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INTER-PERSONAL VIOLENCE — NSW
1840-49

SYDNEY HERALD, 09/02/1841
Supreme Court of New South Wales
JAMES TIBBS, JOHN ROGERS, THOMAS ROGERS, JOHN FARRAL, and
MICHAEL ROACH , were indicted for having while on board the immaigt ship
Resource, on the high seas, committed a violenaudiso®n one RICHARD
POUNDS, by fastening him to the windlass, and giving handozen lashes. The
parties were all indicted as natives of England, ibeame out during the trial that
four out of the five prisoners were natives ofdred, who had been put on board the
Resource at Plymouth, from an Irish steam boat.firsiewitness called was Richard
Pounds, who being sworn, said, | am a plumbertigenaf Kilkenny; | arrived on the
22nd of November; | embarked at Plymouth in thedRese from a steamer which
had conveyed me from Dublin : we were five monthglte passage : we embarked
on the 21st of June, and sailed next day. The sdllpd at the Cape of Good Hope
and stayed one week; | went on shore: | cannotisihh@& many passengers were on
board: we were all bounty immigrants. After we hieft the Cape | recollect
something happening between me and the prisondrgf avhom were fellow-
passengers of mine; four of them are my countrymedh,lrishmen, the only
Englishman is James Tibbs. One evening on a Sumdaging between one and two
o’clock, on board the ship, | was dragged out oftragl: half the voyage | slept on the
poop, and the other half down the after hatchwalin Rogers dragged me out of my
bed. | went to bed about three quarters past thahglass of spirits and water before
| went to bed; a man namddATRICK GALLATLEY slept with me; there were
three poop messes, each of eight persons, allAttkr | was dragged out of bed |
dressed myself as quickly as possible, as they msel@ef such dreadful language that
| was afraid; | saw the two Rogers there and Hairelanted to go to the doctor, but
they would not allow me. Tom Rogers seized me lystlock; | made my escape and
went to the chief-mate, MEHARP, and he told me to go below; | then went to the
doctor and told him ; he came, with his lamp in legd, and ordered all of us to go
below; | then went to the second-mate’s door, anid him, when one of the
passengers, nameMAURICE CONROY , commenced looking for me in the
women’s apartment, where they said | was whispeaongrs. Conroy; | immediately
took to the rigging, when Farran came up and ortene down, and Roach was also
coming up the rigging when | went down, they theakt me forward and tied me
across the windlass. | got loose and they tied ganal again got loose and told
them there was no occasion to tie me as | woulddsiiaquietly. Tibbs then, on the
order of Farran and Roach, gave me a dozen, white \given me over the left
shoulder so hard that | could not lift my hand tp Imead for a week after. Farren and
Roach wanted me to have another dozen, and | otiethat | was not able to bear it,
then they wanted me to have half a dozen, and Tshizk | was not able to bear it;
next morning the reason alleged why | was so pewiskias, because they said | had
cut off the rope securing the women'’s apartmemisy did not bring me to trial, but
before that they had tried to bring me to trialcdnese they said | was not married and
was bringing out a bad character as my wife; | woabt shew them my marriage
line; | am a married man. | was married in St. Rapéarish, Dublin, by the Rev. Mr.
Shipson.

Cross-examined — | am certain | sailed from PRlyth in the Resource. The men
were often in among the women after the regulatedd) | had not so much as a glass
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of spirits and water; | got it from Mr. Sharp, tbleief mate, as | was frequently doing
extra jobs, repairing the ship’s pumps; we gotpioits except when sick; the captain
generally knew that | got spirits from the chieftmal here was frequent quarrelling
and fighting on board.

Cross-examined by Me'BECKETT - | was pulled out by John Rogers; | was in
the women’s apartment that night, when she wasggtwrbed, in order to get some
tobacco, which | could not keep in my own box, ifowould have been stolen; most
of us were in the habit of smoking in bed; non¢hef women said anything about my
being in their apartment; | got in through the vatdrs; | could have called to my
wife to bring me my tobacco. None of them were medtrRogers’s mother was there,
and one child. There was a female nanf@dBELLA CHAMBERS on board, to
whom | often spoke, with the knowledge of the chieéte; my wife, Isabella
Chambers, and myself, all went in the same wayas W good terms with them up
till that night, but they always owed me a goodldéapite, because | would not join
in their societies; they had it against me alltbgage, because | would not go in with
them; | did not complain to the captain, as he alasys for taking their part against
me; they might have accused me and my wife of bmggut Isabella Chambers to
the chief mate. They called my wife a bad charadtee chief mate treated Isabella
Chambers to spirits; she is not twenty years of, age wife is twenty. My wife,
Isabella Chambers, myself, and the chief mate, wktanding at his cuddy door on
the night in question, about 10 p.m.; my wife asked for a small piece of ribbon;
she wanted it for some purpose | know not of; mieveind | got about a glass and a
half of spirits, but Isabella did not taste it thataw. The rest of the passengers found
fault because my wife and Isabella went so oftegetiver. There was a young man
namedDRAPER there. My wife got the bit of black silk ribborofin the chief mate. |
did not want the tobacco on the poop. Isabella Glemhad a sister on board; | did
not hear her chide her. After | was in bed, | smiblkdou6t a minute, and then
stopped; | was undressed and in bed when they edagg out by the shoulders; the
captain knew that we were in the habit of smokmbed; | afterwards heard that they
did it to me because | would not show my marriagificate; they afterwards called
me a blackguard, and charged me with trying to sedine girl Chambers. The
society | would not join was one they made on bpards one that they made for
flogging the Protestants.

By Mr. Broadhurst. The chief mate was put uraleest by the captain for entering
something in the log-book about the men; | nevev kar with Sharp by herself.
There were between sixteen and seventeen Protestarthoard; two more of them
were flogged — they flogged them as fast as ewey tieserved it: there was none to
take the part of witness at the flogging. DEE never examined the marks which the
witness then received. The ribbon was shoe ribbba.spirits which the mate had on
board were what he had obtained at the Cape, itcatsd “Cape smoke.” | don'’t
blame Tibbs half so much as the others; | couldsagtwhether | ever told him so.

Cross-examined by Farrall. | went to Mr. Nichads see if 1 might let off John
Farrall, and he told me | might do as | pleased.

Re-examined. — The time of going to rest vadedording to the weather, we went
or sat up. When Rogers came to pull me out he $8mime out here, you ruffian.”
There was a quarrel between the mate and the dd@tomy oath | never saw any
improper conduct between the mate and the femalésve frequently seen the
surgeon turn other men out from the women’s apartsne
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Wm. TASKER, carpenter of the Resource, corroborated the giegewitness’
statement as to the disturbance on board the yess@lto seeing the marks on the
prosecutor’s back next day.

THOMAS WILLIAMS , seaman on board the Resource, proved that tisequtor
was rope’s-ended at the windlass-end on the statbside, that before he was
flogged, the prosecutor was on the mizen crosstrees

- CHECKERS proved that Tibbs gave the prosecutor one dozestrokes in the
presence of twenty or thirty of the passengers,taatihe did not cry out at all, and
that he went off as soon as the flogging was over.

Mr. A’'Beckett, for the two Rogers, submittedttti@eir was no evidence to go to the
jury against his clients, John and Thomas Rogerthere was no evidence to connect
them with the assault, the prosecutor having swueg were not present.

His Honour was of opinion, that it was a joint frass, it was all one transaction, and
he should leave it to the jury to say whether theg been parties to driving the
prosecutor from his berth in order that the assaidght be committed.

Mr. A’'Beckett then addressed the Court, in bebathe two Rogers, and stated that
the whole case, as against his clients, resteth@e\idence of the prosecutor, which
was of the most suspicious kind. It could not beiet that he had received his dozen,
and he was sure that no wretch in Carter's Barrasley deserved his corporal
punishment more than the prosecutor; if what wiggedl in his instructions was true,
viz., that the prosecutor and his wife were actagy panderers to the unlawful
propensities of the chief-officer, and also frons Igross violation of the rules of
decency, which were laid down in a series of rieghe preservation of good order,
which he had so far violated by smoking in histhignd concluded by stating that he
would call the surgeon and captain of the vesse$peak to the character of all the
parties.

Mr. BROADHURST, for Tibbs, admitted the assault, but thought thate was
some mistake, as the assault ought to have beegechas being made in preserving
good order. He felt surprised that such a trumpasg had even been brought into the
Supreme Court, when the magistrates, as they apowered to do, might have
settled the matter in the Police Court. There wss another very striking feature in
the case, and that was, that although the presastawcriminal prosecution, yet Mr.
Callaghan did not appear before the Court as &septative of the Attorney-General,
but he appeared merely as a private counsel girient prosecutor. He did not see
any reason why the public time of the Court oughbéave been employed in trying
such a case, unless it had been for the exprepsgriof affording an opportunity for
the prosecutor to exhibit himself as a witness @r Majesty’'s Supreme Court, before
Her Majesty’s Chief Justice.

The two undefended prisoners made no defence.

The following witnesses were then called:- @ap¥ILLIAM BOYLE , thought
that John and Thomas Rogers were unexceptionatdeF-arrell was only concerned
in one slight fight, which occurred on board, whislas quelled by him and the
doctor; all the others were quiet and peaceablecgeducted men.

Cross-examined. — From what we heard afterwdnelshought there was reason for
the repesending by the prisoners.

MICHAEL WILLIAM LEE , Doctor of Medicine, had come out as Surgeon
Superintendant of the Resource, and felt no intenethe result of the trial; he also
gave all the prisoners excellent characters exogtarrall, who had been engaged in
a fight with one of the sailors, and it was afterdgdiscovered that the sailor was in
the wrong, having first struck Farrall.



07 October 2008 4

PATRICK WILLIAM GARRATY , a blacksmith by the Resource from Milligan,
also gave the five prisoners characters for beingtgwell behaved inoffensive men,
and although he had slept with the prosecutor ennight of the assault, he saw
nothing of it, but in cross examination he admittedt he heard the strokes on the
prosecutor’s back while lying in his berth, andttha saw his back black on the
ensuing day.

Mr. Callaghan replied to the evidence for théedee, and repelled the taunt with
which he had been twitted, of appearing as a licethsel for a criminal prosecution,
by stating that the Attorney-General was not then mvdo would trust any case to a
junior counsel, which was not at once simple, amchsas he was able, to manage, as
the one at present before court.

His Honor in putting the case to the jury sdltht he considered the present as a
very grave charge. It had been asked why he hatheahagistrates decided the case;
had the prisoners been mariners, it might have Beatisposed of, but not being so,
the case must necessarily come before the Supreme. @\fter commenting on the
illegality of the proceeding, he told the jury, thiey must be convicted, that the two
Rogers had been present aiding and abetting. He stdded, that had any of the
prisoners been killed by the defendant, while theye illusing him, it would have
been his duty to instruct the jury to have founnh tguilty of justifiable homicide
only.

The jury without retiring from the box, acqudtéhe two Rogers, and found the
other three guilty of the assault, but recommenihedh to mercy on account of the
characters they had received.

The Judgment of the Court was prayed by Mr.agdlhn. His Honor was willing to
give the utmost effect to the recommendation ofXing/, but he could not otherwise
regard it as a most outrageous proceeding, sull asver had heard had occurred on
board an immigrant ship since he came to the coldme proper source of all
authority on board these ships was the captainpandbor the recommendation of the
jury he would have inflicted a much more severeiglunent. They were then each
sentenced to three months to Sydney Gaol. SeeSldoey Gazette, 11 February
1841; Australian, 11 February 1841.

Decisions of the Superior Courts of New South Walg88-1899; Published by the
Division of Law Macquarie University

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/18, 06/05/1843

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - POLICE.

On Friday an Amazonian looking female, nan@&THERINE FLINN , whose face
exhibited strong marks of recent punishment, wasequ at the bar, charged with
drunkenness and with violently assaulting her mase J.M. DAVIS, to whom she

is a hired servant. Her master deposed that oWwgenesday previous, in passing his
kitchen, he observed the prisoner apparently dsittkhg composedly smoking her
pipe, which she quietly removed when she saw hind gave vent through her
compressed lips to a sound of all others the mosific to ears polite, and the most
humiliating to its object. Provoked by repetitiooisthis outrage on his feelings and
authority he directly unseated her ladyship, whestraggle took place, which might
have ended direfully for the complainant only fdwe ttimely interference of his
friends. The woman stated in her defence thatester had struck her without any
provocation, and that she was (as she expressabliged to call out all sorts of
murder for assistance. The magistrate dismissed ciise of assault, as the
complainant admitted that he was the assailane v&s sentenced on the charge of
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drunkenness to 48 hours solitary confinement, opap a fine of £2, as it was her
second offence.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/23, 10/06/1843

TIOCKETS OF LEAVE CANCELLED. - Yesterday a man nai#EOHN STACEY,

a ticket of leave holder, was brought before thecheon a charge of fighting on the
race course on the previous day. He was appretidngeonstableBRADBURY,,
who deposed to the fact of the prisoner fightingg ahe man with whom he was
quarrelling having proved that Stacey struck himesal times, he was convicted of
an assault, and sentenced to be worked in irons sfar months, with a
recommendation that he be deprived of his ticket.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/25, 24/06/1843

A RIOTOUS SUBJECT. - On Wednesday last a man dai@HN DONNELLY ,

an immigrant, was brought before the police bewtlayged with disorderly conduct
and assaulting a constable on the previous evenigappeared that about nine
o’clock on Tuesday night Donnelly was drunk in gteeet. He used very abusive
language towards MWWISDOM and Mr.KINGSMILL , and threatened if the former
would come out of his house that he would settte. hA constable was sent for, and
on his arriving, and trying to persuade the magdoaway quietly, he assaulted the
policeman, who thereupon took him into custody. w#es sentenced to pay a fine of
£5, or be imprisoned in Newcastle gaol for one rhont

POLICE OFFICE. - On Wednesday [a$aMES DEWELL and MARTIN
BRENAN, both ticket of leave holders, were brought betbeepolice bench charged
with assault and battery on the person of PIRVIES on the evening of Tuesday, the
20" instant, and being convicted of the same they wentenced to have their tickets
of leave cancelled and to be returned to governméd@HANNA DURAN, alias
DEWELL , the wife of Dewell, was convicted of aiding andetiing in the above
assault, and was sentenced to seven days soliafinement in the cells, and to be
returned to government.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/26, 01/07/1843

ASSAULT. - Yesterday a woman namBtARY FORD, assigned to Mr. Todhunter,
was brought before the police bench charged wiblence and assault. It appeared
from the evidence of MrsSTODHUNTER that on the previous day she spoke to the
prisoner, who she saw had been drinking, and omdaker with this, the prisoner
said Mrs. T. was a liar, for if she had been dmgkshe would have struck her. About
two hours afterwards Mrs. Todhunter again went im® kitchen, and accused the
man servant of bringing liquor from the new linero&d, and giving it to the prisoner,
who upon this immediately struck Mrs. T. in thedaand discoloured her eye; she
afterwards endeavoured to throw some boiling sqagnther, but was prevented. The
prisoner was found guilty of the assault, and ser@d to be worked in the third class
at the female factory, Parramatta, for twelve cadermonths.

A BOISTEROUS CUSTOMER. - On Monday morning lastnan namedOHN
HENSON, who had been given in charge by MOX, of the Union Hotel, on the
previous Saturday, was brought before the policeclhecharged with disorderly
conduct. It appeared that on Saturday the prisaasrinsulting almost every person
about Mr. Cox’s house, and Mr. Cox gave him in geaio constabl®RAFFERTY .
Henson was very drunk and outrageous, kicked Mx &l the constable, and bit the
latter severely on the hand. It was with greafiaifty that he was secured by the
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assistance of four or five other constables. Theva facts having been clearly
proved against him, the bench sentenced him t@gme of 40s., or to be imprisoned
in Newcastle gaol for one month. He was allowetl &niday to pay the fine.
HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - NEWCASTLE.

POLICE OFFICE. Before Captain Armstrong, J.P.)

ASSAULT. - On Tuesday lasitOHN MALOWNEY , per Westmoreland, was
arraigned on a charge of assault, with intent tmro@ some grievous bodily harm.
The prosecutorJOHN PARRY, deposed that on the evening of Monday, Juﬂé 19
about nine o’clock, he was sitting in the parlo@irRmuse’s inn, when the prisoner
attempted to enter the room, on which the prosecaote and prevented him. Shortly
afterwards, on his leaving the room, Malowney cameto him and struck him a
severe blow on the face, which knocked him dowml an his being raised up by
some persons who witnessed the assault the pridoeera clasp knife and inflicted a
deep wound on Parry's head. The wound was attetwlég a medical gentlemen,
and a few days afterwards the prisoner was appdelkenlt appears the prisoner was
seen about the premises for some time after tleulisgas committed, and no notice
was taken of him. It is a matter of surprise tthet prisoner, who is a notoriously
depraved character, should be allowed to be abava late an hour, and thus be
enabled to commit a brutal assault upon a free mah,to remain at large for some
days afterwards. The prisoner was fully committethke his trial.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/34, 26/08/1843

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - NEWCASTLE.

