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The following articles are extracted from The Times of London (for the most part) and are
divided into two parts. The first consists of letters to the editor written by E. Garnet Man and the
second consists of court cases in which EGM appeared either as a barrister defending or
prosecuting. Also, a review (scathing) of EGM’s book ‘Papal Aims and Papal Claims’ can be

found at the end of this document.

PART I.

LETTERS

Burmah, China, And Dacoities. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Monday, Jan 11,

1886; pg. 4; Issue 31653.

Py e g rae e AT ey AWO

BURMAH, CHINA, AND DACOITIES,

. TC THE EDITOR OF THE TIES.

bi.r.—-'lfha present Mindstry have corcied oub ina besi-
nesslike " manner the policy suggested by Sir Arthur
Phayre- seven days befare his death. Ho then wrobe—
“ There is now nothing to bo done bukto annex Upper
Burmah, We must not allow our Frenoh friends to hava
a tip of their little finger in our plo.” Sir Arthur Phayre
moulded British Burmsh into chaps and rough howed
whet Sic Ashloy Eden afterwards polished,

. Theroere some Anglo-Burmins who fear that anneras
tion will give us groater frontier responsibilities. At the
worst we can only have China #s our neighbour on the
one hend, and Siam ond the Shap Statos on.the cther,

The former hoes baon thrown into our arms by the action
of tho French in Tonquin, and the virtual annexation of
Cambodia by the same power during the late Liberal
Administeation haa further comented our understending
with Biam,. But Siam hes formed vur frontier on the

frontior line easily defined without our resighiue our hold
2)1}11 i]:iamﬁ. and which might ba drawy ngt?sfﬁ%h:rﬁy ﬁg
Thoe Xnchyens have gradually worked driving the'
Shana before them, wbgri.;'x thm{ torn 10201:‘11%1?;:-?&%%
Inzo pogaion ot nelr sburith et vsosent has
a opelation o© Yy W o ! i
lalr}l?l;lr tha I:]ie Bufru]lleses h&espilée. o e manuifl}
o majority of the Shan States weve forme Tbu-
{ary to ti:e . ]%.ing of Durroah, but it was la+ E;I{exf;:}:):d
that the wenk rule of Thobaw had encor el them 4o
throw o the yoks. If they wero for soloug s time Pes-
sive uander the Burmese, why should they bo different
under the stronger grasp of the British 7 . s o R
It iy romackable that tha Burmese have offered no or-
ganized yesistanes to the English since Thebaw's dethrone-
ment, If the pation ax s whole were inimieal, Gencral
Prendergost’s force would have been enga in fighting
armaies divected againet the British ins of having to
dotach troops to protect Burmeso villazes .ond hunt down
dacoita. “Wa hea of nothing but dacoi plundering their:
own counttymen, and not marehing against the English.:
It iz true .that now reports wre cireulated that &cmo
thousands of men are ein%oullected -under two rival
princes to attack tho Emtish. But those acquainted with
ostern pasions will take with groas reserve information,
83 to nwmbers, Thousands dwindle to tens underine
vetigation, rnd your correspondent's admireble picture of
o Burmese children playing a% thofect of the Britich
soldier glves ‘= betier idpea of ghe feeling of thg; %]Ezrg;%
townzds ' tho Epglsh than any roporis of lexge armies
being collected con convey. A country peopled by such ss
_theo Burmess suddenly doprived of all safépuards ngainat
rok and: violence naturally becomes & xey o the law-
less, who seok the oppo:tnni{_r‘ to plunder, and we mey;
i_axp%gf for th;;extn t‘:’o years to hear ]gj.]? 5 bands:y -
g the country, . But 50 it woeip Britlah Burms, :
antiedation, snd daco[r-¥ is still provalent there. - - Bk
Colonel Streat’s 2etion in shooting ¥ number. of daesite
-in British Burmab' will act 28 a-deteryant - to dacolty.- It
-will bo a- mistake:to hand over the rule of British Burs
'mink 300 oo to the civil power. Scldier wdminiitrators
AT NEdeEs under the eircumstances, and: martisl law
-requislts. Inthy end it ismore merciful than s zefined )




emmes AUMALLS. AN AU UGS WURILNAL UDUE ITOREIET 00 the
Moulmein side for msay years, snd no complications peed
be expeeted from that guarfer, _ .
‘Wo bave only Chins and the Shan Btates to deal with.
It is truo that Chinese troops have takep Bhamo two or
three times, bot the Burmese have always rotaken it
Whenever there was & strorg Dovernor st Yunnan and the
Burmess looted near tho borders he would send a rabble
to capture tho. place, and thon the compliment would be
scon repaid by the Burmese. But this sotion nover
neceesatily involved & wes botwesn Burmah and Chioa.
A rogiment stationed at Bhamo-would gund that frontier
and keep the roed open towards Momehi, Ono of your eor-
respondents asserts that Burmal bas peid 4ribute Lo China,
sod consequently we shonld hard over Bhamo to that
power. But although I recollect the Chiness Embassy
arriving a% Mandalay, Inever heard it ‘whispered that
they camowlth any other intent than that of luterchanging
presants, and 1 think the Burmess wonld kave tapudiatad
any idea of their King being tributery to China. Again,
if wo wish to apen the trade route wa skall have to guard
thezoad for about 40 miles between Bhamo and the
Ohingse [rontier ; for it is in that ion that caravans
ere oftenn plundered by the Kachyens, ‘This tribe re-
gombles the Highlanders of years ago. T'hare might be &

Y Eiv;--ii}-r_ﬁces‘a'. X those token dn amms plundering were led

gir ‘own villages and publicly shot there, dacoity
wonld by the sooner stemped out, for the bonds ave gener-
ally formed from the young men living in adjacent ham-
lots, who ere induced to join by some lawlsss “ loobyo,™
who uies his persomal influenco on each reeriiit. A
family party thus collected sels out to plunder, and if the
villagers were to witness one or two of the asme family
brought home to be shot opposite their cwn deors we
should find that recruiting would be checked, and the
severe punishment of the few savé tho future exeoutions
of weny.'© - - ¥ours fuithfully, -
B GARNET MAN, rlnte. Legal® Adviser to Her -
< . . Majesty's Government in Burraah.




Administration In Burmah. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Monday, Sep 13, 1886;
pg. 4; Issue 31863.

ADMINISTRATION IN BURMAH,
—r——— i . . .
T3 TEHE EDITOR OF THRE TIMES.
Bir,—Tha chargen mode against  Captain Ademason, the
Deputy Commissioner of Mandalay, memsiored in vour |
‘rnpert of questions asked, iu the Hooms of Comumeas on i
‘tie 48k ipsb., afford but another instanco of the iznoranes
-Qisplayed by meembers of the House on matters affcciing |
far off connicies. ]
Lirent stiresd anpesre to be 1nid on 4he fact that ho tried |
a case in his private houwse, His private honso is probably
- thatthed kb, which v used ok & conrt Jm tho duybime snd
i sleeping room st night. Digteled efteers in tho Bast
‘ave offen to try cases oo the spat, whees the offenes s
itommitted. There is wno lnccommodation seb apart fora
jeourd, apd justice ean bons fairdly und well ndministered
*'rtlndnr & tree, in a hut, or ow the side of & hedgo as in the
“perlatial buildings in Eovope. Captain Ademsan’s fack bas
Leen » most diffienlt one. Ho has had to compat againad
the mistalos made by thoso in power since the annesation,
Tk winexabion wes wndertokes with he penarsl com.
currepce af the bulk of the peaple. But po allowanss woa
mudde for therisk of allowitg & nwicher of unservypulous
men, htngirs on of the Court and the differont Qovornors
of the districts, and & dishbabded army o wander looso
whout the country without subaistemee. We tog enon
attorapied fo govern by means of tho  eivil power and tha
pabies, febesd of by mariial Iew aod the military, No
nliowouce was made for the sndden chango From the
murcilesy Bormess panal eode to the more sivilized PaLish-
Awents uubir gur procedure, and wo dratted s balf-drilied
of nevly recruited police to keop down dasoities, whick |
-wonted 10 be stumpad oub by & milikey organization. W |
(2rg uov  paying the ponaliy of ocor migtakes. It is buk |
nabeal Einm nge of Government lawless spirits |
shwuld seelk their cpporbunity, The bulle of the peopls |
will feliow those they think the stromgest, If they hava |
on idea the daccits see pefting the ug:e]_nker hond thiy will |
join them, for vory peaco and guish. rerity i the first |
instance 18 wave merciful Lhen & shilly-shallying, weal i
Administration, which iy its vory dilsterivess offers
ineonsivos to crime, - I
Coptain Adamstn's rococd of good and tried eervies for
-Inamy yenrs desattes that some confidence should be placed
‘in him, even by those who do not know him. I do koow
Eim, nmd the fact thet ha heard a cass in his private house
Ta hat) and gave a judgment to which there wus mo uppeal
wonld, even if comoborated, vob shake my trust i his
kovest ongd  fearless administintion of justico in its troa
EeLsD, Yours faithfuil

¥
Temple. BE. GARKET MAN.




