhe

"
most monstrous andunheard-of

"
iguorancj

of .the reckless Chief Secretary, which at another time would <>ca^
interesting subject for comment, palesinto insignificance bctdiij ..j-
issue it laises.

In the first place, we have it v iVi-jhed that the police, in
riotously forcing their r porter through lujdense meeting,and thus
leading to the tragedy that ensued, were acting in distinct and
deliberate violationof a written rule of their own which they had
alwayscarefully followedpreviously. Now, why did they break this
ule .it Mitohelstown ? andby whose orders did they act >n breaking
it1 These rire questions which, now that Parliament is not hitting,
we trust theEnglish Press andtheEnglish peoplewill insiston having
answered by the Government, Itia they whoareanswerable for ta«
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Dublin Notes.
(From theNational papers.)

Thk c>roner's inqu.st iris practically brought the whole truth about
Mitchelstovvn into ligut. We do uot lavmosi stress upocj the evidence
of the independent s\ itncsses -ot Mr. (Joubrougb, of Miss Ma iders,
of Mr. Ifiniiis. That stands alone sufficient for all c ear-ininded men
as a withering pioof of the wanton and mur lerous conduct of the
police. What w« do think phenomenal is the evidence,extractedby
the skilful examinationof Mr.Harrington, fromthepolice themselves.
Such an exhibition of constabulary swearing was probably never
afforded to the sight of common men. Every constable whohas got
into the box tvs given the lie direct to the constable who went
before him. Onesworethat there wasnocrowd in frontof the barrack
when the first shot was fired ; another that after the first shot was
fired the crowd dispersed, not before; another that each of the
several shots he fired wasonly fired in response toa volley of stones,
and so on. Perhaps the most significant swearing of all was that ofSergeantKirwan and Sergeant Ryder. The former officer swore that
at the inspection of pouches after the firing the latter lent him three
cartridges, which he returned when the inspection wasover. WhenSergeant ftyder came on the table the following passage ensued :—: —" Thenit is absolutely false for SergeantKirwan to swear that you
lent him cartridges ? Quiteso. Andit is quite false for him to sayhe gave themback to youafter theinspection on parade7 Quite so."The only thing that all of themhave agreed 'nswearing, is that theytried tokill when they fired, and the upshot of the whole evidence
so far is, that thepoliceon that day acted as apack of panic strickenmurderers, and, that since they have been acting like a pack of
murderers trying to evade the grip of the law.

Every fact diagged into lightat the Mitchelstown inquestreveals
all the more glaringly ttre atrocity of ihe fusilade,and the shamelesslying with which it wassought to be bolstered upby its author andhis instruments. The apology of the Chief Secretary for thebloodyholocaust is now s-hown to haverested upon a tissue of the mostabominable falsehoods. His one hundred and sixty panes ofsmashed glass have dwindled down to six, on the showing of thepolice themselves;and of these, three, ihey confess, were broken by
their line-muzzles or the bullets they rired from them with suchmurderous effect. Furthermore,it appears from their evidence that
there was not th* smallest dangerto the barrack at any time of thedisturbance. Some of the men who fired were produced for exami-nation. They were Sergeant Kirwan, Sergeant i>yder, ConstableDoran,and Constable Gavin. They gave tneir own versions of theday's woik, and were cross-examined by Mr. Harrington, 8.L., M.P.,
with great ability. Their bearing towards that gentleman was in-solent and bullying beyond all limits of decency. The first-named
sergeant (Kirwan) inhis evidence gave an idea of the true spirit ofthemen who embark in suchshockingwork asthi-,1hough armedwith
a rifle,he admitted he was, whi c engaged in the scrimmage with thecrowd, afraid to tire, and ran away, but did fire without fear orhesitation when he got to the barrack door, and when he gotupstairshe also fired. He got noorders to do so from anyone. Amongst the
wnntsses examined was an English lady who was present at the
meeting, Mit,s Manders. She deposed to the perfectly peaceableaud orderly character of the meeting, and the utterly wanton andpre-meditaied action of thepolice in attacking it. The whole story,as it is slowly unfolded, reveals one of the darkest chapters in theannals ot brutal despotism that the vvoild has ever witnessed.Thy striking fact that everyone of the ten independentnon-Irishwitnesses who happened tobe inMitchelstown and saw from various
points of vantage the proceedings of the day, contradict the version
oi thepolice andcorroborate the teai imony ot Mi. Dillon is hardlylaid sufficient stress on. Itis the most important and conspicuousfact by far inconnection with this melancholy bus;ne=s. Tne policehave not a single independentwitness to support their case. On theirther hand,every independent witness in the town, and there were
fn °f them ia all, not counting National members of Parliament,»car out the case of what Mr. Balfour calls "the mob." The mostplausible lie that ever was told could not stand up long against such
anarray of champions for the truth.Way is not Head- Constable o'Sullivan under arrest, instead ofwalking the streets of Mitchelstown a free manandlord of the town ?The uiurdered boy, Ctisey, made a dying deposition that he was hiamurderer.The policeman who had his skull fracturedmade adeposi-tion declaring that a respectable farmer named Gouldhad struck him.Mr. Gould was immediately arrested, and bail has been rigorously
refused. It would be supeilluous to comment on this specimen ofOastle"

law."
Fact after fact drives home with irresistible force the terrible

conclusion that the disturbance and the ensuing bloodshed were
deliberately provoked. "Itwouldbe toohumiliating,"quoth the Chief
Secretary, "

for the police-spy on this occasion to adopt what hasbeen the invariable cu?tom,' and to make peaceful application for
accomodation at the meeting."

"'
It was tnis man's right," the Irish

Attorney-Generalgravely stated," tocrush his wayat the li^ad of an
armed force to theheart otapeaceful and legalmeeting." £^#llensedon this astounding statement, he faltered and went back. in was
noprecedent, he confessed, tor the monstrous proposition. .*. <&ea<?ytodetectrunning throughjthe artic esin .he Coercion Pnss a. horrible
exultation in the bloody and cowardly woikdonein Mitchelstown.
There isa leader in the St. James Gazette, quoted with approval
in the Daily Expressand Liarish 'Times, which might have bee.i a
speechof Mr. Balfour's with such truculent delight does it dwell on
the atrocities. "If therebe any moral for Mr. Balfour in tue affair,"
says the infamous journal, " it isto take toheart thatexcellent remaikof Napoleon's about not firing blank cartridges on a mob." The
benevolent writer in St. James is dissatisfied at the limited amount
of slaughter: "Defence or apology,"he continues, " the authorities
donot need, and we trust willnot offer, if,instead of twomen, two
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