POLICE OFFICE, AUGUST 18. JAMES ROACH was charged with an assault on
the person oMARY MAHER , with the intent of seriously injuring her, andrhe
property, by firing the house, in which the prisoagd his wife were lodgers. He was
found guilty of the offence, and sentenced to payiree of £5, and in default of
payment to be imprisoned in Newcastle goal for manths.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/35, 02/09/1843

ASSAULT. - Yesterday a young man, a native of twony, namedJOHN
MACKENZIE , was brought before the police bench charged wagbaulting Mr.
WILLIAM WITTON , at the Northumberland Hotel, on the previous égn It
appeared that a quarrel arose between the pagtipecting a toss for 5s., which each
claimed to have won, and the defendant struck thaptainant three times, and
knocked out two of his teeth. The defendant acuithe assault, but asserted that he
had won the toss. The bench convicted him of ffenoe, and sentenced him to pay
a fine of £5, or to be imprisoned in Newcastle ghwltwo months, and to find
sureties to keep the peace for twelve months, hinms€40, and two sureties in £20
each. The fine was immediately paid, and the msqirocured, upon which the
defendant was discharged from custody.

A man namedONALD KENNEDY and his brother have been committed by the
Windsor bench to take their trial for shooting adavounding a constable in the
execution of his duty. It appears that the sherifiailiff, attended by a number of
constables, went to execute a writ of ejectmentkennedy’'s premises, which he
resisted. Shots were exchanged on both sideKamaedy and his family were only
got out of the house by the officers of the lavtisgtfire to it.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/40, 07/10/1843
HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - NEWCASTLE.
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TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 26.

DAVIES v. HENNESSY. - This was a case of assanlivhich the defendant was
charged with throwing a qusantity of dirty wateeothe person of MrOAVIES on
Friday last. The defendant was found guilty of ¢fience, and sentenced to poay a
fine of five shillings, and costs.

HARLOCK v. JONES. - This was another case of@ssand drunkenness, preferred
against a free woman namedIZABETH JONES , who from the evidence adduced
had, it appeared, assaulted the plaintiff by thrawsundry brickbats at him, one of
which hit him on the countenance, and drew blotidvas also stated that a sheep’s
head bone was flung by the defendant at the pieénthild, an infant, which struck it
on the back. The defendant alleged that the fitésntvife had greatly exasperated
her, and that the sheep’s head bone was flungail#ntiff, but struck the child. The
defendant was fined five shillings, and costs.

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 29.

ROBERT BONNOR, freed, appeared on summons to answer a chatgeating his
wife, on Tuesday last. Consta@NKLE [RINKER] deposed that he went to the
defendant’s house, where he saw his wife in a gbldood. The defendant was very
drunk, and witness did not see him strike his wifdr. KEMP having been sworn,
stated that on Tuesday morning he heard a loucsing of murder, and on looking
towards Bonnor’s house he observed him pick upxanthat was lying in the yard,
and with it cut off the handle of a broom, which teok into the house, and
immediately after a most dreadful screaming waswel; and witness saw the wife
of the defendant come out of the house bleedinfupety from the head. Mr. Kemp
also stated that although he did not witness teauds he was morally certain, from
circumstantial evidence, that the defendant hadneibied a brutal assault upon her.
The court remarked to the defendant that it wasrtumate thing for him that the
offence was not proved, and that his wife had cgded for him. The defendant (who
is a remarkably ill-looking man) was then ordered¢ discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/41, 14/10/1843

(Summary Jurisdiction)

JOHN MALONEY was charged with having committed an assault uperperson
of JOHN PARRY, with intent to do some grievous bodily harm, on 268 June last,
at Newcastle.

The evidence for the prosecution went to shaat the prosecutor, who is a miner,
and several of his friends were drinking at Mr. Beg public house on the night in
question, where drink was given by the committeeviof Scott, and the prisoner
attempted to come into the same room, but was seduby Parry, who told him he
had no business there. Soon after Parry wentfahieacoom, and the prisoner struck
him in the lobby of the house, and cut him on teachwith a pocket knife, which one
of the witnesses saw him take out of his pocket.

To rebut this evidence the prisoner called aegs namedHOMAS COKELER,

a prisoner assigned to the Company, who statechéhaias standing at the door of the
public house listening to the speeches of the cdt@ejiand the prisoner, who was
known by the name of thaBULL PUP,” was standing beside him; witness had some
drink, which was brought out of the house, andphsoner went into the house and
attempted to go into a room, when he saw Parry coumend strike prisoner across
another man’s shoulder; upon which the prisonarrned the blow, and they fought
for about ten minutes; he saw no knife, and wherfitfht was over some of the men
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about said that Parry had fell upon a glass batil® cut his head, and others said it
was cut with a knife.

The court found the prisoner guilty, and he ws@stenced to be worked two years in
irons. The witness for the defence, Cokeler, waer@d to be taken into custody on
suspicion of perjury.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/45, 11/11/1843

CONTEMPT OF COURT. - On Monday last, during thitireg of the court of
requests, a freed man nanR@®BT. BONNER (who a short time back was charged
with brutally assaulting his wife) was committed fmontempt of court, for making
use of a most profane oath whilst giving evidendéajor Crummer very properly
sentenced the man to six days imprisonment in #wd, gvhich course gave great
satisfaction to those present, as during the ticoapied in hearing the three or four
cases in which Bonner was concerned he was repeatatied to order by the
commissioner for his indecorous bearing, extravaggstures, and remarks to the
witnesses. It is to be hoped this sentence wilkha salutary effect on the man, who
was evidently in a state of intoxication.

SYDNEY NEWS. - On Friday last Mr. AldermafLOOD was fined £50 for
assaulting Mr. CouncilloHOLDEN, by striking him on the face. The assault was
said to have been committed for some discourtegpsession used by Mr. Holden
towards the City Council. The Mayor and Counchbstribed the amount of the fine,
and handed it over to Alderman Flood.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 1/49, 09/12/1843

STABBING. - On Sunday last a man nam®&dL , who resides at Lochinvar, was
stabbed in his own house, in the lower part of dbelomen. Sometime ago a
conviction was obtained against Ayl for sly grodisg, in consequence of which he
kept out of the way, but returned a few days baSlame assigned servants of Mr.
Wentworth’'s went to his house on Sunday last, isupposed for the purpose of
obtaining some grog, and in some dispute whicheaoo® of them stabbed Ayl in two
places. For some time the wounds were thougheteey dangerous, but he is, we
believe, now in a fair way for recovering. The nvano stabbed him made off, and
has not yet been apprehended. Two other men ajeee into custody on Wednesday
last at the police office, but they were allowed.ba

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/53, 06/01/1844

TICKETS OF LEAVE CANCELLED. - The tickets of lea belonging to the
undermentioned prisoners of the crown have beenetiad for the reasons stated
opposite their respective names:ELIZABETH EDGAR , Planter 2, living by
prostitution, Singleton bench.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/56, 27/01/1844

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - MUSWELLBROOK.

CAPTURE OF BAKER. -WILLIAM BAKER , formerly in the employment of the
Australian Agricultural Comp[any, and for whom awerd was offered by

government and the Port Stephens bench, has redereh taken at the Peel River,
and in endeavouring to escape got well pommelledif® pains by the police. [But
see 2/60, 24/02/1844, saying that he has NOT beerelaended.]

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/57, 03/02/1844
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ASSAULT. - JANE COOPER chargedJAMES WOLFE with having assaulted
her by striking her in the face with his fist on tvesday, the 2%ult. It appeared the
prosecutrix went on that evening into Mr. Youngisbfic-house, about nine o’clock,
and sat down there, at which time the defendantiwéi$e room, tipsy; soon after he
spoke to her, and she returned no answer, ancehetdld her to keep off his ground,
or he would give her in charge to a constable; tske him to keep his wife from
annoying her, or she would give them in charge.aldout two minutes after he rose
up, and came to her, and struck her in the eye matfist, once. Mr. Wolfe admitted
he had struck her, but assured the bench he wantlchave done so had he not
received great provocation. As he had no witnepsesent to prove this, the bench
fined him 20s. and costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/62, 09/03/1844

ASSAULT. - Yesterday a man nam@dLLIAM HAWKINS was brought before
the bench, charged with having committed an assedth threats of violence, on
JAMES DANGERFIELD. The assault was proved to have been committed on
Dangerfield about one in the morning, in his owns® the prisoner having a knife in
his hand, which he threatened to run up to theimiDangerfield’s body. He was
committed for trial at the quarter sessions.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/63, 16/03/1844

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - NEWCASTLE.

POLICE. - On Tuesday laMARY RICE , a bold, masculine looking female, was
arraigned beforeJ.H. CRUMMER and JOHN ARMSTRONG, Esquires, on a
charge of assault committed on the persoAMELIA TUCKER. The prosecutrix
deposed that a day or two back she was bittendngebelonging to the accused, and
on expostulating with her for not having the aniriedl up she made use of abusive
language, and then stabbed prosecutrix in the atmanknife. The defendant was
bound over to keep the peace for twelve months,cangayment of 10s. costs was
discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/67, 13/04/1844

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - WEDNESDAY, APRIL 10.

(Summary Jurisdiction)

WILLIAM  HAWKINS was charged with an assault upodAMES
DANGERFIELD , at Harper's Hill, on the 4 March last. It appeared that the
prisoner went to the prosecutor’s hut to light piige, and after doing so went away;
he returned afterwards, and accused prosecutekioigt his money; he was in liquor,
and threatened to stab him if he did not restoréltte prosecutor put him out of the
hut, and assistance coming he was given in chaifee prosecutor said prisoner
never attempted to use the knife, and they hadyahvaen on the most friendly terms.
The prisoner, in his defence, said it was all owingthe influence of liquor; he
afterwards found that he had wrongfully accused ghesecutor, but he had no
intention whatever of offering violence to him. Heped the court would noit dwell
too much on the dark side of the case, and he wprddhise nevermore to put an
enemy into his mouth to steal away his senses. cbbet returned a verdict of guilty,
and in passing sentence said that in consequenteeojood character which the
prisoner had received and the evident desire optbsecutoir to recommend him to
mercy they would be as lenient as possible. Theesee of the court was that he be
imprisoned in Newcastle gaol for three calendar timan
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/80, 13/07/1844

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - NEWCASTLE.

POLICE OFFICE. — FRIDAY, JULY 5. ANN MULLER , an old dame with a huge
head and a small pug nose, and wearing a stiff whpsh appeared to have been
recently washed in a horse pond and ironed withick bat, was charged by constable
LANE with being drunk anabstropolousand making use of naughty language on
the Sunday previous, to the no small annoyancéefpeaceable inhabitants of the
town, and especially horrifying to the sensitiveves of the witness, who took her in
charge, and escorted her over to the tender mestig® lockup keeper. This being
Mrs. Muller’'s second offence, she was fine fivellsigs, and in default forty-eight
hours solitary confinement.

WILLIAM BACON was also charged with being drunk and requesticagnatable
to summons him when he was in that condition. ddmestable kindly dispensed with
the formal procedure to which he had been invitew| lodged his customer in the
lockup. Mr. Bacon was fined 5s.

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - TUESDAY, JULY 9.

MARGARET MAHER was indicted for that she on theS‘ZMay last, and divers
other days, had conducted herself at Newcastle esnmanon scold and common
nuisance, to the annoyance of her Majesty's pedzeabbjects at Newcastle
aforesaid. The jury returned a verdict of guilbyyd the Court sentenced her to be
imprisoned for one month in Newcastle gaol.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/81, 20/07/1844

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - NEWCASTLE.

POLICE OFFICE. - FRIDAY, JULY 20. - MISAMIVEL GREEN , a youngish-
old-looking gentleman, with long curling locks, @ather ringlets, which fell
luxuriantly down as far as his shoulders, and amuketo be the “ne plus ultra” of
fashion, albeit his beard looked more of the fastod the days of yore than of the
middle of the nineteenth century, appeared to answeharge of being drunk and
violating the Sabbath. The case was about to berezhinto, when Mr. Samivel
pleaded guilty to the charge, and was fined fivdlisgs, with which sum not being
provided he was in default sentenced to 24 hoditauigoconfinement.

WEDNESDAY, JULY 17.

Mr. SAMIVEL GREEN again appeared to answer a charge of absentingeliims
from the hired service of MHENRY COLLEY , of Hexham, since Thursday last.
Mr. G. had been deprived, since his visit to théscef his flowing locks pretty
considerably, and, in the Yankee lingo, he seenagah@mpously clawed-up, having
the appearance of being parboiled in oil, and Bsusi as a cockney in the dog-days.
Mr. Colley briefly stated his belief that Green me#o give him the slip altogether.
The bench, after fully investigating the mattercréed that Samivel should pay the
sum of twenty shillings and the costs, or to bet $ergaol for a month. Samivel
sniggered to his master to forgive him, and he'dkmike blazes; but Mr. Colley
intimated that it was “no go,” and the unfortun&ammy, deprived of his killing
locks, was put aside to be re-conducted to thelibigse” on the sand hills.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/85, 17/08/1844

A SCOLD. - Yesterday [FRIDAY] a woman namé&dIZA MITCHELL was
brought before the police bench, chargedWiy.LIAM TURNER , shoemaker, of
West Maitland, with having used very abusive lamggusowards him and his wife,
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and with having assaulted him. It appeared thatctimplainant and defendant both
lived under one roof, but the house was divided, there was a communicating door
between them, which was nailed up. About eightock on Friday evening the
defendant began to abuse complainant, and some dfteevards burst open the
nailed-up door, and entering the room tore down libd-curtains, and did other
mischief; she afterwards threw several bricks an&ry one of which struck him on
the breast. She continued abusing him until abwelve o’clock, when he gave her
in charge to a constable. The defendant calledman namedARY DAWSON,
who deposed that she had heard Mrs. Turner caéindeht's children improper
names, but defendant did not hear her. Cons@GRIBNT deposed that the defendant
was a very disorderly character, and had befora besvicted as a scold. The bench
sentenced the defendant to pay a fine of 40s. antb4costs, or to be imprisoned in
Newcastle gaol for one calendar month.

DISORDERLY CONDUCT. - On Saturday lagLIZA MITCHELL was
convicted of being drunk and disorderly in the etseof West Maitland, and was
sentenced to pay a fine of 20s., or to be confingbe cells for twenty four hours.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/96, 02/11/1844

THREATS. - YesterdayOHANNA WELCH and T. DEWELL appeared on
summons at the police office, to answer the charfigdOHN WILLIAMS , for
putting him in bodily fear. It appeared that thenfle prisoner had been committed to
tale her trial at the next quarter sessions faalistg a jacket and 15s., the property of
Williams, and on Tuesday last she was bailed owustody by the prisoner Dewell.
On her liberation both prisoners proceeded to whéitBams was at work, and after
called him a hangman and other opprobrious epittietsatened to settle him before
the quarter sessions. Both the prisoners weredouear to keep the peace towards
all her Majesty’s subjects, and particularly thempdainant, for twelve calendar
months, in the sum of £20 each.

ASSAULT. - YesterdayVILLIAM EVANS , a ticket of leave holder, in the employ
of Mr. JAMES WOLFE, was brought before the police bench on a charfge o
assaulting the wife of MrP. MURPHY, the contractor for building St. John's
Church. It appeared from the evidence of Mr. Myrginat on Wednesday evening
last, between seven and eight o’clock, he wassndom, when he heard a female cry
out, and oin running into the next room he fourat th was his wife, who told him
that she had been attacked by a man, who struckshehe sat in the house with a
piece of board, and knocked the child out of hemsar He ran out after the man and
caught him: he offered a good deal of resistanaewlith the assistance of two other
persons, namel’'MANUS and BOYLE , he secured him, and brought him back to
the house. Several of the neighbours assembledfram them he understood that
the man was a ticket of leave holder in the seroicklr. Wolfe, and at their request
he let him go. Complainant stated that he hadangtimpression on his mind that
the prisoner had been put up to do him or his faseime injury in consequence of
some communication which he (complainant) had hath \Wis Excellency the
Governor. He could not, however, swear that theoper then before the court was
the man whom he caught on Wednesday evening. MlfeWwvho was present, stated
that there was no doubt the prisoner was the mainthe offence with which he was
charged was purely accidental. The prisoner haa Bent by him (Mr. Wolfe) on an
errand to Mr. Lipscomb’s, and in passing Murphytaise a number of dogs flew out
at him; upon which he picked up a piece of woodclHiappened to be lying there
and threw it at them, when it went into the houmad he did not believe that the
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prisoner was actuated by any malicious motives et but unfortunately the man
was a ticket of leaver holder, and could not speakhimself. The case was then
remanded until to-day, in order that evidence migghbrought on both sides.
HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - NEWCASTLE.

POLICE OFFICE. - FRIDAY, OCTOBER 25.