The Times (London), Thursday, Mar 26, 1885

BRITISH RELATIONS WITH BURMAM.

— il

Yesterday a doputation from.the London Chamber of
Commerce had an interview with Earl Kimberleyat th
India (Miice to urge, in the interost of the trade of British
Burmah, that the Government shonld take steps for
establishing more satisfactory relations with the Burmeses
Government. The deputation was sccompanied by Sir
William M'Arthor, M.P., Mr. Samuel Morley, BL.P., Mr,

Ore-Ewing, M.P., Me. 5. Smith, M.P., and Mr. R. Fowler,
BLY. A memorial set forth that there had been a sarions
diminution of trade in Burmah since the withdrawal of
the Biitish Residenis at Mandalay snd Bhamo, and the
zbolition of the Mixed Court forthe trial of causes between
natives and BEuropeans. This decrease of trade was also
Iatﬁflj dur to the fact that Eing Thebaw had committed
such atrucities and had allowed his kingdom to lapse into
such astate of lawlessness that most of the tribat
States bad declared themselves independent, while his
subjects on oue frontier bad cansed disturbance and dread
among British s‘l_ztmzcta by crossing the boundary and
plundering the villages. It was pointed out that King
Thebaw had violat his treaties with England by
granting monopolies to traders, and by not preserving the
Mixed Courts. Attention was also'called to the French
operations ot Tooquin and to the desigos of France apon
Siam and the Shan States, which, in gﬁ opinion of the
memorialists, mude it more than ever desirable acd
necessary to retain our influence in Upper Burmah., 1t was
further urzed that a Resident and an Assistant Resldent,
with a svilicient ilitary force as guards, should be esta-
blishedat Mandalay and Bhamo respectively ; that the
Mized Counrt shonld be restored ; thata Diritish station
should be established at Meingyan and other important
trading places on the Irrawaddy ; and that restrictions on
the inland transport of goods should be removed and all
possible facilities obtained for frecdom of commerce.

Zir William M’Arthur introdaced the doputation, nnd
Mr. Garnot Man, Mr. Paterson, Mr. R. Gladstone, Mz, 8.
8. Gladstone, Mr. C. W. Anderson, and Mr Holt Hallett

ke in _support of the memorial. DMost of the sapeakers
advocated annexation s tho best means of solving the
diffienlty.




The Volunteer Ambulance Corps. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Saturday, Jun 25,
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THE VOLGNIEER AMBULANCE CORPS.

. TO.THE EDITOR OF THE TTUES,
Sir,—As ope of the.public, who witressed the good
service dono. by the” Volunteer - Ambulance Corps doring
the procession yesterday, I would ask sgace in yonr
columins to mention ibt.  Abont six men with a stretcher
took up- their position between some lamp posts facing
Westminsier-bridge and buny ent their Red Cross flag, Ab
first there was some banter aboud their holiday playing but
as the crowd increased. and an immense stream of peoplo
bacame wedped from one end of the bridge $o the other their
sarvices were meeded incessantly. Many times the erowd
attempted to break through, and a secotd sguadron of
tiuards had to be sentfor foaid the endeavours of the police
tok the serging mass back. As some of those in it

fiinted or were hurd these usefnl amatenrs resened and
carried them fo their improvised hospital,where they were

all attended to by the assistart snrgeon in charpe. The
amariness of tho mep apd the scientific nmnrer in which
they kandled the patients repeatedly called farth the
applanse uf the crowd. )

Probably many & life wzs saved by thelr fimely aid, and
& goed deal of suffering allewiated. As cheer T ckeer
broke forth af evéry fresh display of their epergy and
care they must have felt thsir goed services were wppre-
ciated, and, presuming them to be » fair specimen of theily
brethren, the country can Bs congratulated upon the
Volunteer system having esolved such an able, active,
god intellipent bedy of men. )

Yours faithinlly.
Templs, E.C.; June 22, E. GARNET MAN,




Burmah. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Saturday, Sep 01, 1888; pg. 3; Issue 32480.

O LGN AdL. e =
.'-lllﬂl-*'-__a
TO THE EDITOR OF THE TINES.

S8ir,—~Mr Chsr Toon’s letters on Bmmosb strikingly
illustrata one phase of Burmese feelipg—iheir intense:
pride.’ He only endorses that which a1l who Jnow
Burmah must admit. The Bormese, as'a rule, hate and’
despise the natires of India, end, while they sppear 1o’
have scmething in pommen with Ecropeans, thay look
down upon Eastérn paiions. Ii is to be regretied fhat
the pacification of Barmah was s6 soon placed o the
kands of o hastily levied and therefore badly drilled and
incompeient polies, ) f

The aatives of Indim lack -thet independence ‘of
character and genialify which characterize the Bum
mese.  Doring 2 lengthened stay in both Indis and
Burmah, while in the former couptry I sew znd heard
of many Instances of nativer of Indis being heuten of -
assaulted by Europeans ; I naver saw or heard of a ense
of a Earopean malireating » Borman, The latter is a

iype of what I gather the Bceotch were some 200
vears ago. :

Mr; Chan Toon's brilliant caveer hitherto gives his
words weight, as he enjoys the advantages of the rduea-
tior of an Engiish prizeman, with the intimate knows
ledge of Bormah aeqnived by his Burmese birth. I pre-
sume thet when he referred fo Indian oficers * zs pna
of the great evils of goverring Burmsh * he Jid not
allude to those whe had served in Bormszh from early
in thelr eateer. _ ,

81 Arthar Phayre, Generzls Fyiche, Davies, Duncan,
and mzny others wenb youmpg o Burmzh, and their
names are how household words with the Pormese. Bat
he is correct i he infers that ¢xperience of the natives
of India is useless when an oficer is brought into cons
faci with or bas to govern natives of Burmuah,

Yomr correspondent’s assertion thait India i5 the
milch cow for Bormah is incorrect. Before the nnnexa.
tion Burmab was the milch cow for Yndiz, Of counrse,
ihe expenses of annexation have now to he taken into
seconnt.. Bat g0 it was wher Lower Barmah wwaa
apnexed. Immediately the country becomes  setfled
Brrmak will be {he milck cow apaln, a5 she has bepn
in the pash. -

The Siraits BSettlements were onee ooder Indien
goverinenf. The change dees not steem  io have
retarded their prosperity,

' ours Iarthicliy,
Temple, Anp. 28, E. GARNET }MAN.
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TO THE EDITOR OF THRE TIMES,

Sir,~—In your issne of Angust 1 you publish a mimnte
of the Liberation Soeiety in which is recorded the fol-
lowing :—

‘¢ The unprecedented exertions of thosz engaged in
the produetton of intoxicating liguors, aided by the
supporters of pational establishments of religion . . .
bave _destroied the majority in favour of religions
equality,” &ec.

As ope actively engaged in spealing and canvassing
at Walsall, South Derby, and Alnwick, and iu elose
contact with the electors of those districts, might I be
allowed 1o question in your colommns the accuracy
of the Iimpression under which the framers of
that minute appear to be labouring ?

I can rely on no Letter data than the result of eon-
versations between myself and the poorer class of
eleetors with whom only =y intercourse was held, I
bave no hesitation in recording that the * parson and
beer ** had not so munch to do with the resultss the
framers of the minute would appear to presume.
Ab Walsall there was 3 publichouse said to be
the stronghold of Radicalism, and I spenb some time in
it.

The landlord was a strong sopporter of Sir Arther
Hayter, and when I entered nothing but politics were
being discussed. Que man was hoily abused for boing
a turncoat and snpporting the Conservatives, as he had
always voted befors with the Radieals. But his
retort was, ¢/ England for the FEnglish.”” He
was not gomng to etand 80 Irish members coming
over bere to be in our Parliament, while we
had nothing to do with theirs, One wag asked the
landlord when his honse was going to be shut uyp
without compensetion. The answer was, the Liberals
would never touck him, The chances of the rival
candidates were talked over ; one man stated that Sir
A. Hayter bhad wnever been in the borough since
he was elected. while Mr, Gedge had been with them
weekly for 18 months,

I attended & Separatish meeting which was sddressed
by a local Nonconformist minister. I nowiced &5 all
these meetings Home Rale was tabooed. This gentleman
confined himself to the Local Veto, and shortly pat it
thus ;—** My iotelligent friends and brother workers, the
Liberals do not want to stop your beer. We only give
each of yon the key of the cellar, so that you
may drink or not as you like.?’ This statement was
raceived with loud cheers ; a voice from the erowd
cried, *¢ bui you give to two who don’ want to drink



a key each, while you doa’t give & key to a third who
likes his glass of beer.’? This remsrk was hooted down.

