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The Law Must Be SBupreme. ’
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Riot and bloodshed in Winnipe
on Saturday are being followe
by attempts on the part of all eor
cerned to ‘' pass the huek.'" **Som
body else did it."" “*Some one els
was to blame,”’ is the story al
down the line, The rioters com
plain that the police fired withon
warning: although they, the riot
ers, were where they were in def
ance of law, and destroying. o
aiding and abetting in destroying
private property, the protection o
which is the first reason for organ
ized society and for the existenc
of a police force, The loss of Lif
and injuries suffered are deepl;
vegrettable : but the persons o
jured have themselves to blame
They deliberately challenged eon
stituted authority — and got th
worst of it.

All the loss of life and all th
serions injuries suffered were th
result of a volley fired by th
mounted police patrol, For thes
losses the authorities under whon
thie police acted are responsible, 1
the aetion of the police was withiy
the law there is no more to be said
If it was not within the law who
sver was responsible should b
punighed,

The mavor makes a statemen
that shots were fired by the mob
The casualty list did not indicats
anything of the kind. The polies
and their horses were injured by
pieces of brick or of mortar; no
hv gunshots, The gunshot wound:
were all suffered by the rioters
I'he mob dispersed as soon as the
hats were fired, and there was n
nore shooting. There iz no doub
thercfore that the mob was un
wrmed, so far as military weapon:
wore coneerned. They had assem
hled in response 1o a call for s
peaceful parade, therefore it was
1ot likely that they came armed
The firat press despateh gave ne
sggestion that there was  any
shooting before the poliee fired
lieir volley. The conclusion seemns
nevitable that the mayvor is mis
stating the facts jy order to pro.

ect both himselZdahd the mounted
1wlice. 7

From theddter statements mads
t seems to be cstablished that the
inharsed policaman was not af
any time in actusl danger from the
noh. That in fact he was taken
mder the specinl protection of o
eading member of the molb, gl
hat no one laid hands on him in
‘iolence. I that be the fact—and
t can searcely be otherwise, or hie
vould have the marks 1o show
hat he had been hurt-—the respon-
dbility for the firing of a volley
i the wonnted police into the dis
sderly and riotous bnt unarvmed
nob, must rest on the shoulders of
he mdividoal policemen ; the offi
er in command; or on Mayor
irav, If the unhorsed policeman
vas nat in danger—ag now stated
~und if Mn_t'l:nr Giray had not real
hie riot aet-—as it was at First saii
¢ had not—1the law was being vio-
ated, not upheld, by the volley ol
ha mounted police. As a matter
J fact and of law murder was
ommitted instead of justice being
e,
- The number of ecasualties from
millet wounds indieate that the
wolicemen fired a vollev.  That
one of them suffered from bullet
counds is evidenee that there waus
o fiving in return, notwithstand-
g the statement of the mayor.

is not likely that a volley was
red except the officer in com-
wnd gave the order, It will he
ated that the press reportg do not
ive the name of the officer in
snmand,

The firing was not in self-de-
nee, or in reseue.  Therefore it
uld only he justified by the pre-
ious reading of the riot act. The
nestions are: Was the riot aet
ad before the volley was fired,



and if not who gave the order to
fire?

The rioters were in defianee of
the law. They were wrong. The
police did vastly more damage
than the rioters. 1f they acted
outside the law they were Bas
wrong a8 the rioters. Tt is to be
hoped that the time has not yef
come when econstituted authority
rules by force instead of hy law,
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