JAMES DEWELL, a ticket of leave holder for this district, ad®@HANNA, his
wife, were charged with stealing thirteen shillintise property of one Mr8 OWEN,

of Raymond terrace. It appeared from the evidethe¢ about five months ago
complainant came to Newcastle on business, andupdier abode at the prisoners’
house for the night, and laid her bonnet and baatting her money on prisoners’
bed. On the following morning she went on boakl steamer to Raymond Terrace,
and on being asked for her passage money she thanthirteen shillings had been
taken from the bag. Complainant could not sweat tio person went into the room
where her bag was deposited except Dewell and lies wrhe male prisoner was
acquitted of the charge, but the wife being foundlty was sentenced to be
imprisoned in Newcastle gaol for one month.

ASSAULT. - ADAM LITTLE appeared on warrant to answer a charge of assault
oneJANE STEEL of Stockton. The evidence of MBOODWORTH went to show
that on the night of the 4instant, at about eight o’clock, he saw the prsstrike
complainant and knock her down, and place his knedser breast. After some time
witness took Steel home, when she fell into fitsd a&mained in them until about a
quarter past twelve o’clock. The witness thoudt® fits were occasioned by the
treatment which the woman received from the prisoard she was in consequence
of the injuries she had received unable to atteectourt to give evidence against the
prisoner. The prisoner was then remanded untils@ag the 28 instant, when he
was again brought up, and finally bound over tgpkie peace for twelve months.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/98, 16/11/1844

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - MEWCASTLE.

POLICE OFFICE. - WEDNESDAY, NOV. 6

Mr. JAMES PERRY, brewer, of Newcastle, appeared on summons to eangve
complaint ofMICHAEL KILFOYLE for an assault on his person, by striking him
with a piece of batten, on 310ctober last. The plaintiff stated that he hathso
carpenter work to perform at the brewery, and wisisemployed a female came for
some yeast, and as no one was present he wergrechs® the defendant, to whom he
said, on meeting him at the rear of the premisestHis the way you keep your
customers waiting?” when the defendant called w#nan Irish convict. Witness
replied, “If you're not belied, you were a convigiurself.” On this defendant went
away, and immediately returned with a piece ofdmin his hand, with which he
struck Kilfoyle on the hip, and knocked him dowmdawhilst he lay on the ground
the defendant struck him again several times wlth Ibatten. A female named
MARY PELLAM then deposed to having heard the complainant makeof the
words, “D---0 your old eyes, why don’t you atterml your customers?” which he
addressed to the defendant. This witness addédhbkacame away directly, and did
not witness any assault. Another witness, nad&dES DOLONALD , stated that
he saw Mr. Perry strike Kilfoyle, but he could saty how the row commenced. The
bench, after a patient hearing of the case, sestkthe defendant to pay a fine of two
pounds and the costs. The money being forthcortiegdefendant was discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/99, 23/11/1844
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BRUTAL ASSAULT.

A charge of assault againBHOMAS COLLINS in which the sufferer, and elderly
man, namedOHN MURPHY , was dreadfully punished, has been before thegoli
court during the last three weeks. By Murphy’s @&fon and the evidence it
appeared that he had come into Maitland from Bladek to obtain some money to
release cattle from Black Creek pound, and on &gl rback had just got past Mr.
Beattie’s lodge when a man came up and laid holdi®fein; as the man appeared
drunk Murphy said nothing for a while, till a cdoaded with green stuff, which was
passing, had gone on, but presently asked hint golewhen the man said he would
search him first to see what he had about him. pWyrsaid he had only a few
shillings about him, and would not stand being cleed. As he said the words
another man came up and struck him on the headk Wi first man seized his collar
and brought him to the ground, Murphy falling os head, and becoming insensible
immediately. When he faintly recovered his sensesheard a man say, “Come
away, Collins,” and a second voice answered “Ybaf’Murphy could see neither of
them, having been so brutally beaten that he cooldsee. Murphy felt for his
money, and found his waistcoat had been torn off, ieeling the waistcoat lying by
him, he ascertained that 10s. he had in his pogistgone, but 20s. in silver he had
in his boots he found was safe. His hat had falémlso, but he found it near him.
He would not charge the men with stealing the 18she did not think they intended
or had robbed him. Murphy swore positively thathael not seen any woman since
leaving Lochinvar.

HENRY BAKER deposed that he was taking a load of corn to Blarelek on that
day, and when passing a hollow near Beattie's Idadgsaw two men in the road, one
of whom was beating the other with a rope appayetite one falling several times,
while the other followed him up and beat him over face and eyes; shortly after he
overtook a dray on the road, but saw no person ityitnd concluded the two men he
had seen belonged to it. He had passed a womtafjes leaving Lochinvar, who
wanted him to give her a lift, which he refuseds bart being loaded; her face was
much bruised, being all scars and spots, and stteaHalack eye; she told him her
husband belonged to a dray which was on forward had been drinking and wanted
her to drink, and that because she refused he bather; Baker went on with his
load, the woman walking behind, till, on nearing two men he saw in the road, her
found on looking round that the woman had sudddidgppeared, and had probably
gone into the brush. When he returned from Blae in the afternoon he saw the
same dray in the roads, and the same man witppiarently, who had been flogging
the other, and when he got to Lochinvar he fourel libaten man had just been
removed there by some persons who had observetyinignin the road, in a dreadful
condition. The prisoner, Collins, was like the nfensaw beating the other, and the
woman who said she was Collins’s wife was the womha wanted a lift in his cart.

ConstablesKENDALL and GRANT deposed that they were sent on Monday
evening, Nov. 4, to apprehend two men travellinthva dray. They did apprehend
Collins on Tuesday morning very early, near Blackek. When he was told he was
their prisoner, and asked why he had beat the ald $0, he said it served him right,
for robbing him. He was told the old man was neaead, but he said that could
hardly be, as he had only struck him with his fi€€ollins’s wife, who was in the
Black Creek lockup at the time, very much beataid ker husband had beat the old
man because he had taken a crape shawl from heénwanld not give it up again.
She told the constables that she had been ridihgrimusband’s dray, but had slipped
down behind, and gone over the fence for a few mesuwhen two men, and old and
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a young man, came riding up on one horse, andabegyman got off, and attempted
to take liberties with her, and when he resistetddgan beating her with a short stick,
but the old man persuaded him to desist, takingshawl, however, from her; and
that for this her husband had beaten the old manwie came up. This was said ion
Collins’s presence, who did not deny it; but thenvem varied a good deal in her
statements at different times.

Dr. SLOAN deposed that he had been called in to attend Mugiter he was
removed to Lochinvar, and found him brutally beatds life had not been in danger,
but he feared he would never recover his sight.

During the examination on Friday, the™5he bench had Collins brought close to
Murphy, and asked Murphy if he could recognise hgone of the two men; but the
old man, after painfully endeavouring to make agtfbatures, said he could not take
it upon him to swear to him. During the examinatiurphy was accommodated
with a chair, and had a glass oif water before haith which he was obliged to
moisten his lips every few minutes. He was sumgbmto the police office and out
again by two of the police, and the bench gavectoss that everything should be
done for him that could be.

On Tuesday last, after a short examination, iiclvBaker’s evidence, as above, was
taken, Collins was committed for trial for an aggied assault. The other man
mentioned in Murphy’s account has not yet beenetpmmded.

NEIGHBOURLY DISTURBANCES. - On Tuesday lastIZA MITCHELL was
brought before the bench, chargedSI EPHEN DARK with maliciously destroying
his property, and abusing him. It appeared thattlu: previous evening Mrs.
Mitchell, after abusing Dark, who lived under thame roof, though in separate
apartments, to her heart’'s content, set to wodetstroy his doors and windows, and
had floored one door, and smashed nine panes 4,glkhen constablEENDALL
coming up she was given in custody. She was fi®&dand 23s. 6d. costs, or in
default to be imprisoned two months in Newcastlel.ga

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/103, 21/12/1844

ASSAULT. - MARY STEWART was yesterday brought before the police bench on
summon ns to answer the complaintAdN DAVIS for an assault. It appeared that
on last Tuesday week the defendant went to conguiéis house rather tipsy, and
wanted complainant to drink with her; she refusedd so, and on being asked again
and again refusing, the defendant gave her a viglap of the side of the head. The
offence having been fully substantiated, the dedenh@as sentenced to be confined in
the cells for twenty-four hours.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 2/104, 28/12/1844

PUTTING IN BODILY FEAR. - On Monday lasBERNARD M'GUIGAN and
MARGARET POWER were bound by the bench to keep the peace forvéwel
months under a penalty of £28AMUEL HARE having charged them with using
awful threats towards him, which, as they werenlivin his house, he was fearful
they would carry into force.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/105, 04/01/1845

ASSAULT AND ROBBERY BY SOLDIERS. - A very unusualccurrence in
Maitland happened on Christmas Eve, in which wpatears to have been intended as
a practical joke by two soldiers ended in a bratsdault being committed on a man
who could not defend himself. On that evening a mamedRICHARD TAAFFE
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was sitting in the bar of the Golden Fleece, Easitlehd, the only other persons
present being two girls, servants of MBMITH, when two privates of the #9
regiment, named®ATRICK MORRIS andCHARLES EASTBURN, went in and
had some drink. Taaffe began plaguing them, ated abme chaffing on both sides,
Morris caught up a bottle containing half a pintwf from the counter, belonging to
Taaffe, who handed it to Eastburn, who went offhwi, saying “Good Night.”
Taaffe, who was drunk, began to complain to Momi§ien Morris threatened to
knock his eyes into one, and left with the avowseéntion of getting a constable to
take Taaffe into custody for accusing him of stegalhis bottle. Taaffe left also
directly after, saying he was going to complairMno DAY. Morris soon returned,
and asked what had become of Taaffe, and on beldgoy the girls where he had
goner, said, “I'll Mr. Day him.” Taaffe proceeddd the stockade, and laid his
complaint before the sergeant of the guard, whoeresth man as he came in pass
before Taaffe, but he did not recognise any of theugh continually repeating that
he should know the man again; Morris had passed dnimongst others, and the
sergeant had asked Morris if he was the man, buildmed all knowledge of it.
Taaffe asked to see Captain Day, but the sergeaeing he was drunk, told him he
could not then, but if he would come up the nectmmy, Captain Day would have
all the men who had been put that evening brougfiark him. Taaffe then left the
stockade, to go to ME.D. DAY'S to lay his complaint before him. He had not gone
far on his way when he perceived a soldier in pursuho cooyed when he came
near, but Taaffe was alarmed and ran. The soldmwnever, overtook him at the
bottom, and struck him down twice with a heavy wegbreaking his left arm, and
inflicting several deep wounds on his head. THdisothen left him, and Taaffe got
up, and went on as well as he could to Mr. Day'spweard his tale, and immediately
went over to the stockade, when a strict inquirg wet on foot by Captain Day. The
next morning a hut-mate of Morris’ voluntarily sdtto CorporaRUDDLE that
Morris had gone out on pretence of getting in hisk shortly after he came in, and
after being away some time returned much agitaaed, bringing a heavy stick or
nullah with him, which he afterwards passed ouhatwindow. On Saturday last, the
28" Morris and Eastburn were brought before the bemtthe charge (Captain Day
and Mr. Day declining to sit), and after a greaaldsf evidence was taken, the case
was remanded to Tuesday last. The identificatibthe two prisoners as the men
who took the bottle of rum in the Golden Fleece estaiblished by the two girls, but
there was no direct proof of Morris's being the maho committed the assault,
Taaffe being doubtful as to his identity, aRdDD, the hut-mate of Morris, swearing
that Morris was only away from the hut about temunes, that he brought his frock
but no stick, appeared quite easy, and went to daduily. Both prisoners were
remanded for trial.

THREATS OF FIRE AND DESTRUCTION. - On Frid&LLEN M'GUINNESS
appeared before the bench to answer the charB®WARD ROBINSON, who is a
neighbour of hers. It appeared they had a quandflonday, the 23 ult., and Ellen
getting desperate, had threatened to put a fick-gtio Robinson’s wheat, and fetch
his house down to ashes. Robinson swore that beafraid she still intended to keep
her promise. The bench bound Mrs. M'Guinness avei20 to keep the peace for
twelve months.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/107, 18/01/1845
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ASSAULT. - JAMES GREEN was brought before the bench on Tuesday last,
charged with committing an assault WALLIAM JONES , at Black Creek, on the
Thursday previous. The case was fully proved,@reen was fined 10s. and costs.
ASSAULT ON A CONSTABLE.

JAMES SCREWHAN was indicted for an assault on constaflelOMAS
ASPINALL , while in the execution of his duty, at Scone, tha 3¢ September,
1844.

It appeared that on that day a woman nar@&d|A FROGGETT came to
constable Aspinall, and informing him that Screwlmd committed an assault on
her, asked him to come and apprehend him. Aspwetit to the house of a man
namedROBERT CORBIN, where Screwhan lodged, and declining to apprehend
him, as he had not seen the assault committed,nsmated with Screwhan on his
conduct. Screwhan said Froggett was a dirty blaakdy and he would kick her if she
did not behave, and any one who would take her paspinall replied, “Perhaps you
would strike me.” Screwhan said he would if he eamto the house, and again
threatened the woman. Aspinall on this went ihi® lhouse, and laid his hand upon
his shoulder, saying he was better in the lockgm ttihere. Screwhan immediately
grappled with him, and they both came to the grouctewhan kicking Aspinall
desperately on the head before they were separatet,inflicted several severe
wounds. After hearing two witnesses for the dedemlse Chairman charged the jury,
who after a short consultation enquired of the Coumether the constable was
justified in apprehending the man, not having saerassault committed; the Court
replied that he was not justified in apprehending lexactly, but coupling the
information n he had of a previous assault withttlreats against the woman, he was
justified in interfering to prevent a breach of ffeace; and on the contrary, Screwhan
would have been justified in removing the constabf@and quietly, but was no way
justified in committing a violent assault. Theyuhen retired for an hour and three
quarters, when they brought in a verdict of guilt$screwhan was remanded for
sentence.

LARCENY. Trial of PATRICK MORRIS and CHARLES EASTBURN both
Privates of the 99 Regiment, for stealing bottle of rum froRICHARD TAAFFE.
Both guilty; six weeks imprisonment Newcastle Gaol.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/110, 08/02/1845

ASSAULT. - On TuesdapENNIS SLATTERY appeared before the bench, to
answer the charge FOSEPH BARNIER for assaulting him. It appeared both
parties live at Mulberry Creek, Slattery being ackkeeper on Mr. Halfpenny’s run
there, adjoining the land occupied by plaintiffatfer. On Tuesday, January'28
plaintiff saw Slattery herding cattle near his &th ground, and going out found that
he had allowed them to stray amongst their pumpkimsch were suffering greatly
under this treatment. Hereupon, after abusingte®iata little, plaintiff drove the
cattle into his father’s stockyard, and was justuseg the slip rails when Slattery
without much parley struck him on the back withtiaks Plaintiff turned round and
his Slattery in the face, on which Slattery reteelabehind Mr. Halfpenny’s nephew,
who by this time had arrived on the field of actiand picking up two stones threw
them at plaintiff, on whose body both of them tagflect. Contradictory evidence
was called on both sides, but as the honor ofiteelflow remained with Slattery, the
bench convicted him of the assault, and fined His. And costs.

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - HINTON.



07 October 2008 17

SERIOUS ACCIDENT. - Yesterday, th&' 6the inhabitants here were a good deal
shocked at hearing that Dr. SCOTT's overseer, hlfigespected man, had just met
with a sudden and frightful death. It seems whilehrashing machine was in full
operation on the Dr.’s premises, a quantity of famlhad gathered in the barrel, and
suddenly exploded with great violence, driving egmipin of the machine into the
forehead of the unfortunate overseer, who was Bigrimy — the pin passing out again
at the top of his head. He fell instantly, app#yequite dead. The news reached Dr.
SCOTT, who was coming towards this place, and he turnedhddiately, and
galloped back to the assistance of the unfortumete. Last evening we were happy
to hear that his life was safe, the pin having mtentially escaped injuring any vital
part.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/113, 01/03/1845

HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - JERRY’S PLAINS.