It was pitiable to hear the complaints of short work
amongst the miners. The Church or beer question did
not appear to affect them. Their only mpxiety was to
keep their families from want, which was staring
them in the face. Ab the last election promises had
been made that if Bir A, Hayter were elected they
would geb better wuges, instead of which times were
getting barder. They had bdard that their mining agent
had received about £18 for speaking for the Liberals,
and had boasted at & mecting that be would bring his

mivers ‘‘ up in & lnmp to vote for Hayter.’® This
z_a.ppiears to huve offended” them, and they vuted accord-
ingly,
Tj{e Walsall election was not won by a coslition
between *‘ Bung and the Chuoreb.?? It was won becanss
there was a general disgust with the whole Separatist
programme—with promiges broken ; a general feeling
against Home Rule ; a feeling that it was unfair to
ruin & poor man’s trade and not give him compensation
» fecling, fostered by the Roman Catholic priesthood,
that it was unjust to ruin voluntary schools : and
last, and most important, Mr. Gedge’s careful and judi-
cial cundidature. For 18 months before the election he
bkad held counversational ward meetings in which be
conversed with the electors, who were all invited,
and he thoroughly ventilated the various political ques-
tions at isaue.” The organization at the head office under
Mr. Middleton was also superh. A long placard was
published by the Sepsratists on the Friday before the
election charging Mr. Gedge with having voted against
the good of the people in 18 different Parliamentary
divisions. 1t was most important to have this placard
answered before the following Tuesday. I was asked
o take it to Londun to the head office tv have all Mr.
Gedge’s votes looked up, and all the datz obtaiped
from Hansard, ranging as it did through some
ears ; this involved jwumense laboar. Bu, although
r. Middleton was engaged with many other elec-
tions, the machinery of the office wss in  soch
good order that by Saturday night a full précia of bis
votes was en route to Walsall, and a placard from his
agent on Monday trinmphantly refuted Em placard npon
which the Separatists hod relied as their last coup.
Thus was the election won. '
Yours faithfully,

E. GARNET MAN,



S0ME ELECPION EXPERIENCES.
——t——
TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Bir,—In your imuee of August § you were good
enongh to publish my experiences ab Talsall. The
impression obtained there +that the Liberationish
mivute was hardly fair to the clergy was further
intonsified by my subsequent experience with the electors
in South Derbyshire and Berwick.

I arrived 2t Derby on the Sunday affer Sir William
Hareoury’s defeat, and was informed by o Nonconforpist
minister that be was told teat the London brewers had
sent down a train Jaden with beer, which was distributed
with a free hand (which is absord), and that on the day
of tho election the town was in 2 disgracefunl stats of
drunkenness. This tale was repeated mors than once,
but against the charge of general drunkenness ¥ hear
there appesred = stalemert from the ehief sonstable,
to the sffect thet there were ouly three men in the
lock-up on the day of the election, and that the

town was remerkably seber, The main reason for Sir |-

Villinne Hareourt’s rejection was generally asserted to

be tho faed thut a large majority of railway wnd othep |’

entployds were disgusted at the Comroons throwing out
the Lords’ Amepdment to the Liability Bill, and
interfering with their liberty in the Railway Servapts
Bill. They thereforc sided with the House of Lords
in tho controversy. This slone would suffee to EWeep
away his formor majority, and there was pe alliumce
bebween Bung apd the parson here,

In BSouth Derbyshire Ifr. Gretton bad to rorove o
majority of over 1,200, sod his attempt was eonsidered
hopeless. 1 travelled throngd the hoshed of Radiealism
in this division, Swadlincote and Charch-Gresley, Mero
I found the ruimers in » wretched plight, They were
making buf Ywo days a weck and conld hardly keep
body ond seul togethor., Trads had left them—some
abtribated their evil plight to the sirikes, some that
bad frade had fooded the mines with agrieulturat
labourers driven from the farme. I found bmt litile
abnse of the masters; manywere apoken of very bhiphly,
particularly Hsll and Drage. Moving freely amopggh
them, T received no disconrtesy. They seemed fo bava
a distrust of Radical promises made by the friends of
Mr. Broad, the sitting member, and which bad mever
been performed. As  the bills' appounced  that
fir Willism Harcowrt wowld address the miners
.on  Gresley-common, T waited {o  hear bim,
but at 8 p.m. & landan drove up with the Radical eap-
didate and his wife, followed by a wagenette sontaining
.some gentlomen, one of whem informed the erowd #hat
.the fatignes of the Derby election had acted npon Sir
|W Hurcourt, ut his advanced mge, im ruch a manner as
;o compel him to seek reposs,
| A Nonconfermist minister, with others, nddressed the
meeting. They sbused the officers of the Army, the
Houso of Loxds, and the Chureh, but wvoided carefolly
all reference to Home Rule. Unfortunately for them,
fomr gentlemen, sent from Mauchester by the Irish

Union, appeared sed commenced distributing leaflets

Some Election Experiences. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Tuesday, Aug 13, 1895;
pg. 4; Issue 34654.

against Home Rule. Thiz seemed to exasperate the
speaker, and, goaded ovn by his woerds, the erowd
brstled, dragged, and assawlited, not enly the foar
gentlemen, bat also Mr. Grefton’s locsl agent, who had
to flee for hiy life and to seek police protection. In
only one instance in this division did I hear of any
Established Chureh minister takine active par in the
elections, while I abtribnte the attack abewe mentioped
and a subsequent zttack made on Mr. Gretton and
mysslf, when we wers sioned and hustled and our
meeting broken up at Church Gresley and Swadlincote,
entirely to the inflammatory harongues of the Nowcon-
formist mirpister aforeszid. A lurking distrust of the
mpiug agents (whe were .ell Fadieals, and whe by
edvising strikes had driven trade elsswhere), disgust at
bad trade, st infecferencs *¢ all over the shop,’” as
une mioer graphically put it, was the gronndwork upon
which & majority of over 1,200 for Mr. Broad was
turned into a mejority of over 8§00 for Mr. Gretton., I
lefts Derby before the declaration of the poll, and arrived
ab Aluwick in the evening. Hero' s different state of
affairs existed. The minors were working full tims,
and ¢id not appesr io have any specis] grievance,

From what 1 gathered they were not favourshle to the
rproposed Eight Hours Bill. One eaid, *° Tt takep us
sometimes an hour to get from bank to bank, and when
2 mine i onee started the works ean’t be shut off in a
monsent,” This eight hoors arrangement *< won’t help
w3.” It seems that where there faa foreign export
trade the eight-howr cleure is nob so popular. It is
ouly in the inlend ecllieries hat the desiry for the
restriction of Isbonr i5 prevaient.

Bova ecandidatos for the Berwick Division were des
servedly popular. Bir E. Grey, ths sitting member_
does not appear to have aetively identified himself with
any Radieal fads, and the impression was prevalent that
be was not much in favonr of locsl option withoug Som-
pensation. Lord Warkworth was an «loguent speaker,
bub the Conservative organization was su defectivs
that » fair chamoe was not given him. For instance,
we hear of his appearing t0 speai &t 4 cobnnloy meeting
iust belf am hour after the bills were posted announcing
that meeting, and {n eonsequence 1o one appesred 4o
listen to him.

It Is quife evident that the Clonseryative and Dnionigy
machinery was out of order, apd snccess conld hardly
have been exrpected.

The Church of Englangd, 50 {ar as I gonld #ather, took
T prominent paze iu this ebection, but I was surprised
to hear thot the conniry wes overcun by itinersmt
preachers, who visited the different villages ard spoke
sgainst the * world, the fesh, and the drink,” inclodi
ingthet sategory all the rich, the Established Church,
the House of Lords, and every cue who was abown
them, Pull them alldown was {heir ery, Ab Emblington,
a5 b was Saturday night, many of the orowd wers
gone in liguar u‘n§ were howling apainst local option,
* Then yon carmot support mir Mdward Grey,” I
rewarked. The answer § reseived was, *° But he iwill
never allow vs to be done ont of our beer. Hurrah for
Bir B. Grey | #

‘The minute issued by the Liberation Bociety doea mei
gresp the real facts, as far as my experience gops,
Thera has been no active alliance between ** Buny aod
the paracn,’” but wherever I hawe gons I beve seen g
Nouconformist minister promulyating” Badical views of
a very prononnced chavaster. This active parti i
15 somesvhat nowiralized by the impression convayed o
w3 by a respectable bystander ot one of the mee u
(uojust though it may perhaps be) that their antivity o
to some ectent attributable to = desire to share’the
plunder of the Chrch.