A ruffian of the name oMALONEY , who has been long notorious here for acts of
violence, and has generally escaped through thentis of Jerry’s Plains from a court
of justice, is now in custody, charged with a blabuisty assault upon a person called
“DICK THE TAILOR” with a spade. Both men were intoxicated, and heehb
guarrelling, butthe tailor,” having got “over fu,” was desirous of an armististaen
Maloney treacherously struck him with the spad#licting a dangerous and severe
wound above the right temple. Fortunately, for #rs of justice, a magistrate
(CaptainRUSSELL) accidentally arrived at the spot whilst the wreteas exulting
over his bleeding and insensible comrade and #mé&aj destruction to any one “that
didn't like it,” and immediately ordered him intaustody. He has been refused bail,
as being too dangerous a character to be at largen happy to add that the poor
tailor is in a fair way of recovery; he has promise take the pledgend keep it next
time. February 26.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/116, 22/03/1845

DETERMINED ASSAULT. - On Monday evening, abouhaio’clock, Mr.JOHN
ANLABY , innkeeper, of Morpeth, was putting a man na@&UEL GREEN out

of his house for creating a disturbance, when amothan, namedNILLIAM
HEALY , turned upon him and struck him a violent blowtlo& cheek. The pair then
went out in the road, challenging Mr. Anlaby outfight, but the police coming up
Healy was taken into custody, though Green madeeb&ape. About an hour
afterwards Mr. Anlaby was opening his door to tebne of his lodgers, and whilst
standing talking to him at the door, he observedaa creeping across the road on his
hands and knees. He asked who it was, when Gueeped up, and said he would
let him know who it was. Mr. Anlaby immediately mtein, and shut the door just bin
time to save himself from a blow from a stone, vahstruck the door. Green threw
several other stones, but was secured by two eetpersons going round from the
back of the house, and given into custody. He lrasight up before the bench on
Tuesday, in company with Healy, when the latter Washarged, and Green was
sentenced to pay a fine of £5, or to be imprisdoedwo months, and afterwards to
find sureties to keep the peace, himself in £24,tauo sureties in £10 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/117, 29/03/1845

DRUNKENNESS AND ASSAULT. - The quietness of tleevh of Morpeth and the
reveries of the constable stationed there wereirthsti, on Monday evening last by
the outrageous clatter of two female tongues, &edwiorthy guardian of the peace
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proceeding to the spot, found a ticket of leavelanELEANOR CRAWFORD by
name, skirmishing with one MrBENSON, and making occasional digressive attacks
from her to her windows, four of which she managedreak. To prevent further
disturbance the constable took Miss Crawford int® $afe keeping till the next
morning, when the assault having been sworn aghersby her antagonist, she was
sentenced to forty eight hours confinement in lesc

ASSAULT CASES. - JOHN PARKER appeared on summons, to answer the
complaint of CHARLES CATHROW. It appeared that defendant had a right of
pasturage in complainant’s paddock, and to letlfaircde was cutting down a panel
of the fence, when the complainant came to prelkant A little scuffling ensued,
and defendant struck the complainant. He did eotydhe assault, and was fined 5s.
and costs of court.

On the same dafgLIZABETH SMITH , a prisoner of the crown, was brought
before the court charged with assaulting a MPALONEY , on the previous evening,
by knocking her down, and dragging her by the haid striking her with a stone, no
provocation having been previously given. The qrey confessed to striking the
complainant, but said it was not until she had bgigan into custody, and then, not
wishing to go to the lockup for nothing, she hadegi Mrs. Maloney a trifle for
herself. She was sent for 14 days to the cells.

Mrs. MARY HANNON , together with her two sonEDWARD and WILLIAM
HANNON, appeared on the same day, to answer the comphMARGARET
GLEESON; the two youths for throwing bricks at her, and thother for standing up
with a stick in her hand, encouraging them in tipgoceedings, and intimidating the
complainant by saying that “if she had her she woolake money of her.”
Defendant’s husband was ordered to find suretiedahalf of his wife and children,
to keep the peace, himself in £20, and two sureti€s0 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/118, 05/04/1845

ABUSIVE LANGUAGE. - SARAH CREW was brought before the police bench on
Tuesday last, charged with abusive and ill languag®r. EDWARDS, and on a
second summons with the same treatment of his viifie.Edwards was walking with
a friend past the defendant’s house, when she carhand commenced a volley of
abuse directed at the complainant, though not ussigame. He, however, got home
uninjured, in spite of the extreme volubility oktfemale tongue, and then found that
the defendant had only been giving him a seconadfaitte performance, having gone
through the first in front of his house, abusing Wwife, and detailing imaginative facts
in her private history. Mrs. Edwards declared ékériearful that defendant would
some day use something else beside her tonguerpartthe bench consequently
bound Miss Crew to the peace, herself in £10, sadsureties in £5 each.
DESPERATE ASSAULT. - On Tuesday evening lastiinfation was given to the
constables stationed at West Maitland that an @d mas lying near the edge of the
road bleeding, and apparently dying. On goindeodpot they found an elderly man,
surrounded by a crowed of people, very much cut wndnded about the head,
having a desperate gash across the left eye. d#edsthat he was riding on a dray
belonging to Mr. Wentworth, one of whose men wasimlg it, and that coming past
Mr. Owen’s some words ensued, and he was pulledheffdray, and beaten by his
companion. The old man was taken care of by thegdut afterwards refused to
point out the man who had ill-used him, and on &yithe bench ordered him into
custody until he should point out to the police than who had committed the
outrage. He promised to do so on the next morning.
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CAUTION TO LITIGANTS.

On Friday last a person nam&J EPHENS summoned a neighbou/JARY ANN
THOMSON by name, before the police bench, for rescuing esaralves, her
property, which he was driving to the pound, buitaappeared on the examination
that the complainant had had some words with tiiendent, and that had they not so
quarrelled he would not have preferred this chattge bench immediately dismissed
the case, stating that they could not allow thelipaione to be employed over charges
which were brought for the purposes of private pigand not for those of public
justice.

AN INNOCENT AMUSEMENT. - On Thursday evening lastr. PATRICK
GEAGAN, a gentleman residing in West Maitland, havinguiged pretty freely in
potations “deep and strong,” took it into his hgadamuse himself, on his return
home, by roaring out, at the highest pitch of atstean voice, what he called music,
but what his neighbours imagined to be the growldistant thunder. His wife
objecting to this recreation, he very soon added theble to his concert, by
belabouring her soundly with a broomstick. In th&lst of this hubbub, the trusty
guardian of the night, constadBRANT, came to the window, and requested that the
vigils and the peace of the neighbourhood might m®tdisturbed. This enraged
Paddy, who sallied forth, armed with the redoulidembmstick, and with loud shouts
about “Freedom and Tyranny” he dealt the constabieral sound thwacks on the
skull, but the latter beat a retreat before anyossrwounds were inflicted. Paddy,
however, was brought before the police bench ygayefor his misconduct, and was
sentenced to pay a fine of ten shillings and coassshe pleaded very hard for
forgiveness, and promised to take the pledge.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/120, 19/04/1845

DOMESTIC SQUABBLES. -THOMAS EAGAN appeared on summons to answer
the complaint oCATHERINE MASTERSON.  The parties were both servants on
the employment of MrJ. DICKSON, and, according to the female’s account, the
defendant had “pitched into” her, and beat herevidy, besides inflicting a wound in
her neck with a knife, in token of which she proeliiin court a black eye and a towel
spotted with blood. In defence Eagan stated tlatMoman was either so enamoured
with him or the kitchen, or with the good thingsc@ntained, that she could not be
kept out of it; and, as he had received his mistsesrders not to suffer her in the
kitchen, he certainly had turned her out, but jastcertainly never inflicted the
wounds, although she “bullyragged him awful.” Tihench decided that too much
force had been used upon the unfortunate fematetunn for her misplaced affection,
and sentenced the defendant to pay a fine of 20d.costs, or to be imprisoned for
14 days. Defendant proclaimed his inability to ,payd was walked off to durance
vile with an air of conscious and insulted innoegenc

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/121, 26/04/1845

STABBING AND WOUNDING. - Some short time backnsan namedHENRY
SANDERSON residing in Morpeth, had a quarrel with his ndgbr neighbour, a
shoemaker, namedOHN MAHONY , and on Monday last they resumed their
altercation in front of the door of the latter. ey ordered Sanderson away, and on
his refusing to go, laid hold of him, and a scuflesued, in the midst of which
Sanderson felt himself stabbed in the leg. Whey there parted, he found seven or
eight stabs in his leg, which had been inflicted dmme steel cockspurs which
Mahony had in his hand at the time the quarrel etisuSanderson’s hands were also



07 October 2008 20

much cut. Mahony was taken into custody and brbbeffore the police bench on
Wednesday last, to answer the charge, and\MPHTLAW , who attended Sanderson,
having certified that the wounds were only triflinpe prisoner was committed to
take his trial.

AN AFFECTIONATE PARTNER. - On Monday evening laste of the constables
on duty in East Maitland, hearing the creams oéradle proceeding from Wallis’s

Creek Bridge, immediately ran to the spot, and ¢ man very energetically
engaged in the pleasurable and healthful exerdisersewhipping his wife, who was
running about with unusual agility, and display@smsiderable skill in running round

and leaping over the puddles, into which her partweého was in a state of

considerable elevation, occasionally stumbled, gaiding on her by such short cuts,
he managed to deal upon his better half some sblomds, to which she most heartily
responded with loud shrieks. The constable, howg@aut an end to this entertaining
scene, by bearing off the husband, ®f&NIEL HANNAN , to durance vile; who, on

the next morning, was brought before the policecheand fined 20s.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/122, 03/05/1845

ASSAULT. - JOHN HALL was charged before the police bench, yesterddf, wi
assaulting on&6 AMUEL SLATER . Slater had gone to some sawyers who were at
work on the defendant’s ground, when the latteream to him, and taxed him with
stealing corn. Slater told him to keep his fowtstos own ground, when Hall came
up close to him, hinting at the probability of lgstting a broken head, telling him at
the same time to leave his ground, but before bhédado so defendant seized him and
tried to push him into the sawpit, and occasiongiitting himself into boxing
attitudes, and it was with considerable difficulbhat defendant managed to get clear
out of danger. The defendant was bound over tp Kee peace, himself in £20, and
two sureties in £10 each.

DISORDERLY CONDUCT. - Two ticket of leave holdersamedELIZABETH
EDGAR andPATRICK WARD , entered Mr. Stone’s public house, at Morpeth, on
Monday night last, and whilst having a glass ofggrthe man, who was considerably
inebriated, noticed district constabkBRAWFORD in the house, and expressed an
earnest desire of kicking several persons’ heaflsbot more particularly that of
constable Crawford. After some further manoeuweesin the course of the evening,
accused the woman of robbing him, and at lengtfaiecso violent that both himself
and his frail partner were locked up. The bendomemended Ward’s ticket to be
cancelled, and sentenced Miss Edgar to 14 daysneonént in the cells, with a like
recommendation.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/123, 10/05/1845

RIOTOUS CONDUCT. - A woman, namedlLLEN ROACH , who had been
apprehended in East Maitland on Monday night lasta considerable state of
elevation, and making rather more noise than wasssary for her, or agreeable to
the sleeping subjects of the Queen who residetieénneighbourhood, was brought
before the police bench on Tuesday morning foroffence, and as she could give no
very lucid account of her means of living, she wasitenced to one month’'s
imprisonment in Newcastle gaol.

FURIOUS RIDING. - On Tuesday last a man nand&@NATHAN DAVEY ,
holding a ticket-of-leave for the Maitland distrievas riding a young horse through
the streets, which was dashing along at a furiaise, roccasionally kicking and
rearing, much to the dangers of the passers bwet#lsas to the rider, who was so
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inebriated as to be unable to manage the horsenst@llleKEDWELL , who was
passing, took the man into custody, and the nexth@awas sentenced by the police
bench to seven days confinement in the cells, avitrarning as to his future conduct.
HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - COOLAH.

A sad accident occurred here on tI‘ﬂai&tant, at Boommbher, a station of Mr. Hall's
near Ullemambra, to a man nam8@dOREY. He had carelessly left his fowling
piece at full cock, whilst loading it, and in rammgidown the charge, the piece went
off, and lodged the contents of the barrel in tidotiunate man’s head. Medical
assistance was immediately sent for, but withoailafor in a few hours afterwards
he died.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/125, 24/05/1845

QUARRELSOME NEIGHBOURS. - Mesdamé$ANNAN and MARGARET
GLEESON, who have so often figured in the annals of thicpmffice, were again
brought before the bench, on Tuesday last, Mrsnbllarbeing the complaining, and
Mrs. Gleeson the defending party. Last Friday wekk. Hannah had gone into a
clay pit which had been previously let to Gleesomsband, accompanied by two
men, and ordered them to proceed to work thereigging clay. Mrs. Gleeson,
fancying some trespass on her supposed right topithenothing daunted by the
numbers of the foe, immediately advanced into theapd after a smart discharge of
lingual musketry, she opened a fire from her headnance, and bricks, stones, clay,
and bones showered amongst the coadjutors of Mmsnéh, several of which struck
them, and two of which hit Mrs. Hannah, who was pelfied to draw off her forces,
;leaving the victorious Mrs. Gleeson mistress af ffeld. The defendant, being
unable to substantiate any defence, was orderpdyt@ fine of 20s., or in default of
payment, 14 days confinement, and likewise to headdo the peace in £20.
CURIOUS CHARGE. - A ticket of leave holder namBdSEPH HUGHES, was
charged byPATRICK GLEESON with a breach of agreement, in leaving his
employment. Gleeson stated that he had some tiaok gone to work at the
Paterson, when defendant, who was under an agrééomdwelve months with him,
asked for his agreement to go to the police magestio get a pass for that district.
He did so, but the pass was refused, and the daféméver gave back the agreement,
but left his employment. The defendant said tmthe magistrate refusing his pass,
complainant had told him that he had no work fan,hand had given him up his
agreement. As it appeared that Hughes had gopetlwet service oHANNAN,
whose battles with the Gleesons have so often bemenunted, and for whom he had
come to court as a witness, the bench thoughtthieagreatest part of the prisoner’s
crime in the eyes of Gleeson was going into theiserof Hannan, and as Gleeson’s
testimony was unsupported, the case was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/126, 31/05/1845

VIOLENT CONDUCT. - JOHN SADLING appeared before the bench, on
Tuesday, to answer the summonsTéfOMAS MOORE for putting him in bodily
fear by abusive language and threatening gestureswas also summoned by Mr.
NELSON, of West Maitland, for a similar offence. Frometistatements of the
complainants, and the evidence of M. REUBEN, it appeared that the defendant
had acted in the violent manner complained ofiqadrly in the latter case, in which
the only provocation was, that Mr. Nelson would alow him to follow his (the
defendant’s) brother into his shop. The defendas ordered to find security to keep
the peace, himself in £20, and two sureties ine&dh.
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GOVERNMENT GAZETTE. - TICKETS OF LEAVE.

The tickets of leave belonging to the under-memibprisoners of the crown have
been cancelled for the reasons stated oppositerédsgiective names:-

ELIZABETH EDGAR, Planter, disorderly conduct; Maitland bench.

PATRICK WARD , Roslyn Castle, disorderly conduct; Maitland bench

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/129, 21/06/1845

PORT MACQUARIE. - On the fQinstant, an attempt was made on the life of the
police magistrate (MrGRAY) at this place. Mr. Gray went into his stable,
accompanied by Mr. CommissionASSIE, and having had occasion to rebuke his
groom (a prisoner of the crown) for not having ok his horse properly, the ruffian
made a thrust at him with a stable prong, whicluftately did not take effect. Before
he and Mr. Massie could get out of the stable, hawethe infuriated man made
another charge, when Mr. Massie was wounded inatime. Assistance having
arrived, he was then secured.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/130, 28/06/1845

MORE FURIOUS RIDING. - PATRICK CORCORAN was brought before the
bench yesterday for furious riding in the streetsMaitland. ConstableKERR
deposed that the defendant was riding at suchi@uirate that he found it impossible
to stop him by any means short of knocking downhbese. This sturdy and active
officer spoke of knocking down the horse with aschnmonchalancess if it were an
every-day occurrence. It was his opinion thateifitad not been provided with a stick
for that purpose he would have been ridden ovédre Holice Magistrate informed the
defendant that he would act up to the intentioread@dly expressed by the bench of
using every means to out a stop to the prevaledtraokless practice of furious
riding. He must therefore pay a fine of 40s. oergp 14 days in gaol. The same
defendant and a man nam&aDODMAN STANTON pleaded guilty to a charge of
drunkenness, and were fined 10s. each, or in detasuffer 24 hours confinement in
the cells.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/131, 05/07/1845

MORE FURIOUS RIDING. -JAMES FOGARTY appeared on summons before
the bench, on Tuesday last, for the common offenoéyithstanding the exertions
lately made by the police, of furious riding. Thé#éfence was proved against the
defendant by ConstabBOYLAN . The defendant attempted to excuse himself by
saying that the beast had been only three daystaeld it was not in his power to
hold it in; but he was informed by the bench tha town of Maitland was not a
proper place to break in horses, and the constaieeover, being positive that he
rode with a slack rein, and leant forward on thesé® neck, instead of trying to hold

it in, he was sentenced to pay a fine of £4, ofesut4 days imprisonment in
Newcastle gaol.