" Mr. Atherley-Jones, in kis letter to The Timer of
Angust §, seems Lo bave bad a different experience, but
I van safely say that in the three constituencics comiug
under my direet observation the Noneonformist ministers
took a mest active and prominent part, both jn speaking
andcunvassing, for the Separatists, while the clergy
were conspienous by their ahsepee,

X am, Bir, yours fasthfully,
August 9, E. GARNET MAN,
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To The Editor Of The Times. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Tuesday, Sep 04, 1900;
pg. 5; Issue 36238.

10 THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Bir,—As one of the original members on the council
of the Chorch Reforn Lespue, I wish to correct 4 sis- -
apprebension under which Mr, Redeiiffe Cooke lybonrs
regarding the objects of the Isaguo. ’

In bis letter of the 31st ult., he writes that tle leogue
desires ** the reintroduction of the ecclesinstical sle-
mexnt into the Courts of law, and to take away from
Farliament the countral over ecclesiastical matters.”’

1 joined the leagwo because I thought it a means by
which & gross anomaly might be remedjed. Mr. Cooke
writes that “‘Parliamont represants the laity,”” buthoomits
to state that Parliament also represents the most deadly
enemjes of the Anglican Church. Bis stntement might
bave held good when all members were of her persua-
#ion, bot pow Romanists and Nonconformists have equal
power with her Iny members te legislate for her or
againgt ber, Is not this an spomaly? Iz thete any
ether roligivus body that wonld allow it ? Moreover, I
haveread in o report of the Liberztion Society that
“* the time of the House of Commons should not be taken
up with attempts {o reform the Church !**  Bo the peor
Church lies at the feat of her enemies.

The great object of the league js t¢ zewove the
aaomaly of other than Churchmen having a voice in her
legislation—a voice which hns been rpised agoinst her
welfare whenaver opportunity has offored.

Give to the lalty such a representation as the leazus
desires and such a scandal wonld Te no more.

I agree with Mr. Cooke that the comparizen of the
condjtions of ljfe is moch mors fovourable im Fro-
tegtant than in Roman Catholio countries, for thore
seoms to bo 8 blight pervading thosp over which thelatter
xaligion is dominant. Also that 90 per ceot, of English
lagmen are stauchiy Protestant, 1t is for theso very
regsons that I wish success to the Reform League, for it
will belp te counteract the insidious spproack of Pepal
dominion, aided as tho leagua wonld be by a majority of
#0 per cent. of stanch Protestsnt laymen, who would
have a voice iz the government of their own Protestant
Church, '

I beg to remain your obediant sevvant,

. E. GARNET MAN,
Waiton-on-Thames, Sept. 2.




The Times (London), Tuesday, Apr 12, 1904; pg. 5; Issue 37366.

! ECOLESIASTICAL INTELLIGENCE.
— S —

The Bishop of Winchester has nominated the following
toserve on the Diocesan Lay Readers’ Board, and they
have signified their willingness to do so :--The Bishop of
Southampton (chairman), the Archdeacon of Winchoster,
Canon Valpy, Mr. S. Bostock, Mr. Lionel Herbert, Mr.
E. Garpet Man, Mr. W. H. Myers, M.P., Mr, M. J,

Rendall, of Winchester College, and the Rev. A. E.-
D:_;l_dy {secretary). i

The Times (London), Saturday, Apr 22, 1905; pg. 9; Issue 37688.

“ Bongel Civilian " writes :— Tho dangers of relying
on the memory or on recollections of events wrhich
occurred 40 or 50 years ago, without roferenco 1o history
or to the correspondence of the time, sro clearly shown
in the letter of Mr, E. Garnet Man, which appeared in
your issus of March 16. This gentleman, in alluding
to the disastrous rotreat from Arrah, when our first
attempt to relievo the heroic garrison failed, {ells us that
he was in the neighbourhood at the time—July, 1857—and
then he montions two gallant actions, the particulars of
which he had from an eye-witness’ two days after-
wards.” Briefly stated, your correspondent credits the late
Mr. Ross Mangles, V.C., not only with the fire feat of
carrying a wounded soldier on his back for’ thrse or four
miles under fire till he rejoined his own party, but also
with cutting the ropo or hawser of 2 boat and euabling
the retroating party lo steerit noross a river and getawny..
Your correspondent has mixed up two different incidents.
Mr. Ross Mangles certainly carried the wounded soldier,
It was Mr. W. F. McDonoll who c¢ut the rope, held the
bozt, aud saved the lives of more then 30 Englishmen.
Both fects aro descrited at length by Kaye, in his best
style {zide that historian’s ¢ History of the Sepoy War,”
vol. I, pages 117 to 121). The coveted distinction of tha
'V .C. has never been mo7e nobly earned by two civilians.
My friend. Mr. Ross Mangles. s .foll658d hiz brother.
oivillan to the grave, but I feel certain that it would have,.
distressod him hed ho, in his lifetims, been. crodited with
the heroic act of his colleagne. Kayo gives the particulars
of the boat incldent in a Ietter writien at tho time by an
officer of the Bixsicth Rifies (sco mote'on pago 12,
vol. ITL.). He witnessed the doed.™

i
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The Victoria Cross Given To Civilians. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Wednesday,
Apr 26, 1905; pg. 8; Issue 37691.

THE VYICTORIA CROSS GIVEN 70
CIVILIANS.
._‘._.

. TO THE EDITOER OF THE TIMES,

Bir,~-t¢ Beugnl Civilian,” in his landable desire to give
tho credit justly due to McDonell for his galisnt action
in cutting the xope of the last bost in the disastrous Arrnh
retroat, hes enwittingly mixed up two incidents,

He sasumes that the boot in which Mangles placed hia
wounded soldier, and to which I refarved, was the enme
m:e ister MoDonell g0 gallantly cut, In this
ke » a incidents cecurred on $wo differsnt boats
of which MoDovell’s was the last. The word * out
which he attributes to me doos not %ﬁpﬁ&r in oy letter,

Mr. Haggard’s quotation from Kgye, in his letter of

the 24th inat. rts my contenti i
i tﬂﬂnp: y on &8 to thers being

Such being the case, the details of the ane inciden
not affect itllllgnsa of the other. They are both 5 te: d%
knew MoDonell well. He was a splondid r} er, and I
have often ridden against him rs u ¢ light weight.” I
would bo the last to wish to depreciate his most noble
heroism. Both richly desorved the henonr thoy obtaineg,
and the deeds of both shine in * the blazing scroll of
Tume ** with equal Instre.

Yours faithfully, E. GARNET MAN.
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The Representation Of The City Of London. E. GARNET MAN The Times (London), Saturday,
Dec 23, 1905; pg. 6; Issue 37898.

10 THE EDITOR OF THE TIMES.

Siry—Mr. Faithfull Begg’s letter in vour issue of the
18th regerding Sir Edward Clarke hes csused £0IDG
sarprise amongst his friends in tha City.

When Sir Edward’s name waz first mggested I, with
others, sounded the feeling amongst the liverymen with

rogard to his eandidature, snd $he result wos quite
different to that obtained by Mr. B oy
unanimous feeling in his favmf;-. P SUETITES 3

There is an impression prevailing thet personsl and not
ol echng pomade smomec o o3 oppenents
| U 100 be correct or 6 1
i not, bat it is an i%ﬂtmnna in his favonr, Tmow

! Yours fai 1
| Hythe, Deo, 21, S P
rm-ﬂ-_m-
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Woolwich Discharges. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Tuesday, Sep 22, 1908; pg. 4;

Issue 38758.

WOOLWHIH DIBCHARGES.
. v
TG THE EQTOR OF TOE TIMES.