ASSAULT. - WILLIAM ORTON was brought before the bench on Tuesday last,
charged with assaulting/m. CRAWFORD, district constable, in the execution of
his duty, at Morpeth, on Thursday, theth26Itimo; and also with assaulting Mr.
ANLABY , innkeeper, of the same place. Crawford depasé@ting been called by
Mr. Anlaby’'s servant to quell a disturbance in theuse. When he got there,
however, all was quiet, but the prisoner was pdimtet to him by Mr. Anlaby as one
of the persons who had struck him, and he thergfoveeeded to apprehend him; but
the prisoner resisted to the utmost, violently aked the witness, and severely bit his
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hand. Mr. Anlaby confirmed this testimony, and edidhat he had merely entered the
tap for the purpose of restoring order, when he wassly assaulted by several
persons there. The prisoner was sentenced to beedin irons 12 months for the
assault on the constable, and 12 months furtheéhé&éassault on Mr. Anlaby.
PUTTING IN BODILY FEAR. - A young lady, rejoicqm in the interesting
appellation oPEGGY HOLLY , was summoned before the bench yesterday, by Mrs.
STARK, of West Maitland, for putting the latter in bodfiear by the language she
used on Tuesday evening last. Mrs. Stark statatldh Tuesday evening last the
defendant came to her shop in an uncommon staggaitement, in consequence of
the refusal of complainant to take back a smalingjyaof butter which she had sent
some one to purchase at her shop. She threatenéskrve her out,” and used
language still more inelegant to express her iratign, which complainant could not
allow herself to repeat. Mrs. Holly, on the otheand, declared that she had quite as
much reason to consider herself in bodily fear a6 Mstark. The Police Magistrate
told her that if such was the case, the law was apéier as w ell as to her opponent.
In the meantime, she must be bound over (througthhgband) to keep the peace,
herself in £20, and two sureties in £10 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/133, 19/07/1845

ASSAULT. - JAMES SMITH was charged before the police magistrate andAMr.
LANG yesterday, with assaulting ConstallRITCHARD , in West Maitland, on
Thursday last. The assault was committed by thsoper in resistance of his
apprehension for drunkenness by Pritchard, whosdeewe was confirmed by
ConstableBOYLAN , whom the prisoner also attempted to assault. wee fined
20s., or to suffer 14 days imprisonment.

MICHAEL ROACH was also charged with assaultiteREMIAH MURPHY , at
Morpeth, on Sunday last. Murphy, an old man, apgzewvith his head plastered, and
bore the appearance of having suffered much fraenirtffury he had received. He
seemed, however, quite anxious to screen the daféndnd it was not until
threatened by the bench for prevarication, thaadmitted having got a little bit of a
“scrape” on the head from him, but he had beerecable to attend to his work since.
Mr. PORTUS deposed that when the assault was committed,aimplainant called
out “murder” for a long time without ceasing; tle said he would surely die from its
effects; that he had been obliged to keep his bethfee days in consequence of the
injuries he had sustained; and that the generadwarof the defendant was marked
by drunkenness and ferocity. The stick (a vergkiuine) with which the assault had
been committed was produced, with some of thedfaine complainant still adhering
to it. In answer to the bench, the complainanisiesd that no inducements, pecuniary
of otherwise, to hush the matter, had been offéried The bench informed the
defendant that, from the evident unwillingness lt¢g tomplainant to prosecute, he
would not be committed for trial, but summarily e@rted in the penalty of £5, or two
months’ imprisonment, besides entering into recoamies to keep the peace, himself
in £20, and two sureties in £10 each.

On Thursday lastHOMAS CROSS, free by servitude, was fined 20s., or to suffer
14 days imprisonment, for assaulting Const&#fdTCHARD while in his custody.
Although the man was handcuffed at the time, hetro@u to get hold of the
neckerchief of the constable, who could not exteicaimself, but was released by
another man, name®HODES, whom he also had in custody, coming to his
assistance.
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/135, 02/08/1845

MURDEROUS ASSAULT. - A man namedHOMAS BOOMER [BULMER]
was apprehended by constaBIRAWFORD, on Wednesday last, for inflicting three
stabs in the left thigh ofHOMAS PRENTICE, in a public house at Hinton on the
previous day.

SYDNEY NEWS. - DEATH FROM DROWNING. - On the “i1uly the Rev.
JAMES DUNPHY was drowned in the river Mudgee, which he had siotato ford
on his return to Bathurst from the discharge of pisstoral duties in that
neighbourhood. He was last seen by a shephereiadt of entering the river, and it
was supposed he had fallen from his horse. The bbdhe unfortunate gentleman
was not recovered till the 16

INQUEST. - On the Z%ultimo, an inquest was held at the “Ship and Media
Miller's Point, on the body of a man namétENRY THOMPSON, who had
committed suicide on the previous evening by cgttirs throat. It appeared that the
deceased had left his work on Monday morning ferghrpose of going home to his
breakfast. He had been drinking from the Saturdglt previous, and did not return
to work, but continued drinking till Tuesday evegiinvhen he was seen with a pistol
and powder flask, which were taken from him by anmio lived in the same house,
to whom he said he would soon get “something elsghbrtly afterwards he met the
same man on the staircase, embraced and kissedahdngave him a watch with a
request that he would keep it for his sake, as he going to sea. In about ten
minutes afterwards he cut his throat. The jurydiygction of the coroner, returned a
verdict of “felo de se.”

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/137, 16/08/1845

STABBING. - On Saturday lastHOMAS BULMER was committed for trial for
stabbing Mr.THOMAS PRENTICE , at the Victoria Hotel, Hinton, on the tquly.
The prisoner was first brought before the benc8@hJuly, when the evidence of
constabl&®CRAWFORD was taken; he saw Mr. Prentice in the house, wednatho
wished the prisoner, as the person who wounded toithe apprehended. On th8 7
August the prisoner was again brought up, whenMentice was able to attend. It
appeared from his evidence that on th& 2aly he went to Mrs. Cook’s hotel, in
company with MrDAVISON, with whom he drank a couple of glasses of groge
prisoner was there, and importuned witness to figtit him; the latter, to keep him
quiet, gave him a glass of grog, and he went aafgt a good deal of trouble, during
which he took witness by the collar, and othervdas@oyed him. The witness then
went into the parlour, and remained some timey aftéch he left the house. Just as
he turned the corner, the prisoner rushed uponwitma knife. The witness, in self-
defence, knocked him down, and in doing so fellddth He was no sooner up again
then he felt himself tripped, not by the prisormut by another man whom he saw
standing about two or three yards off, and who neaene to his assistance, although
he called out loudly. The prisoner made many tisras him, but only succeeded in
stabbing him three times (in the thigh). At lengtfo persons name@ROFT and
MARTIN came to his assistance. He did not see the otlaer afterwards. The
prisoner was drunk, but witness was sober. Mr.if2avand Mr. Croft, of Hinton,
and Mr. martin, of Clarence Town, corroborated tnsdence; the latter took the
knife from the prisoner, and gave it to a man mhibuse, whom he believed to be the
prisoner’s brother; he could not say that he was ohtwo or three men he saw
standing near where the assault was committed.case was remanded till Saturday
last, when Dr.STREET, of Hinton, was examined: he saw Mr. Prentice hat t
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Victoria Hotel, on the 2‘§July, and observed two scratches and one wounat aladf
an inch deep, apparently inflicted by some halfnbinstrument, certainly not by a
sharp knife: it was not a dangerous wound. Thaesi did not think Mr. Prentice
sober at the time.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/138, 23/08/1845

ASSAULT. - MARGARET FOWLER was brought before the police bench
yesterday, at the instance of MEJMMINS , of West Maitland, for an assault upon
her in her own house, the Sportsman’s Arms, on Wsdimy last. Margaret is not
remarkable for the rectitude of her conduct, or riielness of her conversation, at
any time; and on this occasion she seems to hawe geyond herself in violence,
both in word and deed. Among other exploits slizsegeMrs. Cummins by the hair of
the head, and used towards her very violent arghténing language. Mrs. Cummins
proved the offence by the evidence RICHARD PALMER, a servant. The
defendant protested loudly against his evidencafa®urse he would say anything
for his master or mistress; and if her friend “Riegdad been there, he would have
done as much for her. As Ruggie, however, provédithless knight, and did not
make his appearance when summoned by verbal pratamoutside the court-
house, Margaret was ordered to pay a fine of £3n default to suffer two months’
imprisonment. She was also fined twenty shillifgsbeing drunk.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/145, 11/10/1845

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS

ASSAULT. - THOMAS BULMER was charged with having, at Hinton, on thd'29
July last, violently assaulteBHOMAS PRENTICE, with intent to do him grievous

bodily harm. A second count laid the offence asmmon assault. In the course of
the trial the first count was abandoned, on accotiah informality in the indictment.

Mr. Purefoy appeared for the prisoner; Mr. Paddicitor.

For the prosecution Thomas Prentice deposedawindy gone into Mrs. Cook’s
public-house, at Hinton, on t29]u|y last, when the prisoner, who was there at the
time, wanted him to fight, and although he refugaéoner would not leave him until
he gave him a glass of rum, when witness wenttimtgparlour, and staid some time.
On leaving the house he had just turned the carhdre wall when he saw prisoner
rushing at him with a knife in his hand, and thigh told him to keep back he still
approached, till witness, in self-defence, knockiein down. Witness was
immediately knocked down himself by a man standigjgwhen prisoner got on him,
and stabbed him repeatedly in the thigh. Witne#lea for assistance, and presently a
man came from the house and pulled the prisonertdf§ evidence was corroborated
by JOHN MARTIN , who pulled prisoner off, and wrenched the knitg of his
hand; byJOHN CROFT, and SAMUEL DAVISON; and Dr. STREET gave
evidence as to the nature of the wounds, only dnehich he should call by that
name, and which he did not consider dangerous. tRer defenceJOSEPH
M'CONNELL was called, who swore to Prentice giving the fiolstw unprovoked,
but he was forced into some ludicrous contradistibg the Crown Prosecutor. Mr.
M. HALL and Mr.DAVISON gave prisoner the character of being an inoffensiv
man, as far as they knew.

After a short consultation, the jury found Bulmgiilty, and he was sentenced to
twelve months imprisonment in Newcastle gaol, aftedraards to find security for
good behaviour.

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 8. - STEALING FROM THE PERSON.
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PATRICK GLEESON, WILLIAM COTTAR, and MARGARET GLEES ON, on
bail, were charged with having, at Paterson, oriLEﬁbSeptember last, stolen seven
bank notes of the value of 20s. each, the propéd®HN HALLETT.

Mr. Purefoy appeared for the prisoners.

It appeared from the deposition of Hallett tiinet prisoners, himself, chief constable
SULLIVAN , and another man, were altogether in Gleeson'séon the day he lost
his money. There was some talk between him anddhstable about the purchase of
a horse from the latter, during which Hallett pdlleut his notes by way of showing
he had money to pay for it. After that, the cobieaand the other man having gone
away, he got so drunk that he lay down and fekes| before that, Gleeson had lain
down from the same cause. They were all sober Wwherxposed his money to view.
When he awoke, he found that he had been robbedihat the pocket which had
contained his money had been cut off. Mrs. Gledsach more than once tried to
induce him to give his watch to her, by way of kegpt safe, lest he should break it.

Chief constable Sullivan, and constaBIiLIES , of Paterson, were also examined.
It appeared that the house of Gleeson had beenheearbut not the prisoners; and
also that the person of Hallett, the loser of ttenay, had been searched, but not the
persons of those who were suspected of robbing hifBoth were severely
reprimanded by the Crown Prosecutor for their cahdu

GEORGE WOOD, chief constable of Maitland, gave the Gleesonsxrellent
character, as did also the chief constable of Baer

Mr. Purefoy addressed the jury for his clients.

The jury retired to consider their verdict fdyoait two hours, when they returned a
verdict of not guilty as respects all the prisonef$ey passed strong censure on the
chief constable and the other constable for thailssion of a search of the prisoners;
and the Chairman intimated that their censure hatdf the Crown Prosecutor would
be made known in the proper quarter. The prisomerse then discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/149, 08/11/1845

DRUNKENNESS AND ASSAULT. - On Tuesday |&&tCHARD KERWIN and
JOSEPH ROBERTS were brought before the bench on a series of ekaog the
above description. In the first place, they bddagded guilty to having been drunk on
the previous day, and were fined 5s. each, whietfdhmer paid at once. - Kerwin
was then charged with having, on the same dayulisdavir. LEE, of the Blue Bell
Inn, East Maitland, from whose evidence it appedhatl he had come into the house
drunk, and had committed the assault complaineduoihg Mr. Lee’s efforts to put
him out; and that he had not finally been removeanf the premises until the
assistance of constablERY had been obtained ELIZABETH BOATWRIGHT

was also called as having witnessed the scuffleslhe saw no actual blow given, the
prisoner having been prevented, partly by hergelin carrying his repeated attempts
to strike Mr. L. into effect. The bench held tresault proved, and inflicted a penalty
of £5, or in default of payment two months in Nestéa gaol. - Kerwin was next
charged with assaulting constable Fry in the execudf his duty, namely, while
removing him in custody from Mr. Lee’s house on #imve charge. The case was
proved by the evidence of Fry, who deposed thatnifestruck him, threw him down,
and attempted to escape, but was prevented byirttedytassistance of Serjeant
GILES, of the mounted police. He was also fined £5tiitg offence, or in default of
payment one month’s imprisonment. In both caseddwtared his utter inability to
pay; and before being removed, he applied, butowitleffect, for the restitution of
the 5s. he had paid for drunkenness. - Roberss ata subsequent period of the day,
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again brought before the bench for an assauEDWARD LOWTHER , a corporal
of the 99" regiment, from whose evidence, and thaPBTER NAILOR , a private in
the same regiment, it appeared that, while in tate ©f drunkenness for which he had
already been fined, the prisoner more than ondeedign among the road gang under
the corporal’'s charge, while on their way home fribveir work on the Morpeth road,
and struck the corporal, who had strict orderstaatllow any communication with
the gang, because he ordered him off. He alsd tdecreate dissension among the
men by throwing some coppers among them. Themeisappeared to feel contrition
for what he had done; but the bench informed hiat tihhe practice of tampering with
road parties must be put a stop to by severe exeanahd ordered him to pay a fine
of £5, or suffer two months’ imprisonment in Newitagaol. It appeared from his
statement that he was a labourer in the employsettter at Miller's Forest.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 3/154, 13/12/1845

QUARRELSOME NEIGHBOURS. - On Tuesday |&tRAH CRUMP andJANE
STERLING appeared before the bench to prefer mutual aconsabf grievances
arising out of petty quarrels as neighbours, th#éigsmbeing wives of shopkeepers in
West Maitland, residing in houses nearly adjoinitiggere being only a passage
between. Mrs. Crump was first put on her defenod, Mrs. Sterling deposed that, on
the previous Thursday week, Mrs. C. accused héawving lamed one of her ducks,
the duck in question appearing at the time befbeedoor with a broken leg. The
expression used by Mrs. C. was that “her or someeofcrew had done it; but she
would be revenged by poisoning her cats.” Next @agordingly, Mrs. S. found one
of her cats dead, and the day following anothdre §t a person who used poison for
preserving birds to examine them, and having asiced that they had been
poisoned, she had them thrown into the river.| Stk (Mrs. S.) did not retaliate, or
do or say anything to renew the quarrel; notwithdiag which moderation, Mrs.
Crump’s next step was to block up the passage leettheir houses, so that when Mr.
Sterling, who is a baker, came home with his bt he could find no ingress. She
(Mrs. S.), upon this, ordered a man to clear thespge, saying she would take the
consequences upon herself. Mrs. C. interposedrdwept this being carried into
effect, and said to Mrs. S.’s daughter, who wasemg that she would poison her as
soon as the cats. This expression, Mrs. Sterlnd svas the principal ground of her
complaint, and she handed to the magistrates apteckthe poison Mrs. C. had
purchased from the doctor’s, and declared her fotkleg she had reason to dread her
violence after the threat she had used. An old mamed JOHN BORMAN
corroborated this evidence; he heard Mrs. Crumptisalyif she did poison the cats,
she would poison something of more value next tinvrs. Crump was ordered to
find security (through her husband) to keep thecedar 12 months, herself in £20,
and two sureties in £10 each.

Mrs. Sterling was then put on her defence, ard. Mrump being placed in the
witness-box, deposed that on the Tuesday previbasgst a man to block up the
passage; she had a right to do so, the land bairigopthe allotment (left her by her
father) on which her house stood. For doing thiss. S., assisted by her daughter,
and others, shoved a piece of wood against herkaodked her down. The assault
was the ground of her complaint. Being questiobgdthe bench, Mrs. Crump
admitted that the passage had not been fencedatherwise obstructed for seven or
eight years; she had left it open because she dae sottages up the yard occupied
by tenants. The bench informed her that if shehedsto prove her right, she must
adopt the proper legal means; and that as the tratgis could not assume that she
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had any right to obstruct Mrs. Sterling in the wdethe passage, the case must be
dismissed: Mrs. S. had used no more violence th@sivecessary to make her way in
a place she had always considered a public thofarggh

WILFUL DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY. - MrC. PRENTICE, butcher, of
West Maitland, yesterday preferred a complaint,of®fthe bench, against Mrs.
HENRY, the elder, for wilfully destroying a sheep, his property, tausing a dog to
worry it. The offence was proved BHOMAS TAAFE, a boy in the employ of Mr.
Prentice, and the value of the sheep which had ki#led, by Mr. FINCH, another
butcher. The defendant was ordered to pay 9s. gsrend costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/158, 07/01/1846

UNPROVOKED ASSAULT. - JOHN WALDON, an assigned servant of Mr.
DAWSON, of Black Creek, was yesterday brought beforebtyech, at the instance
of EDWARD HAWKINS , for an assault. It appeared that Mr. Hawkinsp wites
near West Maitland, was on Monday crossing the LBrigge, mounted on a mare
which he was taking to the river, when he was methle defendant, also mounted,
who rode up to him, seized hold of his mare, ttedick him, tore the shirt off his
back, &c. In the scuffle both were thrown to te@und, and the prisoner then
mounted Mr. Hawkins’s mare, was got off, and modrdgain. In the mean time a
man went for a constable, and the prisoner wastakéhe lock-up. It appeared that
he had a metallic plate in his head, and was lidblde very outrageous when
drinking. The bench ordered him to be confinedesedays in the cells.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/160, 14/01/1846

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. - On FridayHENRY LANE was indicted for
having committed an assault ARY ANN RENNIE , on 30" September last; the
prosecutrix and her husband (Professor Rennigjeésit the time in the house of Mr.
Lane, their son-in-law, and family quarrels appeanave led to an affray on the day
in question, which caused Mr. Lane and a servannedaELIZABETH
DONALDSON to get Mr. and Mrs. Rennie bound over to keeppibdace, when the
prosecution against Mr. Lane for having assaulted. ennie was commenced; the
defendant was acquitted.