Sir,—The Wonlwich mesting on Tharsdey last proteet. -
ing against thy War Office regulusion discherming lods |
from ibe Arccnal st the ape of 21 win cpvded by o bazpn
zumber of seladives intorestod, in the goestion. T wea | !
gloted thet G were irmediitely and & 2,000 would .l|u|
nitimately nfioeted, ¥y, Hart, tha chabnnnn, soid 4t
many wire the only mupport of thefr parents and ones
disherged, with enemnployrent v provaient, they wosld
Tove no ehanes of coiting work,

T EBeppened fo be at Weolwich ehorily afler tha
dichorge of  tha  workmen from the Arsemsl aud
Govermieat worhs  lazt year.  Tiw thonsands of
eilied mechanira then torned odrift hod gowa to
soek worke elrgwhere, leaving their wives and famibea
to EfAF ot Woolwich nntll ther coudd rend for thein.
Chn wotnnz totd s hew ber hogband was trampicg
tht eountry to find work, Tatil his discherge they
hod been living fu comporative eomdere. Tlev bad boan
alle to bay thelr eottage, but wow ware unelie to gol ig,
@9 the popalolion tad ge decreased and theps woro no |
buajers. Stuevztion stared them i the foee  Thoeo |
dizchorgez hova ectmired in all the Govermoont esntnos I
of indestry.  Thorsunds buvo bean thrownm ont of work
pinca the advent of the ypresent Govormrent to poer, |
Then it is considered that 2f an frorelad enceq one méling .
fo puilding, S500.000 R spout o leboar, an Hea ey be '
formed of the loms ta wnrldng men the prasant D—u].u::ﬂ j:u
pamsed,

Mere than 30,000 have benn dischorged foom t‘m.
Army 3 thesa aro forend o seel work clremeline, o thna
detrimrnt of theeo sireads b woric

The Governneot plen thot thess redostions hago ha:,;ﬂ
made to rednee taxatlion ik n fplse oawe. 15 it Bet winer |
to epeped oue money oo the Mavy and e Armr, which |
is realiy moncy epemt o9 an insuroeee, pether than on !
relief worls fur the unemploped S--schemes which s
ton often meooly melealiifis o dispubzg dho fnet of .J:;a.1
whole bang nothine but cherity in dizguiso.

Polong the svemps of fve do wnell fomily, aod n-:.,l
¢countmp militnry dischergos, i mar be endenlnted 1.1-||s|.1.i
over 150,000 have been throws into poverty by official |
false neonemy. The remarks of n hihouror acchng1
mploymmt— when arked ™ whnt he thought of cld-ups |
pemsiogs T B inetmdtive. He roplied, " As work ia |
gukting searcer, in o it years oY the lobeorers will baoe |
divd #rom storvation belure thoy gob to tho sight age”” |

Yours fmth-u]h.

l E, QARKET 1A,
Bandgnde, Bopt, 1%

et o Bk —
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To The Editor Of The Times. E. GARNET MAN. The Times (London), Friday, Jul 28, 1911, pg.

4: Issue 39649.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE TIAIFS.
Sir,—As a local seeretary for the Soldiers’ and
Sailors® Felp Seciety myy duty is to try and find
work for those who have Leen discharged with gocd
characters, but lately all my endeavours have been
frustrated by the answers from emplovers, “ We
cannod help youn, for the Insvrapce Bill will make
it impossible.” A bootmaker told me that he calen-
lated it would hmpose o tax on him of pesriv £15
per annum, and a local bullder caleculated it would
mulet himn in nearly £39 per anoom. These men
were both in a small way of business. 'The builder
stated that in the winter {0 keep his men employed
he nsed to give them Lhree to four days a week, but
now instead of enterteining my aprplication for
another workman to be placed on his stoff, he was
thinking of curtailing his present number. I merely
state the result of my endeavours. Vhether they
were justified in thelr conclusions 1 leave to others to
argue.
Yours faithfully,
E. GARNET MAXN, Local Secretary Soldiers’
and Sailors’ Help Soctety, Sandg-ate, Kent.
Sandgate, July 24.
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PART 2: COURT CASES

Queen's Bench Division. The Times (London), Saturday, Jul 23, 1881; pg. 6; Issue 30254.

(Stttings at Nk Privy, before Mp, BaRoN HUUDLESTON
and a Common Jury.)
SQUIRFS V. FTURMAN,

Ifr. Garnet Man and Mr, Morton Brown were comnsel
for the plaintiff ; Mr. Jarvis and DMr, Prankerd for the
defendant.

This was s somewhat curions case. It was an action for

o breach of contract and to recover for the
wrongful dismis:al of the plaintiff's Miss
Florenct , 16 &gmxm, paid and 10s. six
months’ sslnry. The defendant deniad the dismissal, ssid
that if ho did contract with the %hﬁﬁ, Miss Sguires
absented herself without reasonable causa from her em-

Km miscondueted herself,
wiul orders, which jutified him in dismissing her, and h
counter-clsimed for

The plaintiff is o widow lady, lstely residing at

&
F
B
&
B
:
g
E

Cross-examined,—Miss Squires admitted there had been

‘empmmuwhummngmmmhm&mg

um:lofh:;sd ;hruy hlocnium?mh ¢ mﬂw
'y ca

E ‘¢ calender ** ::dw & uﬂal::!a," for

‘ “ .hmd 17 “ mm " m “ ” "
lamous ™ tor miwmnmm"ﬁa:d&“{’:r:ki:ﬁo Duddi:s;

his wife.

Sturipan was called and saidher busband had not
to dismiss Miss Bquires, but had told hLer after
absenting herself without leave she had better fotch her

Br.

Tuamer, & servand girl, described the giving of the

The s dsaghter when

offered the key of har office by the wi said “* X

don’t went it;l';ﬁoinz away, and shan’t come back.”

had the notico {o her, witeess saying it

would moke Mliss Sguires more coutious, Miss Squires
t agood deal of paper. She had not been

..Fh;ul_xehd it would nntbammthﬁ in her (vit-

ness’s) opition, she deserved. 8he was on friendly terms




ignored the issues and the ings, which
gguwnrwlny before the jury clearly.
briefly sketched the history of the case, saying the chargs
of carelesso=ss snd bed spelling Miss Squires
seemed comparatively trifling, and misconduct thers was
nope. He say there was somo discontent at her in-
; bat was the * important notice 7 written

ber togogfberownawnd,ml

8o relieve the defendant of lisbility? Why read it to

—~1, Was there s contract with tlzlglainﬁﬂ by the defend-

4, Did uvires misconduct herself, refusing 1o ob
Itbednfan&nl’ﬁannlmﬂan? IF she did he woald be per.
| fectly justified in e

Ao e ot o, B pltt sy o
frauduyl T WaS competen

fultl the offico of assistant secretory 2Noo T

Then as to da the jury ought to be caraful : the

W was cofitied to reascmable damages for ber

d g0 early in a two years’ engage-
t bs sight to her the wh !atg,
i mwﬁﬁm-ﬁ

latter of it for wbecessaries, ke, a verdist and -
ment for the defendant for £3 16, £2. ke




The Times (London), Monday, Apr 19, 1886; pg. 10; Issue 31737.

At CROTDOK, Mr. FREDERIOE BEXNETY, & stockiroker,
of 31, Birchin-lane, City, and living st Wallingbon, weo
sammoned by Inspector Turpin for having on the 11th
ist. travelled in a certain carrisge on  the London,
Brighton, and Bouth Coest Reilway without having pre-
viously paid his fare and with intent to avoid payment
thereof. Mr. Brewer appeared for the prosecution ; and
Mr. E. %dimﬁtntMW barrister tc:.eéendeg. Cuthbert CIarl:ed
booking cler a n on, ed that he ha
lnown the defendant as a first-class seg.spgzsrticket holder,
bat his $ickes expired on March 31, and he was informed
of this fuct. On Sunday night he arrived by the frain
leaving London-bridge at 9 35 in com any with two lsdies,
for whom he gave pci:wa single tickets. Witness asked
him for Lis own ticket, and .be replied, ** Season,”” and
upon being requested to shuw it, said * Season ticket on a
Bunday night; whyitis absurd,” gnd explained that he had
not got it with him. With that ke gave his name and
sddress, and left the station. For the

friend $o renew, and he was perfectly justified 1o presum-
ing that he had done so. Mr. Charles Stewart, the gentle-
man referred to, snid it was true that Mr. Bennett asked
him to renew the ticket, but he did not intend to do so

until he got the monay for it. Mr. Brewer informed the
Bench that, as » matter of fact, the new ticket Was not

applied for until the 12th inst., tho day after this offence
wes alleged to have boen committed. . Man contended
that there was no fraudulent intent, inasmuch as the com-

held o deposit of 10z, The Bench said if the defen-
Eﬁ{h“& sebed honestly in the broad senge of the word,
and explained the axack circumstances of the case to the
ticket collector, g;:hably nothing more would have been
heard of the matter, Instead of that he 2aid what was un-

trus, The oase wonld be di b i
the defendant not to m&!l:.niss:d s':m?l‘;l.:h mﬂ :gﬁ?
E::sgﬂianywenquiteﬂzh& in bringing the case haforg

18



The Times (London), Tuesday, Jul 27, 1886; pg. 3; Issue 31822

W e e S
-

{Before ME. Justiok A, L, Buwra)
- CLARKE ¥, BRADFORD.
L This wao am agtion to_xecoyer {lis prige of 20 #hsres

[ the Milford Haven Railway and Estate Compan (I.imitcflki_)q
under the following circumstanees, In1 tEe plaintiff,
Mr. George J. Clarke, applied for ten preference shares in
the above-named company, which wera allotted top
him, and by virfue of them he also became entitled to the
 eame number of ordinary shares. In due course the plain-
| tiff paid up all the instalments which became due on the
shares. In August, 1884, in consequence of what he saw in
the report of the company, he called on the defendant, who
was a solicitor and chairman of the company, and, accord-
ing to his own evidence, told him he bad seen that, in con-
sequence of matters connected with thgd:mmutim of the
compuny, some of the shareholders had got their money
refunded, and that he should claim a return of his own
money. The defendant advised him not to do so, and said
that he srould himself purchuse the shares if the pPlaintiff
would forego taking proceedings. The plaintiff assented
to this arrangement, 2nd by way of putting it in writip
wrote to the defendant asking whether be would pive
him the option of selling to him the shares in rnuestion
within 12 months. On Oectober 7 the defendant replied,
** I agree to purchase at the price and on the terms mon,
tiuneﬁ, you having the option to sell or not ot the end of
the 12 months as you may think fit.”” On this agreement
the plaintiff now sued. In July, 1885, the plaintiff wrote
to the defendant, eccepting his offer to purchase the shures
on the terms of the letter of October 7, aud after some
delay on the defendant’s part the plaintiff’s solicitor ap-
plied to him on October 7 to purchase the shares, when he
finally refused to do so, and the present action was
brought. The case now put forward for the defence WilE
that there was o complete contract to purchase, but only
en option offerod to_the plaintiff, that there was no con-
sideration for the nl]egz»g agreement, and that the plain-
tiff never was in & position to hand over the shares, In
support of this case, the defendant zave evidence denyin
that there had been auy agreement that the plaintiff shoul
forego litigation, which was tho consideration relied on ]i:g
the plaintiff ; while it further sppeared that the plainti
had nssigned the shares by way 01!1 mortguge to the United
Becurities Soviety, by whom mnotiee had beengivon of o
lian on the shares which still remained upon the register,
On the obher hand, it appeared that the mor?a @ debt had
been paid to_the assignee of the Securities o&eb before
My. Flews, the plaintifi’s solicitor, offered the shares to
the ﬂefendant. and that Mr. Plews actually had the certi-
ficates with him. After hearing the evidence,

Mg. Justick A. L. 8srrH, who, by consent of the
parties, had tried this case without a jury, gave judgment
for the plaintiff for the amount claimed (£200) with costs,
and ordered the plaintif to hand over the shares to the
defendant.

. Mr. Murphy,Q.C., and Mr, Bray a peared for the plain-

ff ; Mr. Kemp, Q.C., and Mr E. Garnet Man for the de.
fendant.
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The Times (London), Monday, Nov 08, 1886; pg. 3; Issue 31911.

| This was an action against the proprietor of the Morn-
| $ng Post to recover damages for an slleged libel. The
statement of cleim alleged that *“ on November #, 1882, the
defendant falsely and maliciously printed and pub) of
mdmﬂrmh;n tha m&h?h:&?hm%%mtmq EBhe
eaning the plainti ifie) had,bowever,
g:ltan by him {meaning thaeplxmtﬁ] black and hlum
there wore witnesses 5 it. On the 26th
nltimo he (meaning [alnmt-ni;'bﬂt her unmercifolly
because she hed pawned not only her wedding ring, bob
her clothes and articles of furniture to support the
on account of his (meaning the s} lazy
drunken habits, and nob Fi?i.ng her a farthing to keep
house and home together.” The statement then went on
to allega that in consequnence of the pobliation the plain-
i wes injured in his reputationand prevented from gett
employment, The defence was a denisl of the publication,
, moreover, that the defendont wes = pubhcﬁ:rmhﬁh
end thab hhal“l}‘elgudpuh‘jjmﬁonwmm.da d Fde,
without malice for the poblic benefit,

Mr. Iﬂg‘t&:, d.C. and Mr. Garnet Man were connsel for
the plaintiff ; and the Bolicitor-General (Sir Edward Clarke,
Q.C.) and Mr. Lewis Coward for the defendant.

ﬁ. KEIEI.Q.G..S id, on belalf of the lu.tnh-ﬂH ’E’hat;’hft

ublica eomplain cta;&enmdiute arntng o
Fnthafqrm of the report of proceedings in a police-
court agninet the plaintiff. Plantiff, a person in some-
what hamble cireemstances, had been married E0mE YELrs
befors, The marriage turned out very unha {ﬂy,and on
the 30th of October, the wife summoned her hnsband
for an aseault. He was remended, and ons second occa-
sion be was bound over tukupthamm In the report
of the proceedings in the Morne it was stated that
* it appeared from the evidence,” and then ‘the acconnb
was given which was the libel now complained of. The
learned eounsel said that the account did not appesr from
the evidence, and that be should prove that oo evidence
was given at all of the acts alleged in the apconnt.

Thﬁpuﬁiﬁumhkﬂl before the magistrate wers pot in

Theplaintiff, James Ashmere, was ealled, and said he had
bieen an apetigneer’s clerk.  He bed been marvied in 31875
and led an unhe life, He and his wife gquarrelled in
comsequencs of what he discovered of her previous life.
Ehe summoened him to Westminster Police-court on the
30th of October, 1852, for assanht, and the cise was re-
manded, On the next secasion a solicitor, Mr. Dutton,
ap for bis wife, and said thet for certain reasons sho
only wished her husbund to be bound over to Leep the
pease.  Witness enfd his wife did not swesr the aets as
aﬂggedh:sﬂnstﬂhfaﬁin the .Eigﬂ;;g Post, Other lw;:l
pa i report, the consequence was ho
wagarl:mh i:?glmﬂin character and npable to obtain em=
pll:ynillent, and was obliged to leave London and seek work
elsawhere,

Other evidenco was also given as to the relutions be-
tween plaintiff and his wile and what took place in the
police-conrt,

Mo evidenco was called on behalf of the defendant, and
the leamed Boricrron-ENERAL, in addresing the jury
on his behalf, said he eould not ask a verdict from them
for the defendant, because in fact the report had nob been
stmttl.ﬁlmnta ; but he said, taking the circumstances of
plaintiff’s general conduct into scconnt snd that he bad
not showed that he had suffered any resl injuries, the

es agrinst his client ought to be very

ME. JUSTICE DENMAR then sommed up, He told the

the caso bad been tried before, when some evidence

been given whichhod led theJudge who tried it to dizeet
thejury to find averdict for the defendant, which they did.
On appeal the Divisional Court granted a new trial. His
Laordship then teld them that in estimating the damages
they should take into consideration the cirgumstances as
elucidated by the evidence and the eonduct of the plaintisf,
_ The jury found & verdick for the ﬂ;ﬁuﬁiﬂ for £40, and
| judgment was given accordingly, but his Losdship refused
| to certify for a special jury.
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The Times Thursday, January 13, 1887 E. MAN — v- Ward Queen’s Bench Division.
Action for libel — E. MAN — v — Ward Queen’s Bench Division

Mr. Crump, Q. C. and Mr. Reginald Brown appeared for the plaintiff; Mr. Lockwood, Q. C. and
Mr. Firth were for the defendant.

The plaintiff is a well known member of the common law Bar, who takes an active part in
politics on the Conservative side, is the vice-chairman of a voluntary society for the relief of the
poor at Croydon, where he lives, known as the Croydon Resident Unemployed Relief Fund. He
brought this action to recover damages for libel from the defendant, the proprietor of the
Croydon Advertiser under the following circumstances. Last winter a sum of £300 out of the
Mansion-house fund for the relief of great distress then prevalent among the unemployed was
sent to the Mayor and Vicar of Croydon, £30 of which had been apportioned to the relief fund in
which the plaintiff was interested and the same amount to a society at Croydon of a similar
character but of longer standing. The society in which the plaintiff was interested would appear
to have been somewhat dissatisfied with this arrangement, and at the close of one of its meetings,
held in March last, a resolution had been carried that the minutes then passed should be
forwarded to the local Press. The plaintiff sent a report of the meeting, including some remarks
he had made at it, to the defendant among others, and thinking that it was right to offer some
remuneration for its insertion sent a guinea with it. The defendant did not publish the report, but
inserted an article in which the plaintiff was spoken of as having been successful in smuggling
into some of the local Press ‘a garbled report of a slanderous speech’ which he had made in the
previous November, and in which the society was spoken of as the ’artful creation of the
Primrose League’.

There was also the following in this article:- *The minutes are practically devoted to Mr. Garnet
Man’s defence of himself, with insulting observations respecting several of his superiors in good
manners. The report is ‘dressed up’ from beginning to end, and is a woeful exhibition of sham
consideration with the poor. There being no more elections imminent, the funds of the Croydon
Resident Unemployed Relief Fund have been run out, and it is only in rage that he cannot
replenish its coffers with the Lord Mayor’s money that Mr. Garnet Man speaks with his
customary want of courtesy. Croydon has every reason to be proud of a Mayor who is superior to
the blarney even of so experienced a professor as Mr. Garnet Man, and who has wisely kept from
a Tory faction what was meant for all the Croydon poor. We observe that several passages
reported where Mr. Man’s volubility got the better of his reason have been struck out, showing
that in his ‘saner moments’ (vide E.G.M) he was ashamed of what he said. Mr. Man says that his
society has distributed its funds without regard to party or creed. But who will believe anything
that he says after the many times he has proved unworthy of credence?’