ASSAULT. - TUESDAY, JANUARY 13. -JOHN DEAN was indicted for having,
at Newcastle, on the"sNovember last, assault(RICHARD FITZGERALD , by
cutting, wounding, and maiming. A second, a thiadd a fourth count laid the
offence as being with intent to disfigure, to disaland to do grievous bodily harm.

It appeared from the evidence of Fitzgerald emyeant of the 99 regiment, at
Newcastle, that about two or thee o’clock on themmg of the #' November, he
went to the house of a woman known by the nameBI&iDY [JOHANNA]
WELSH. The prisoner appeared at the door with a wedgadvind him, and saying
“I'll let you see you shan't come here,” struck ham the head with the weapon, with
such force that he was felled senseless to thengrand afterwards remained 11 days
in the hospital, besides bring attended by BROOKS subsequently; the wound, in
fact, continued to run up to the present time. Witaess had suffered still more from
a severe beating which the prisoner had inflictetha time he was lying senseless.
DANIEL DUNN, a private of the same regiment, saw Fitzgeraldetome to the
barracks covered with blood: he said the woundisiéad did not matter so much as
the internal injury — he vomited a quantity of bdoo

The evidence of Dr. Brooks, colonial surgeorNatcastle, shewed the injuries
received by Fitzgerald to have been very severensch so as to endanger his life,
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especially the internal injury, caused by a broisénis side. It appeared to have been
inflicted with a stick, but the blow must have begven with great force. The wound
on the side appeared to have been caused by a kick.

The prisoner, in defence, said that the houspiestion was his home, and he had a
scuffle with Fitzgerald to prevent his forcible earice at an unreasonable hour, which
he considered he had a right to do. In the scifitegerald fell against a post, and
thereby received the injuries he complained of.

Dr. Brooks, recalled by the jury: The injuriet Eitzgerald could not have been
caused by a fall.

The jury immediately returned a verdict of quitif the fourth count, that is, of
assaulting with intent to do grievous bodily hariihe prisoner was remanded for
sentence.

SENTENCE ON JOHN DEAN. -JOHN DEAN was then brought up, and
sentenced to two years’ imprisonment in Parran@étal, with hard labour.
DRUNKENNESS. - Yesterday [Tuesday, January 13QGHN DEAN and
JOHANNA WELSH were fined by the police bench 10s. each for bdiugk in the
streets, or in default twenty-four hours in thesel

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/161, 17/01/1846

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - WEDNESDAY, JANUARY4, 1846.
ASSAULT. - JOHN DICK, on bail, was indicted for having, at Maitland, thie gh
December last, committed a common assauRANRICK LONG.

It appeared from the evidence that the prisonereked a quarrel with Long (a
private in the 99 Regt.) in the Sportsman’s Arms, West Maitland, amkien an
opportunity in an unguarded moment to inflict omha blow in the eye with his
clenched fist, containing a stone of some othed laand weighty substance, there by
inflicting an injury so severe as to render it ddubfor some time whether or not the
eye would be ultimately destroyed. There was saioabt, however, to the
defendant’s identity, but when apprehended by etfsttOHN SIMS he said the
soldier deserved what he got, and he was readystwex for it.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty, and heswsentenced to three months’
imprisonment in Newcastle gaol.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/162, 21/01/1846

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - A man namedGEORGE PEARSE was
yesterday bound over to keep the peace (himsdiithand two sureties in £5 each)
for using threatening language towaMidLLIAM GREGORY. It appeared that
about three years ago Pearse was sentenced toydaeein irons, Gregory being a
witness against him, and that since his liberalierhas been in the habit of abusing
and threatening him. The instance complained ofiged on the 12instant, when
the defendant made use of such language that tinplamant had no hesitation in
swearing that he stood in bodily fear of him.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/165, 31/01/1846

ASSAULT. - JEREMIAH FITZGERALD was summoned before the bench
yesterday for an assault upon MRILEY , at Morpeth, on Friday last, by driving a
gig over her.JOHN RILEY deposed that he and his wife were proceeding tsvar
the wharf at Morpeth, when the defendant drovegigs in which there was also a
lady, against Mrs. R. The shaft caught her indide and threw her down, when the
vehicle passed over her ancle. He was drivindienwrong side of the road, although
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there was plenty of room on the proper side, andnndalled upon by witness to stop,
he replied by whipping the horse to increase itedp A witness nametDHNSON
fully corroborated this evidence. He was ordex@gdy a fine of £5, or suffer two
months’ imprisonment; he was removed in custody.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/169, 14/02/1846

FRIVOLOUS CHARGES OF ASSAULT. - Yesterd®ETER O'BRIEN was
summoned before the bench for assaul@RGARET PARKER , at Narrowgut,
near Morpeth, on Saturday last. According to NRarker’'s statement she was sitting
quietly at her door, when the defendant, withowt rovocation, stepped up and both
struck and kicked her. In answer to her inquify¥hat’s that for?” he said it was on
account of her conduct towards one of his tendntsyhich she was about to leave
his house. Mrs. Parker callSWNE MIDDLETON to corroborate her statement, but
she wished to know how her expenses were to bebgdaie she would open her lips
on the subject; and it was not until she was tleread with committal for contempt of
court, that she consented to tell what she kneth@fmatter unconditionally. As it
turned out, that was not much: she had merely aeman (did not know whom) shake
his fist in the complainant’s face; and when itweced she could not say. The case
was dismissed for want of proof. - At a subsegpeniod of the day, the same Mrs.
Parker appeared on summons to answer the commai®ARAH BAKER for
assault; but, according to the complainant’s ovateshent, no assault whatever had
been committed: the defendant had merely abuseébhasomething or other which
did not transpire, and called her “all sorts.” Tdase was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/170, 18/02/1846

SYDNEY NEWS. - A farmer name#OHN MULHEARN has been committed for
shooting at Mr sSMACKENZIE , a neighbour of his. She produced her cap intdour
show where the balls had gone throughHerald, Feb. 13

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/173, 28/02/1846

RUNAWAY APPRENTICE. - JAMES MURPHY , bound apprentice tdAMES
CARROLL , shoemaker in East Maitland, was yesterday sumdhbatore the bench
by his master for absconding. It appeared, howewsr the evidence of
ALEXANDER M'PHERSON , that the lad had been unmercifully thrashed by
Carroll, and the bench being of opinion that théetawas not to be trusted with his
care, cancelled the indentures.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/175, 07/03/1846

MARGARET FOWLER AGAIN. - This indefatigable disturber of the peaof her
Majesty’s subjects, who was released from prisdyg on Tuesday last, was brought
before the bench yesterday, for assaulGEORGE EDMONSTONE, waiter in the
Sportsman’s Arms, West Maitland. She promised wbeld not only give the
magistrates no further trouble for the future, lmatve Maitland, if forgiven on this
occasion. The Police Magistrate said this wasag@sta great inducement; and as the
assault did not appear to be of a very serioug@atiie case was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/178, 18/03/1846

RETURNING THE COMPLIMENT WITH INTEREST. - On Wedsday evening
last MAURICE SLACK was standing at the door of Mr. Clift's public-tsay East
Maitland, when a man namd@®HN HILL came rolling out, very drunk, and running
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foul of Slack, when the latter put out his handb&ar him off, and a small matter
being sufficient to capsize Hill at the time, hd,feut presently rising, he knocked
Maurice down in return. As they had had no presiquarrel, Slack preferred taking
Hill to court to flooring him again; and yesterddill was sentenced to seven days in
the cells for being drunk and disorderly.

ASSAULTING A POLICEMAN. - On Saturday eveningtaconstabl& EDWELL
found a man namedOHN PATTERSON lying drunk in the streets, in West
Maitland, and a large dog standing guard over lind, attacking every one who went
too near his master. With assistance, the corestaliceeded in getting Patterson to
the watch-house, after considerable opposition,aanbdanding him over ttONGE,

the watch-house keeper, the latter searched hitmeiusual manner, when Patterson
suddenly lifted up his handcuffed hands, and stiiumkge a violent blow on the face,
nearly knocking him down. Patterson was then meifectually secured, and
yesterday he was brought up before the bench, vienicket (for the Paterson
district) was recommended to be cancelled, anddiirts be returned to government.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/180, 25/03/1846

ASSAULT. - DENNIS GAYNER was yesterday fined 5s. for an assauld@N
DONNELLY . It appeared an old grudge existed between thadhthat On Monday,
March 9", Donnelly and his wife were sitting in Mr. Bailsypublic-house, East
Maitland, when Gayner came in with a companion, tedlatter knowing Donnelly,
asked him what ill feeling there was betwen him &@ayner that they did not speak.
Donnelly used some opprobrious epithets, when Gaynmediately struck him a
violent blow in the face, and going out challendpa to fight, but Donnelly said he
should take another course. The bench said thaydwanly inflict the light fine
above on Gayner, in consideration of the provocatie received. Donnelly then
applied to have him bound over to the peace, mub#nch refused, telling Donnelly
that he had evidently brought the assault on hihtsehis unjustifiable language.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/182, 01/04/1846

FRIVOLOUS CHARGES. - Several of those vexatioharges of threatening and
putting in bodily fear came before the bench yelstgr and all were dismissed.
STEPHEN HOGG was charged byARY HENRY with having, on the 1Binstant,
threatened to “settle” her, without any reason oyvpcation whatever; but Mr.
Turner, who appeared for Hogg, made it appearthigprovocation consisted in the
complainant having severely injured a pig of hiers which had trespassed on her
premises; and that one threat made use of by ttendknt was, that he would take
out a summons against her for inflicting the saidry. He believed that this charge
had been brought to prevent his doing so. The ¢amgnt admitted that the
defendant had used as violent language on formmasams, but never attempted to
injure her. The case was dismissethd Hogg immediately laid an information
against Mrs. Henry for injuring his pig.

MARY CONROY was summoned bELEN DUFFY for having, at Morpeth, on
Monday, the 2% ultimo, put her in bodily fear by threats, becasbe would not let
her come into the yard to look for fowls. It apphthat in this case he defendant
was provoked to use the language complained ofelirygbcalled a pickpocket. The
case was therefore dismissed.

The next charge was made by the same complainaimsty]ARY TONGE , also of
Morpeth, who did not answer to the summons, andicgeiof the summons having
been proved, the case was proceed with in her abselt appeared, however, that
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complainant, by her own admission, was not in f@gfathe defendant, although she
was at the time of the occurrence, and the casealisasssed.

ANN SNELL was then called upon to answer the complaifldfEN HONEY for

a similar offence, coupled in this instance withaast. It appeared from the statement
of the complainant that she and the defendant gllearin Mr. Cohen’s booth, on the
race-course, on Thursday, théhaﬁtimo, when the defendant struck her, and repleate
the assault in her (the complainant’'s) own houlse,same evening, when she was
rescued by her husband from the unprovoked atthekdefendant having rushed in
upon her from the street while she was in the atelbng her husband of the former
assault. MrMEARS, however, who lives near the parties, proved liheg. Honey
came home drunk, and that the defendant found fathther, but struck no blow that
he saw, and he had reason to think none had besk.stThis case also fell to the
ground.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/183, 04/04/1846

CAMDEN. - On the 38 ultimo, the police bench was occupied for sevearfion
investigating the circumstances of a very serioust rat the house of
CHRISTOPHER FLYNN, the Queen's Arms Inn, Narellan, on the evening of
Saturday, the 28 It appears that on that day, fiteen men, chiefipirees from Van
Diemen’s Land, who had been hired BHN HOSKING , Esq., left the station of
that gentleman at Macquarie Fields for their desiom at Molonglo Plains. They had
with them a dray, with bedding, cooking utensils. &On the road they came to a
determination of creating a diturbance at the fiating place, or, in their own words,
they were resolved to “have a slaughter.” Accagtyinat Flynn’s, that evening, these
“Derwent Slashers,” as they called themselves,guick quarrel with a person named
KEITH and another man, whom they severely maltreatetiey were rescured,
however, by the landlord and some of his friend$e rioters then challenged every
one in the house to fight, and at the instigatidnone of their number, named
M’Guire, who cried out, “Van Diemen’'s men, why dbwyou stick together as you
promised on the road?” they rushed into the stnebgre they assaulteWALTER
HENNESS, and JOHN MARTIN who interfered in his favour. The police, being
only two in number, were of no avail, and one anthproceeded on horseback to
report the affair to the chief constableYANS, at Camden. In the meantime the
ruffians, still under the command of M’Guire, whoted as ring-leader throughout,
proceeded to the dray, where they armed themseli#s bludgeons of a most
formidable description. With these they attemptedorce an entrance to Flynn's
house, which finding to be too strongly securedytsmashed the windows, and then
took possession of the yard, which they barricaded] threw therefrom stones,
brickbats, &c., at the inhabitants. They also dejKeith from his hiding place in
the kitchen, and amused themselves by knockingduwmwn and setting him up to be
knocked down again, which process they repeatédhtly left him completely
disabled, with the blood flowing from his ears. eTkhief constable, with the
remainder of the police, at length arrived, andagreedit is due to them for the
prompt manner in which they quelled the riot, apgrahended eight of the rioters
that evening (although the night was very darkpetber with two more on the
following morning. The names of those apprehended JOHN M'GUIRE,
THOMAS STUBBS, EDWARD HEATH, JOHN DONNELL, WILLIAM
SWIFT, and JAMES CHAMBERLAIN , who were all committed to take their trial
for the offence; andVILLIAM COULSON, JAMES GOULDEN, and JAMES
MALONEY , were discharged. They cross-examined the wiésess the most
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violent manner, and after their committal appliedrw gross language to the
magistrates. Some idea may be formed of the iotentof these men from the
following description of their bludgeons;- They weabout two feet long, of swamp
oak, a small hole was drilled in the handle, thiowgich was tied a piece of string to
hold by, at the other end spiral grooves abouteigkth of an inch in depth and width
were filled with lead, to the distance of threehes from the end, was covered with
sheet lead; the whole was painted green, givingittiee appearance of constables’
staffs, for which they were mistaken by some ofulieesses.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/184, 08/04/1846

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - TUESDAY, APRIL 7, 4%

ASSAULT. - WILLIAM HEALEY , on bail, was indicted for having, at Phoenix
Park, near Morpeth, on thé' Dctober last, assaulted oRATRICK BUCKLEY.

It appeared from the evidence that the prisamer Buckley were working together
at Phoenix Park, putting in corn with hoes. A eshiarose as to who should sow the
largest quantity in a given time, and it ran tolsacheight that a quarrel ensued, and
the prisoner took an opportunity of striking Bugklen the back with his hoe, and
with such force as to incapacitate him for work smme time. A good deal of
laughter was caused by Buckley’'s simplicity. Heldonot tell with what he had been
struck, or who had inflicted the blow. He couldt myven tell whether it was wheat,
maize, oats, or barley, he was sowing at the tirA#t.he could say was that it was
called corn in this country, and he believed it walled American wheat at home (in
Ireland). It appeared, also, that the quarrel enmartly out of a religious dispute.
None of the witnesses actually saw the blow given.