After the present action had been commenced and the plaintiff had declared his willingness to
accept an apology, a further article appeared in the defendant’s paper with these words:-

‘A few weeks ago he (the plaintiff) insulted us greatly by offering us a guinea as a bribe to insert
under the guise of the minutes of a politically benevolent relief fund with which he was
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connected a garbled report of his own speech. He has been led into an attempt first to hoodwink
the Press by a garbled report and then to hobble it by an appeal to law. We have no apologies to
make to Mr. Garnet Man. Throughout the two recent elections there was no man who spoke so
rashly, so libelously of his neighbours; no man who so embittered the political strife with vulgar
personalities. One of his speeches was so bad, so abusive, so ungentlemanly, that the next
morning, so anxious was he that a correct report of what he had actually said should not appear,
that he went to one of the Croydon newspaper offices before its doors were open for the day.’

This second article was used by the learned counsel for the learned plaintiff to show that the
defendant had acted maliciously in the matter. The defence was simply that the article
complained of was a fair comment on a matter of public interest, no justification being relied
upon, and it being fully admitted that the allegations as to the plaintiff’s untruthfulness were
absolutely withdrawn.

The plaintiff was the only witness called upon in the case, and he was cross-examined at some
length to show that he, in November 1885, made a somewhat violent attack on Mr. Spencer
Balfour, the liberal candidate at Croydon, and upon another occasion had charged Sir Sydney
Buxton with having been mixed up with bribery which had led to the disenfranchisement for a
time of Boston.

LORD COLERIDGE, in summing up the case told the jury that he should hold the occasion of
the publication of the matter complained of to have been privileged, and that therefore the only
question for them would be whether or not such privilege had been exceeded.

The jury found, on their return into Court after an absence of 25 minutes, a verdict for the
plaintiff — damages one farthing.

HIS LORDSHIP thereupon gave judgment for the plaintiff and a certificate for a special jury, but
on the application of the learned counsel for the defendant he gave a certificate depriving the
plaintiff of costs, intimating that he took that course, as he could not seriously differ in the matter
from the jury, who he supposed to wish that each party should be left to pay his own costs.

Several of the jurors thereupon assured the learned Judge that he had rightly understood the true
purport of their verdict.

The Court then adjourned.



Below EGM as Counsel for the Plaintiff in a case reported Jan 2 1888.

School—Outbreak of Illness—Children sent Mome—G@uarler's Nolice—
Removal of Clildren without Notice—Action by Schoolmaster—bleasure
of Damages.—The plaintiif sued the defendant to recover school fecs in
lien of a term’s notice and expenses. The defendant had sent his
children to the plaintitf’s school in consequence of his having seen the
plaintiff’s advertisement, one of the paragraphs of which was that a
term’s notice was required prior to the removal of a pupil. The
children were removed from the school in the middle of the September
to December term with the consent of the plaintiff, in consequence of
the outbreak of scarlet fever at the school. Payment was made by the
defendant for the whole of that term, but the defendant did not send
his children back to the school the next term, although all fear of
infection had by then disappeared. The defendant did not give a term’s

. notice as required by the prospectus. The plaintiff therefore brought
an action in the Clerkenwell County Court for the whole of the ensuing
term’s fees and expenses, and the learned County Court judge gave
judgment for the whole amount claimed. The defendant now appealed
from such decision. It was contended on behalf of the appellant that,
where a parent removes a child from school on account of illness with
the consent of the master, the contract is put and end to, and notice
becomes unnecessary. Held, that, upon the facts of the case, it was for
the County Court judge to say whether, when the children were
removed, the contract and mutual obligations between the master and
the parents were put an end to. The judge had found that a quarter’s
notice was necessary, and judgment must therefore be for the plain-
4iff. Held also, that in such a case the damages were not liquidated,
but that the proper balance of damages was loss of profits, and that
such amount only was recoverable as a penalty. Judgment for the
plaintiff ; damages reduced by consent : (Denman v. Winstanley. Q. B.
Div. : Wills and Grantham, JJ. Dec. 1.)—Counsel : for the appellant,
Willis, Q.C. and Garnet Man ; for the respondent, Raven. Solicitors :
for the appellant, 4. J. Oliver ; for the respondent, J. Haines.
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The Times (London), Friday, Jan 27, 1888; pg. 6; Issue 32293. (719 words)

Category: News

Coxraxy Promomse.—Yesterday in the Lord
Bizyor’s Courtithe cass of * Cramer v, Elborough ™ came
on for frinl before the Racorder (Sir T, Chembers, (LC.)
end o spectal jory. The plaintiff, Mr. B. F. Cramer, an
aceountant and Inember of the firm of Beett and Cramer,
Soffoll-konse, E.C., sned the defendunts, Messrs,
Elborough and Co., financial agents snd compeny pro-
moters, of Lombard-streat, to recover £5,000 nmfu foa
agresment in comnexion with the converting of the Metro-

plitan and Bouth Loodon  Masichalls into limited
iability compunies. The plaintif also zlaimed opder a

wm merwil for work and lsbour dowe, while the

efendunts pleaded that ther never were indebted as
alleged, and that whatever serviees were rendered by the

laintiff were mods nnll and veid by his condoct, M, Al

ock, Q.0., and Mr. Nowson were eounpsel for the
F‘Iainﬁff; and Nlr. Littler, Q.C., xnd Alr, E. Gasnet Man

or the defendants, Dr. Cock, in openisg the ease, sudd
that tka ietors of the IMetropolitnn %Iusin—hn.‘ll and
| the Sonth Lendon Music-hall were anxions to launch them
as limited linbility companies, and they commuonicated
with a Mr. Shum, whoe in tuen went 4o the pluluwtif with a
view to foating the ugngpanies. The plaintifi not bej
conversant with that kind of busicess, went to the defend-
ants,and an arransement was ceme to zod pot into writiog,
Hwhich the defendunts underfook to pay tothe pluintif
£3,000 npon the lapneking of the company. The negotin-
tions went om, and the I\!ettnpo]it:m-hﬂf Company wap
duly lnnnchea, but in conseguence of the innbility or indis-
position of the defendants to pay£1,500 asa deposit, as
:rﬂlmrr:ﬂ. by the proprictors of the Sputh London Musie-
boll, the arrangements for that enmpany did Dot succeed
and no compeny was floated. Tnder thoss circnmstances
the plaintiit considered thot as Le had done sll that he
could to complete the negotiations he wes entitled to the
full amount as speciied in the pareement, But, in coss
the opinion of the Court should be egninst him en that
point, the plaindilf had claimed vpon & guantam marudt for
That Fﬂ.l'b of the arengement 'whin:h%ﬁd. actually been
completed—namely, the dlonting of the Metropolitan
Livsic-hall as o company. The pleintiff was called, and
bore oot this statement. Mr. Littler asked leave fo
Teserve his eross-oxamination, which was gronted. Ifr
Bignold, solicitor to the plaintiff, was called $o prove that
b bod bod eonversstions with Nir, Hill, the defendent's
Eablicmnr and that that gentleman bad admitted that the
Tondon Scottish Tnvestment Company (Limited)was reslly
the same a5 the defendants. That com had & eapital
of £1,0M, and only had seven shares sllotted. Accordin
to the defendants’ contention it wis that company, an
not themsdlves, which had flonted the Aletropolitan Music-
hail. Mr. Littler sabmitted thot the plaintif could not
recover on several grounds, among them being that
thero was no evidence that the defendants bad beon paid
any money, and sccording to the commission nole given by
the defendsnts that would be necossary are the
plaintiff eonld recover 3 that the eontract was & whole cons
traet and conld not be folflled in pord (it being admitied
that the sccond compsay was nob fleated) s sud, further,
that the failure of tne fonting of the South London Come

had mot been shown to bz in comsequence of the

conduet of the defendants, The Recorder roled that the
ease must go to the jury, Bm:“ih thers was weight in tho
pbjections raised, but they could bo reserved. Mr. Littier
thin Eeid he wonld re-eall the plainiifl for eros-cxamins.
tion, but Mr. Cock objected onthe ground thet it was too
Iate. The plaintiff cocld be called as a witness for tha
defendnnts, bub could ot ba eross-cxamined mow, asthe
plaintifi’s ease hiad closed.  The Recorder npheld this view,
and Mr, Littler intimating that he did not propose to
witnesses, Ar. Cock a soll the jury. lir. Littler,
following, anid thet the plaintif was sceking here o re.
eover £5,000 for work which was done in two inlerviews of
sbout two and a-half minutes eech, £1,000 & minute. If
made ong’s month water. He bad heard of eminent men
in tho Iaw Coorits oos £ s

000 Mﬁlﬁ;l"lllom.’sht "Wﬁ
[BE~ i
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The Times (London), Saturday, Dec 16, 1899; pg. 4; Issue 36014

COUNTY OF LONDOXN SESSIONS.

(Before Bk, McCoNNELL, Q.C., Chairman, sitting

ai Newington.) ,

ALEXANDER " BECKMANN, 2%, watchmaker ; Max
RATTMANN,21,waiter ; and JoserE DoLLNER, 19,waiter,
were indicted for committing burglary in the house of
Alfred Duché, in All park, Dualwich, end stealing a
ﬁntihguf plate and other property,worth £30;and Lizzre
; ﬁm‘m’]ﬁ' nn!lJﬂﬁP.PHIH? tlg ::u:iﬂl, were :ti;di%?d

or Telonlously receiving part of the stolen pr . Mr.
Garnet Man gus for the prusecaticn. ﬂup &D«: morning
of November 9 it was found that the prosecutor’s honse
_been broken into during the m%ht, the thieves
haviog got in by forcing the catch of the dining-room
window, and a quantity of property had baen atolen,
The same day the two female prisoners went to a pawn-
broker’s shop kept hﬁen Mr. Bingham, in London-road,
and ofiered & number of knives and forks in pledge.
dir. Bingbam questioned them, and, not being mﬁséecl
with their enswers, sent for a constable, who ook them
into custody. The knives snd forks were afterwards
identified by Mr. Duché as his property, and
the two women then made statements = implicating
the other prisoners. It was found that all the
prisoners except Dollner lodged in a homse in Com-
mercial-road, Lambeth, where Dollner constantly visited
them. Detective-sergeants Oxley and Hancock went to
the honse, where they found the thres male prisoners.
On searching a room occupied by Beckmann and Nink
Oxley » concealed onder the bed-clothes, two silver
mugs, which were afterwards identified as having been
stolen in a burglary committed at the houss of Mr.
Xavier Costelli, in Streatham, on the night of
November 12. When Oxley found them Beckmann gaid,
¢ I'm dome,’” knocked Oxley down over the bed, and
rushed downstairs. He was, however, canght by Hancocls,
who was engaged in ﬁHrCLiIJ 2 room below occupied
by the two Rattmanns. In that room Hancoek found a
brass eup, stolen from the house of Mr. Frank Hadden,
in Alleyne-park, o few doors from Mr, Duché’s on the
night of September 28. The jury Aﬂqﬂmft Dollner, bat
found the other prisoners Gutlly. Detective Inspector
Tox said that Beckmann m:rod from prison in Germany
in 1397, and would be extradited in doe course. The
girl Rattmann, whose real name was Deimer, was re-
spectable antil lately,when she went to live with the male
isoper Rattmann. Her rolations were anxions to send
er back to her motsher in Germany. Mr. MeConnell
gentenced Beckmann to 21 months’ hard labour, Msx
Rattmann to 1§ months’, and Nink to three months’,
and postponed eentence on Lizzie. RBaitmann until
arrungements conld be made for sending her to
Germany.
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BRADBURNE V. MAN. City of London Court ‘His Honour Judge Rentoul, K.C. 1902, July
21.] ["Estates Gazette," July 26. 1902.]

Landlord and tenant Furnished house Alleged warranty as to sanitary condition Counterclaim for
damage to furniture, etc.

Mr. Edward Bradburne, Dover Street, Piccadilly, sued Mr. E. Garnet Man, barrister, Cambridge
House, Walton-on-Thames, to recover 100 pounds as damages for breach of warranty in letting a
furnished house.

Mr. Morris was counsel for the plaintiff, and Mr. Clarke Williams for the defendant.

In October the plaintiff agreed to take the defendants furnished house at Walton for the four
winter months. He and his wife, together with two children and four servants, took up their
residence at the house. After being there for a few weeks they developed sore throats, tonsillitis,
diarrhoea, etc. That was attributed to bad drainage. Tests were applied, it was said, and it was
found that the drains were defective. After the plaintiff had been in the place for two months he
felt compelled to leave and take his family to Shanklin and Southampton to recuperate. He now
sued the defendant for the damages which he had suffered in consequence of the drains being out
of order.

The defendant denied that there was anything the matter with the drains. He deposed that he had
lived in the house for years before he let it to the plaintiff, and that since the plaintiff had left he
(defendant) had gone again into possession. His nine children, as well as grandchildren, had been
living in the place ever since, and there had been no complaint about the house being insanitary.
He counterclaimed for damage done to a sideboard, for gas used by the plaintiff, and for other
damages. The Judge said he could not hold that the drains were defective, and he must find for
the defendant on the claim. On the counterclaim he gave judgment for the defendant for 25
pounds.



Below, review of ‘Papal Aims and Papal Claims”

Other New Books.

Papal Aims and Papal Claims, with Remarks on the
Apostolie Sueeession, By E. Garnet Man, Barrister-at-
.Law. (Swan Sonnenschein. 5s. net.)

Oxse does not easily understand why this book should ever
have been written ; nnless for the formation of the author's
conscience : in order that a retired Indian official (that is
o conjecture) may be quite clear as to his reasons for not
submitting himself to the authority of the Catholic and
Roman Church. Every man is competent to form his
own conscience--even if it be only by submission to
direction—but of a writer of controversial books it is
required that he should at least offer nid to others bent
on a similar task. For such an office Mr. Man is by
temperament hopelessly unfit. He bustles up and down
the tritest of garden walks, stumbling at every pehble.
He piles uy quotations from historians and fathers of the
Church of whose writings he knows so little that he
cannot even approximately transeribe the references from
the text books lnelimn studied. ** Ovigen writes,” he tells us,
“in Joan's Comments, Migne Series, Graeea, Tom. xiv.,
Origen iv., p. 187 . . ." Inanother place we discover that
Migne is supposed to be something English | and on rngo 7
a passage is quoted from Ovigen in the three lines of which
oceur eighteen errors. The Vatican definition of Papal
Infallibility appears in so grotesque a mistranslation s
to be perfectly unintelligible. All the old hobbies ave
trotted out afresh: the forged Deeretals, ** our Lord [God]
the Pope " (how would Mr. Man like to be judged by his
misprints ?7), the iniquities of Jesnit morality and of the
author of Probabilism (known to Mr. Man as Lignori).
Mr. Man's attitude is fairly indicated by this passage
from his Introduction :— :

A Protestant might reascnably fear exposing a young
inexperienced girl to the ordeal of consulting a Jesuit
priest, when it is recollected that the platform upon
which a Jesnit might attack her religrizn is touched upon
by Dr. Newman and put into more tal English by the
Romanist Ward, who writes: * Maka yourself clear that
you are justified in deception, and then lie like a trooper”
(quoted in Con, Ree., p. V4, January 7, 1804),

That ** Romanist Ward " did write the words assigned
to him in Con. Rev., p. 9, is likely enough : even good
Mr. Man, you see, has written them. The point for
inquiry was whether Romanist Ward used them to embody
a principle which he judged to be in accordunce with
sound morality, and as to that Con. Rer. (which we have
been at fruitless pains to consult) leaves us in the dark ;
the words are given, but no reference. And as Dr. Ward
knew something of theology, and the principle they
express has never been maintained even as probable by
the least of Catholic teachers, well! . . . The truth is
that Mr. Man's hook is almost enough to send one forthwith

o

bowling along to Farm Street.
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Brief mention of EGM Dec 6 1884.

The Archbishop of Canterbury presided on Monday
at the annual distribution of prizes and certificates to
the children in the public Elementary schools of the
Croydon School Board, Among those present were
the Rev. J. M. Braithwaite, vicar of Croydon ; Mr.
J. W. Mallison, Chairman of the Board ; Mr, Barrow
Rule, the clerk and inspector; Dr. Lanchester, and
Mr. E, Garnet Man, The Archbishop of Canterbury
said there was an interesting point in the education
of children which he thought required some watch-
ing, but he did not know whether it was to be
regarded as a source of danger, or whether it was
something for which they ought to congratulate
themselves, Observers told them that standards
were being passed gradually at lower and lower
and little boys were running through schools and
passing the standards in a much shorter period than
was formerly the case. But there was a sorious
question to be considered, and that was whether that
rapidity in education was not attained at the expense
of its permanence. His Grace advocated the alilow-
ance of longer intervaly of time in addition to the
holidays, to allow for what he described as the
‘“soaking process.”
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