The jury immediately found the prisoner guilbyt said the assault appeared to
have been committed under aggravating circumstances

The prisoner, who had suffered three moths’ isgmment before his admission to
bail, was sentenced to twenty-four hours additiamgirisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/190, 29/04/1846

UNPROVOKED ASSAULT. - A man named®ATRICK CARROLL was
yesterday convicted of a most unprovoked assauitARY M'MANUS , wife of thr
constable of that name. The assault was provethéwvidence of an eye-witness
namedJANE THOMPSON, who said that the defendant, in the first plassaulted
her by laying hold of her, and on her screaming bs. M’'Manus came to the door,
when the defendant went up to her and gave heslentiblow under the eye. He was
sentenced to pay a finer of £2, or suffer two menithprisonment in Newcastle gaol.
ASSAULT. - JAMES FITZPATRICK , of Rose Brook, a rather tall and strongly
built young man, was yesterday summoned beforebiéwech for assaulting his
neighbourJOHN DEW, who, among his equals in stature, would no dbebdble to
take his own part, but could not be expected tdesahwith those so much above him
as the defendant. The parties occupy adjoiningrgis, and the quarrel arose out of
the trespass of the defendant’s pigs amongst tmpleanant’s corn. According to the
statement of the complainant, the only provocatiendefendant had was that one of
his pigs was being worried by the complainant’s,ddthough the complainant at the
time was in the very act of taking it off, and healled off another dog immediately
before. He was twice knocked down by the defendamd would have fallen again
from a third blow but that he was caught by theedd&nt’s brother, who interfered to
prevent further strife. The defendant called thisther as a witness to prove that the
complainant challenged him to fight, and that Hes (defendant) thereupon merely
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pushed him off, to make him retire to his own gruthis having taken place on the
defendant’s ground. The defendant added that tiebban two years on the far, and
had never quarrelled with any one before. The daimgnt, however, positively
denied having challenged him to fight, and the beathought it very unlikely that he
should have done so, considering the disproportgosize and strength of the parties.
The defendant was therefore ordered to pay a fin&lpoor suffer one months’
imprisonment, and to give security, moreover, tepkéhe peace for twelve months,
himself in £20, and two sureties in £10 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/194, 13/05/1846

MORE NEIGHBOURLY QUARRELS. - Another of those aious assault cases,
arising out of petty jealousies of neighbours, @ied the bench yesterday.
PATRICK CAFFREY , a small farmer, at Narrowgut, near Morpeth, wasmoned
by ELIZABETH JOHNSON , the wife of another person of the same classafor
violent assault, alleged to have been committethen3®' ultimo. It appeared that
the parties were close neighbours, their lands imdg and, according to the
complainant’s statement, the defendant, when wgrkimaving trespassed on her
husband’s portion of the field, which was marketllof stakes, she found fault with
him, when he used most indecent and abusive laegwagl struck her on the head
and hand with a heavy stick, the wounds, althouggidd, being still visible in the
shape of deep scars. The defendant, on the o#ret, tstated that while he was
harrowing his field, the harrow, in turning, happédnto knock down one of the
boundary marks, upon which the complainant mosilemtly abused him, assailed
him with heavy clods, and latterly with a piecevedod, in warding off which he
might have hit her. He calle#tOHN HUGHES, who was working with him at the
time, to prove the truth of this statement. Theness did so, but added that the
complainant fell from the violence of the blow steeeived, although it appeared to
him to have been accidentally inflicted by the daef@nt while warding off the blows
she aimed at him. Both parties were ordered te gacurity to keep the peace for
twelve months, themselves in £20 each, and twotiearen £10 each, and to be
detained in custody until the required recognizarime furnished. The husband of the
complainant was in attendance, and undertook terento the recognizances on
behalf of his wife forthwith.

ASSAULT. - JAMES FITZSIMMONS yesterday appeared before the bench on a
charge of assault preferred BYHARLES WILSON. The parties are neighbours,
and this was one of that numerous class of neigpaguabbles in which both
parties are to blame; at all events, such wasdhelgsion arrived at by the bench, for
the same punishment was awarded both to complaamzhtefendant. There was no
material witness on either side, but it appearethfthe statement of the complainant,
a person of very respectable appearance, that enptévious Friday a quarrel
occurred between him and the defendant about avtiadh did not belong to him, but
which served the purpose of keeping the defendémiits and pigs out of his house.
This dog the defendant threw stones at, and chastéda brick-bat. Upon being
remonstrated with by the complainant, he challerfgedto a fight, but the challenge
being declined, he struck the complainant, withdhigd (a very young infant) in his
arms. The child happened to receive one of thevqilavhereby its head was swelled,
upon which the complainant became so enraged thaialie the child to its mother
and ran for an axe to “chop the defendant downg’ la® declared that he would have
done so if he had not been prevented. The congltircalled ROBERT
MORRISON, but he had seen nothing of the affray: all held¢say was that he had
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heard the child cry, and that the defendant caltedim over the fence, “You'll be
witness to that;” but he could not say what wasd®t to. The defendant stoutly
maintained that he did not touch the complainant after the latter had threatened
him with an axe. To prove this he calléEORGE PEARSE, but this witness could
only say that he saw the complainant making towanaswith the axe; he could not
say whether it was before or after he had beertlstruThe bench informed the
complainant that the defendant had doubtless Heeadgressor, but in consequence
of the unwarrantable violence he had, accordingisoown showing, attempted to
commit, he as well as the defendant should be bowed to keep the peace. Both
parties were then ordered to find security accaiginthemselves in £10 each, and
two sureties in £5 each, fort twelve months, ando¢odetained in custody until
compliance.

THREE MONTHS AFTER MARRIAGE. - GEORGE GREEN, a shoemaker in
West Maitland, appeared before the bench yestexmayswer the complaint of his
wife for assaulting her on the"7instant. The complainant presented ocular
demonstration of the violence of her husband, whorw she had been married only
three months. It appeared that the complainaningalween unwell, her husband
procured some medicine for her, but instead ointakinly the prescribed dose, she
drank off the whole bottle full, and it was on tlatcasion the assault was committed.
This circumstance, couples with the singular odsliidsher demeanour, induced the
magistrates to call in her father and ask him & Bad always been right in her mind:
it appeared that she had always been perfectlyTbe. defendant was ordered to give
security to keep the peace for twelve months, himise&20, and two sureties in £10
each.

SHOOTING A DOG. - ROBERT DUNN was yesterday summoned before the
bench byPETER COOK, for having, on the Qinstant, shot a dog, the property of
the latter. The parties occupy adjoining farmsrribe race course, West Maitland,
and the defendant, who did not deny the chargd, lsaihad been provoked to shoot
the dog by its having been in the habit of destrgyhis poultry. He had also
threatened to knock the complainant’'s head oftifhlad not been an old man. The
complainant said he did not wish the young manet@imnished, and did not consider
himself in bodily fear of him, as he had qualifiets threat with an “if.” - Case
dismissed, with an admonition of the defendantheyliench.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/200, 03/06/1846

UNPROVOKED ASSAULT. -JOHN MARSH, blacksmith, of West Maitland, was
yesterday summoned before the bench for assauldi¢N PETER THORNTON,

of the same place. It appeared that as the congptawas walking in High-street, the
previous evening, the defendant, who appeared to bempany with two other men,
and was the worse for liquor, followed him until ¢t&me to an auction room near the
Waterloo Inn, going in with him and jostling hine followed him out again, and
shortly afterwards came up and struck him. Upastte complainant held him until
he could procure a constable, but let him go omtaking a motion as if he would
pull out a knife. He did not wish him to be sevgneunished, and hoped the bench
would make allowance for his drunkenness. He le@mseen the man before. The
defendant pleaded unconsciousness of the wholer,affam drink. The chief
constable gave him a good character for quietnessa forth. He was fined 40s., or
in default to be imprisoned 14 days in Newcastlel.ga

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/203, 13/06/1846
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ASSAULT. - PATRICK FIELD was yesterday summoned before the bench by
MARY COTT , wife of JAMES COTT, of West Maitland, for an assault alleged to
have been committed by him on herself and her chitdnfant in arms. According to
the statement of the complainant, the defendantectmher house on Wednesday
evening last, and without any provocation strucgtfine child and then herself with a
board; but a man namedMES SPRUNE, who had come to ask Cott (his mate) to
go to work next day, positively swore that the laoar question was thrown into the
house by some person, and that the defendant irategdclosed the door, in doing
which he might have hurt the child, who was sittargthe floor, but not intentionally;
he could not say how the child had got a black byé he did not get it then as far as
he could judge. The case was dismissed.

FURIOUS DRIVING.

STEPHEN TANSWELL and THOMAS BAYNHAM were brought before the
bench yesterday, charged, at the instance ofYIBOMANS, of the Northumberland
Hotel, with furiously driving a cart, at Morpethndonday or Tuesday last. Mr.
Yeomans stated that he rode a spirited young hmmsihe occasion complained of,
and that Tanswell was drunk, so that he had retmstear the consequences, and had
given the defendants in charge. ConstddI&GUINNESS was examined, but his
evidence was not conclusive against either defeanddaynham was discharged; but
Tanswell was informed that in consequence of histhal misconduct, steps would
be taken to secure his removal to a distant diswiche should lose his ticket-of-leave
altogether.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/205, 20/06/1846

INGRATITUDE. - Yesterday a young man namB&NJAMIN WEMYSS was
brought before the bench by his master, BLOAN, of West Maitland, for
absconding from his hired service. The Doctorestdhat the defend ant came to him
in a lamentable state of disease, and ran awawmtment he was cured. There was a
written agreement which had been read over to hamd, which he agreed to. The
defendant admitted having absented himself, buad@d ignorance of the nature of
the agreement. He was sentenced to two monthgigorpnent in Newcastle gaol,
and was informed that but for his having been dlyesome time in custody from the
difficulty of forming a bench to try the case, thentence would have been for three
months, in consequence of the circumstance of tibgdeg which distinguished his
case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/206, 24/06/1846

DERWENT SLASHERS. - THOMAS NEWMAN, GEORGE HAWE, and
JOSEPH ALLEN, were yesterday brought before the bench, on agehaf
assaultingJAMES M'GUINNESS, district constable of Morpeth, on Friday last.
M’Guinness deposed, that about four o’clock on &yjdhe saw the prisoners come
out of the Crown and Anchor, public-house, quitentt; and using the most horrible
language. He laid hold of Hawe, when the othermec&o his rescue, and in the
scuffle all three assaulted the witness; his trogvseere torn by their violence, and he
was cut in the head by a kick. They called thewesefDerwent Slashers,” and said
they had come to clear Morpeth. ConstaMI® ANUS corroborated this evidence.
Hawe, who was evidently the “lawyer” of the padgfended himself and his “fellow
servants” in most lawyer-like style. The otherspriers said nothing. They were
fined 40s. each, or to suffer two months’ impris@mnin Newcastle gaol.
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/208, 01/07/1846

ASSAULT WITH FIREARMS. - DANIEL SHEA, of Narrowgut, near Morpeth,
and WILLIAM HICKS , his neighbour, appeared before the Maitland bench
yesterday morning, the former to prefer a complagdinst the latter for assault, and
for presenting a loaded gun at his (the complaispmiife. The persons of both bore
marks of violence, particularly the defendant, whésce and throat showed that he
had been throttled and bruised in no very gentl@anea The complainant had a
severe bruise on the temple, near the left eye.MONday evening last, it appeared,
the complainant went out for about an hour, leaWhg. Shea at home, and on his
return he found the defendant at the door in thefpresenting a gun at her. When
she saw her husband coming she let the defend&ais@rback was to him) know it,
in order to intimidate him, as she dreaded the asiph of the gun, the muzzle of
which was within a yard of her. On this the defamidturned round, and a scuffle
took place between the two men, which ended indéfendant being disarmed, but
not before the gun was discharged, without, howedeing any damage. The
complainant positively stated that he saw the didahput his finger on the trigger,
and that, judging from the report, the gun had be®arged with either ball or shot.
The complainant then took the gun into his housd,raturning to the defendant, who
did not offer to go away, told him to go home. Wdghis the defendant knocked him
down, and as he was falling kicked him in a dangemanner in the lower part of his
person, and also on the temple, making the wouridréementioned. Both the
complaisant and his wife were certain that no foymérson was present. They had
never quarrelled with defendant. The defence okslwas, that he had merely put a
little powder in his gun to frighten away the foyighich had twice eaten his crop of
lucerne, twenty rods each time, so that he had ldh#or his horse; that he had gone
to the complainant’s house to give him notice tegkéis fowls away,; and that the
moment he presented himself he was assailed bgammplainant, his father-in-law,
and his wife, who left upon him the marks of thamlence. His own wife, he said,
whom came to his rescue, took a stick out of Mhe&® hand. He had no evidence
to prove this counter statement, and was commftiedrial for presenting a loaded
gun atCATHERINE SHEA . He was admitted to bail.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/215, 25/07/1846

PUTTING IN BODILY FEAR. - MARY HORNE was yesterday summoned before
the bench, to answer the complaintGRACE FULFORD, for putting her in bodily
fear. Mrs. Fulford (wife of MrJAMES FULFORD, baker, West Maitland,) deposed
that the defendant had, without cause, put heroutily fear, and that she was still
fearful that Mrs. Horne would do her or her son somury. The defendant was
bound over the keep the peace, herself in £10tvendureties in £5 each.#

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/216, 29/07/1846

ONE OF MR. SCRUTTON’'S MOB. - A rather rough-loogi customer, named
JOHN HUNT, latterly imported to this colony from Van Diemenand under the
presiding agency of Mr. Scrutton, took up his gositin the police dock yesterday,
charged with having committed a violent assault rugergeantADAMS, of the
police, while in the execution of his duty. Adastated that Mr. Hunt was drunk in
Clarence-street between eleven and twelve o’clocKlnursday morning, and also so
uproarious and riotous that in a very short timentenaged to collect a mob of a
hundred persons about him, some of whom were gqgd&sibosed to be as riotous as
himself. On Adams telling the prisoner to be dffe latter replied that he was a
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Vandemonian, and that he would do just as he pleas€&inding the worthy
Vandemonian obstinate, he got hold of him with thew of lugging him to the
watch-house. But it was “no go,” for Hunt becamevilent that he kicked and bit
the sergeant in a most ruffianly manner, and htchately to be lodged in the female
watch-house, while assistance was being procurbdrig him to the proper quarters.
Mr. Hunt pleaded entire obliviousness as an exdéoiséis offence — he said he had
not the most remote recollection of having eveated the sergeant to a frown. The
magistrate sentenced him to pay a fine of 40s.,jmogefault, to be confined for
twenty-one days. In about half an hour afterwatdsnt took his departure for
Darlinghurst. Chronicle, July 25

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/219, 08/08/1846

SERIOUS CASE OF ASSAULT. - Yesterday morning annmamedTHOMAS
MOORE, of West Maitland, was brought before the Policen&h, charged with
assaultingHENRY INSKIPPE. The case, as stated before the bench, was as
follows:- On Monday evening last, the complainaatcompanied by two men,
namedROSS andRUSSELL, were visiting a person nam@&ICHOLS, residing in
the next house to the prisoner, and, on comingmgpner said to them, “What do
you three robbers want here?” Inskippe asked ifnkant him, when he replied that
he would soon show them. He then went into thesboand returned with an
instrument, either a bayonet or an augur, and aftarpening it against the door-post,
he laid hold of the complainant with the left hamdhile he thrust at him with the
weapon in his right, the point of which passingotigh the complainant’s trowsers
and shirt, entered his side; he then seized hirthbyhand, and would have stabbed
him again, had not one of the men taken the we&pomhim. This story was closely
corroborated by the men Ross and Russell, who wesgent all the time, and the
prisoner was fully committed to take his trial; kalflowed bail, himself in £50, and
two sureties of £25 each.

A CONSTABLE ON THE SPREE. - On the evening of th&" of July last,
constableSMITH , stationed at Black Creek, entered the public @afsvir. JOHN
LLOYD, at that place, about eleven o’clock, and, afantgking of two glasses of
brandy, went into the taproom, where a number obq@e were assembled, and
finding there a man whose physiognomy he was nattex acquainted with, he
immediately proceeded to overhaul him as to hiedoen, when a man present,
namedWALTER FERRETT , after in vain guaranteeing his friend’s liberfipding

his friendship and veracity thus placed at sta&solved to strike a blow for freedom:
and, so, politely challenged Smith to a set tackdis were doffed, and at it they went;
but the general feeling being against the “trafi,hands present did their best to get a
sly dig at him, but were prevented as much as plesbly Mr. Lloyd. At last, in the
heat of the engagement, the two combatants stundgechst a store-room door,
which, yielding on its hinges, the pair disappeandtiin the dark recess. On a light
being thrown on the subject, the member of thengtrmrm of the law was found to
have suffered severely, and was borne, anythingtiwhnphantly, from the spot.
Yesterday morning Ferrett appeared before the @blench, on summons, to answer
Smith’s complaint, when the above facts came ougvidence. Smith, of course,
swore that he was perfectly sober, whilst two oe¢hwitnesses proved the reverse; in
addition to which some five or six glasses of rund @randy were brought in
evidence against him. The case was consequertyisied, the bench stating that
however desirous they might be to uphold theirceffs in the execution of their duty,
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they could not pass over misconduct, and they iogytthought that any ill usage he
had received he had brought upon himself.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/220, 12/08/1846

FAMILY BROILS. - A gentleman namedHOMAS HILL , who came, like the
“hero of a thousand fights,” bearing his “blushimgnours thick upon him,” that is to
say, having his face tattooed, not quite so dalgabut far more impressively than
even that of the celebratd®HNNY HEKI himself — this gentleman, we say, came
before the police bench, charged with “all the tliat flesh is heir to.” It appeared
that, on the previous Sunday, the prisoner hadWwalll the day by sacrificing at the
shrine of the rosy god, and coming home in the iexprather elevated, commenced a
lecture to his sister on some alleged impropriétgamduct, but as, in the warmth of
his feelings, his language was much more ener@etit impressive than choice or
delicate, his sister, a MrslENDERSON, took offence at it, and having a doughty
champion and a stalwart, a certain butcl@QAMBERS by name, close at hand,
an attempt was made to eject the prisoner, thouttout success. Sticks, knives,
pistols, jugs, teacups, and other little articlels family use, were called into
requisition on each side for attack and defencet alength Chambers beat a retreat,
leaving his bona roba closely engaged with the enemy, while he went for
reinforcements from the body of the constabularfie man of théatonwas quickly

in attendance, but on reaching the domicile ofhlthpless Mrs. Henderson, all was
quiet, Hill having forced the enemy from the outk®rand holding the citadel in
solitary but bloody grandeur. From the bird’'s &i@wv of the battle-field taken by the
constable, he was led to imagine that the victat is, the owner of the ground, had
got the worst of it, and to save him from furthéaek, he thought it safer to “shop”
him. The bench, after patently hearing the caseaipovards of an hour, bound both
the prisoner and Chambers over to keep the peasmselves in £20 each, with two
sureties of £10 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/221, 15/08/1846

MATCH AGAINST TIME. - Miss MARGARET FOWLER the interesting
Cyprian whom we mentioned on a former occasion ragaged to do a certain
quantity of imprisonment within a certain given énwas yesterday committed, under
the vagrant act, to Newcastle Gaol for one monWe need hardly say that the
damsel bitterly lamented her confinement, espaciatlsuch an interesting period,
when she had confidently anticipated a week’s spteke Races.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/224, 26/08/1846

SYDNEY NEWS.

BRUTAL ASSAULT. - JOHN JAMES, a seaman, was committed on Thursday to
take his trial for a brutal assault upon a femaem@dMARGARET FARRELL ,
who keeps a lodging-house in Lower George-stréée prisoner had lodged with her
after leaving the shi@t. Georgeand on subsequently engaging to serve undeleartic
in the whaling barqu#argaret, he left her house without paying what he owed, in
consequence of which she detained his box. On Eymight last he went to her
house, knocked her down, and treated her in a brasil manner. He was taken into
custody, but managed to effect his escape fromctrestable. On the Tuesday
morning, however, he returned, and treated the pamman in the most shameful
manner, knocking her down, kicking her, &c., ancearing that he had come to take
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her life. After some delay he was apprehended,thedoregoing facts were proved
against him, although he strongly denied thekastralian, Aug. 22

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/238, 14/10/1846

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS.

THOMAS CAGNEY was indicted for assaulting onEHOMAS BYRNES, at
Cockfighter’s Creek, on the $4une.

Mr. Purefoy appeared for the defendant.

The prosector, on the day named, had gone tstdloiyard of the prisoner whilst he
was branding cattle, to look after a fat cow ofwigch was missing, and whilst there
prisoner had come to him, and without warning htxdc& him and knocked him
down, and had kicked him severely whilst on theugch Dr.STOLWORTHY had
examined the prosecutor the next day at Singletod,had found numerous abrasions
on various parts of the body, and also a cut onnfosith; the former as though
produced from kicking, and the latter seeminglyrira blow of the fist.

Mr. Purefoy, for the defence, urged that theyonltness of the assault was the
prosecutor, who no doubt had some ill feeling mriatter, and called

LEIGH HALSTEAD , who deposed that he would not believe the prasecwon
his oath, from his known bad character.

The jury found a verdict of guilty, but recomrded the prisoner to mercy, from
their having no doubt of some provocation havingrbgiven.

The Court, in consideration of the long time tiésoner had been incarcerated
(nearly four months), said the purpose of justiceild be fully satisfied by his paying
a fine of 20s. This was paid, and the prisonestdisged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/239, 17/10/1846

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - WEDNESDAY, OCTOBERI11846
ASSAULT. - THOMAS MOORE was indicted for feloniously assaulting and
stabbing ondHENRY HINCHSKIP, at West Maitland, on the“?August, with the
intent to be to disfigure him; a third count, tsable him; and a fourth to do him
grievous bodily harm.

By the evidence for the prosecution it appednatithe prosecutor, in company with
two other men, had been to the house of a neighlebuthe prisoner named
NICHOLS, on business; and that whilst returning through tirisoner’s yard,
prisoner had come out to the door with some weapdis hand similar to an augur,
and, without any previous provocation, had callel rnen robbers, and had attacked
Hinchskip, pushing him back with the left hand, ishhe stabbed him with the right.
Mrs. Nichols, who was a witness to the whole bussneleclared that there was a
scuffle previous to the prisoner going into the $®to fetch the weapon.

Prisoner, in his defence, stated that the meh graviously aggravated him, in
passing, by making mouths at him; and that oné@iten had been previously fined
and bound over to keep the peace at his instandehad vowed to serve him out.

The jury, without leaving the box, returned adwet of guilty; and the Court
sentenced him to be imprisoned in Newcastle gaosifomonths, and afterwards to
find sureties to keep the peace, himself in £24,tauo sureties in £10 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/240, 21/10/1846

ASSAULT. - Mr. WILLIAM BURNE appeared on summons yesterday, at the
police office, to answer the complaint AVID WHITTAKER for an assault.
From the evidence of Whittaker it appeared thanBurad come to the complainant’s
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house and called him an old rogue. Complainanvered “then there are two of us,”
and immediately he received a blow in the face ctinurt him severely, cutting him
on the cheek and above the left eye. He couldseetwhat the blow was inflicted
with, but thought it must have been from defendafist. Complainant was upwards
of 75 years of age. In his defence Mr. Burne dtdltmt complainant had been very
abusive and threatening to his (defendant’s) chdrand he had gone out to
remonstrate with him, when he got into a passitsad defendant by calling him
opprobrious names, and ultimately concluded by ivanidne door in defendant’s face
in a most insulting manner. Defendant had therh@dighe door open, and in his
doing so had struck the complainant with an edg#, @nd so cut his face. It had
been purely accidental, and he, at the time, hadessed his regret for it. The bench
thought the assault one of a most serious natasend been committed on so aged a
man, and sentenced him to pay a fine of £5, orefiault to be imprisoned for two
months.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/242, 28/10/1846

ASSAULT. - JAMES FULLFORD, of West Maitland, yesterday appeared before
the police bench, at the instanceJ®MES SMITH , to answer a charge of assault.
From the evidence of Smith it appeared that ondyridvening last he was in the
verandah of the Albion In n, when defendant cameoupim and struck him. They
had a scuffle, when they were pushed into a bazkyavhere defendant knocked him
down, and kicked him in the eye, cutting him in tdieek in a severe manner, as well
as cutting his lip, both of which had to be sewnbypa doctor. For the defence Mr.
HENRY REEVES was called, who deposed that Smith had been veayrelsome
all the evening; that he first wanted to fight ammamed Bob; that he had afterwards
knocked defendant’s hat over his eyes, and hadsteed up to spar with him; that he
had hit the defendant several times very hard,deidndant had sais to him, “Why,
you seem to mean it.” Smith answered, “Yes, you {-do”; and at the same time
struck again at Fullford. The result was that &mias knocked down, and his eye
cut open by defendant’s fist;” and witness wouldipeely swear that defendant never
raised his foot against Smith. The bench then idsed the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/244,04/11/1846
THE POLICE OFFICE.

. The only cases heard since our last, ... wereetbd3OHANNA WALSH , better
known as tong Johanna” who was fined 10s. for being engaged in a “sonidge”
with another lady name@RACE, and another, whilst under the exciting influente
rum.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/251, 28/11/1846

NEIGHBOURLY SKIRMISHING. - Tow persons residingidhe Midlorn Estate,
namedWILLIAM PACEY and JOHN PAIN , who had been relieving the monotony
of a bush life by a little occasional squabblingpeared before the police bench on
Thursday last under the following circumstances. agpeared that they lived on
adjoining farms, without a fence between them, arfdw days previously Pain had
impounded some bullocks belonging to Pacey, whiateoessity induced a little civil
jaw and a slight skirmish. As it appeared thahhmdrties had been mutually abusive,
and as the peace was as much in danger from onenashe other, the bench bound
them both over to the peace, in their own recogmiea of £10.

SYDNEY NEWS.
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... | regret to state that, on Friday or Saturday, Ias. FISHER, the barrister, was
thrown from his horse and seriously injured. Heswaling out to Petersham to
superintend the surveying of some property thetgchvwas about to be put up for
sale by auction, when his horse threw him, anddus catching in the stirrup, he was
dragged a considerable distance; and when rescoed this perilous situation, he
was quite insensible. To-day, | hear, no hopeatertained of his recovery.
MELANCHOLY ACCIDENT. - Mr. MOUNTFORD LONGFIELD , on Sunday
last, endeavoured to cross Botany Bay in a smdihgdoat. When about half-way
the boat was swamped, and Mr. L. and a servant wiam was with him, were
drowned. The bodies had not been recovered.

INQUEST. - An inquest was holden on SaturdaythatLighthouse Tavern, on the
body of oneJOHN CONNOR, which was found about five o’clock in the mornjing
floating in Darling Harbour, near Grose’s Whart appeared, from the evidence of
several persons, that the deceased was intoxicae#riday, on which day his
daughter was married, and that about ten o’clocletiéVhitehead’s public-house, in
George-street South, (where he had been sleeping dusk,) and went towards his
daughter’s residence, after which time he was eehslive. He was not quite sober
when he left Whitehead’s tap-room. OHERNEY deposed that he had examined
the body, which exhibited no external marks of eme; and he was of opinion that
death had been caused by suffocation from drownkgerdict of “found drowned”
was returned Australian, November 24

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/256, 16/12/1846

A SAVAGE ATTACK. - On Friday evening last, a maof colour, named
CLARKE , having quarrelled with another man nanmM¢&ILL, attacked him with a
razor, and wounded him in the cheek. He also C@ilks wife severely on the arm,
and then ran from the house, crying out that heldvout his own throat. He has not
since been seen.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 4/258, 23/12/1846

VAGRANCY. - MARGARET FOWLER, CATHERINE HORRIGAN, and
WILLIAM MORRELL , were all brought before the acting police magistr on
Saturday last, as vagrants, and were each sentéockd confined in H.M. goal,
Newcastle, for the period of three calendar months.

PUTTING IN BODILY FEAR. - On Monday lasELLEN WINCHESTER
appeared, on summons, to answer a charge of thiegtand putting in bodily fear
one CATHERINE JOYCE . It appeared that Mrs. Joyce was sitting at reord
without interfering in any way with the defendawtio threatened to throw some sort
of domestic utensil at her head. On the other h#mel defendant alleged that the
prosecutrix (Mrs. Joyce) gave her cause by abussng The bench thought they were
equally quarrelsome, and order them to be both damwer to keep the peace to all
her Majesty's subjects for twelve months.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/261, 02/01/1847

AN INDEFATIGABLE TALKER. - A young lady of the nmantic name oELIZA
MITCHELL was on Thursday last brought before the policecbeander the
following circumstances. It appeared that const&’DWELL, wearied with the
arduous duties that the assumption of office necdgntails, was returned home
from the race-course towards midnight, when he gzh$se door of the prisoner’s
house. She, with the instinctive hate that ladfes certain class invariably have for a
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“trap,” commenced a volley of abuse, and at lengtinking herself up to the proper
point she made a rush at him, gave him a right éarecer, and floored him. She
then retreated behind the breastwork of her owrr,daod began a rattling fire of
abuse in all that easy fluency of language for Whiate females are so remarkable.
In language rich, glowing, and of the choicestiBgtgate, did she continue for the
space of two hours to sooth her wounded feelingexiyausting her expletives upon
the head of the hapless official; who at last, fit af desperation, made a bold dash at
her, and succeeded in securing and bearing héo ofie lock-up. She was sentenced
to be imprisoned for one month, there being someétas to the legitimacy of the
manner by which her living was procured.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/264, 13/01/1847

ASSAULTING A CONSTABLE. - A gentleman namedfILLIAM GLEESON
who had reached the particular degree termed thlgngmious, for which the
inhabitants of West Maitland are more particularglebrated, was apprehended on
Monday last on a charge of being in a very advarstate of beer. His libatory
propensities had fixed him in the determinatiomesisting everything in the shape of
tyranny and oppression, and the first words ofcivrestable sent the blush of freedom
mantling to his cheeks; and with right good will {péched into” the police right and
left, and it was only by the advent of two or thhers of the force that he was
conveyed to durance vile. On the following day,e3day, he was fined for
drunkenness, and a summons served on him to apmelaanswer the charge of
assault yesterday, which he, doubtless fully awakthe extent of his delinquency,
declined doing. The case was, however, heardsialbsence, on proof of the service
of the summons, and he was sentenced to be impdsfun fourteen daysyhen he
was caughtwhich was a particular time that no law or beochld exactly fix on.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/267, 23/01/1847

A VERY NICE MAN. - At the last Quarter Sessiomasdenizen of Maitland, named
FLORENCE SULLIVAN , better known asOuld Killarney ,” was sentenced to one
week’'s imprisonment, for assaulting a constable wkas taking him to the
watchhouse, under a charge of drunkenness. Wiehlakt day of his week’s
imprisonment Killarney was in West Maitland, anavéords the evening commenced
his old system of “clearing the streets,” and vangithe superior prowess of the boys
of Killarney over the depraved races of other townd counties. By some miracle
this very decent gentleman escaped the clutchdgeqgiolice on that evening, and has
not since been heard of.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/276, 24/02/1847

ASSAULTING A CONSTABLE. - GEORGE MARTIN was yesterday brought
before the police court charged with drunkennegsosing his person, and assaulting
constableMURRAY . It appeared that constable Murray went up to tMato
remonstrate with him on exposing himself in theestr and that Martin, instead of
expressing contrition, questioned Murray's right itberfere with him, on which
Murray took him into custody, and Martin resistiagstruggle took place, in the
course of which Murray received sundry blows. BRACE, who defended Martin,
or rather was an unsworn evidence for him, sucakadeipsetting the charge of
exposure, and Murray having admitted that Martirs waber enough to take charge of
his bullocks, the bench only found him guilty ofaslt, for which he was sentenced
to pay £2, and costs.
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/277, 27/02/1847

COMMITTAL FOR AN ASSAULT BY HORSE-WHIPPING. - O®aturday last,
while the police were loitering in some numbergha police office yard, after pay
time, their peace preserving organs were called @nttive operation by a fray
between two gentlemen on horseback, one of whom apasirently heading and
rounding the other, and applying as often as pralste, the thong and stock of a new
hunting whip. The peace officers secured the dssawho proved to be a Mr.
ATKINSON of Jamison-street, describing himself as a winechent; the assaultee
was Mr.MURIEL, a clerk in the house of Mr. Botts, merchant. Tasecwas heard
yesterday, when from the evidence of Mr. Muriefppeared that on Saturday he was
riding up George-street, when Atkinson, also orshdrack, rode up to him and said
something to the effect “Do you know who | am?” anad receiving any answer, said,
“I will teach you,” and then went to work with theew whip. There had been a
quarrel between the parties some ten days preyioddt. Brennan, who appeared for
the defendant, wished to go into this quarrel ience, but it was objected by Mr.
Nichols, that what occurred ten days previouslylddre no excuse for the offence
now charged; and the bench ruled with Mr. Nichats] moreover, suggested that if a
provocation of ten days standing was proved, it ldedae an aggravation of the
defendant’s offence, as it would establish the that the assault was premeditated.
Mr. Atkinson was committed to take his trial foethssault, but allowed bail, himself
in £40, and two sureties of £20 eadkustralian, Feb. 23

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/279, 06/03/1847

NEWCASTLE.

POLICE COURT. - On Friday last, a ticket-of-lealvelder, namedBENJAMIN
HARRIS, was charged before J.H. Crummer and R. Furlomsgyr<E, J.P.’s, with
having committed a violent assault on a respectatleng female, by namgéLIZA
MILNER, in the service of the Rev. MWILTON , of this town, as far back as the
12" February last, the prosecutrix having only beampunced fit to attend court a
day or two before by Mr. Surge®@TACEY. Eliza Milner, an immigrant, deposed
that she was in the employ of the Rev. MHLTON ; that about eight o’clock on the
morning of the 12 February, she was sitting by the fire in Mr. Wilt® kitchen; the
prisoner, who was cook there, was engaged fryimgesfish, and whilst so employed
he called out to witness, in an angry manner, ‘@#tof my way, or I'll scald you;”
and in less than a minute afterwards prisoner eediiely took off the frying-pan from
the fire and poured the boiling fat over the headitess; the fat ran from her head
down her bosom to her chest. The shock was setfinigthe poor girl stated, that she
could not recollect what happened, as she becaseasible. The witness added that
prisoner had, before the day the assault was cdsunitepeatedly threatened that he
would scald her. The Re. Mr. Wilton then deposedearing, from his dressing-
room, a dreadful screaming in the yard near hishkib; that he ran out and saw the
girl Milner with her hands on her head, in the mestruciating agony. “At first,”
added the rec. gentleman, “I thought that her Wwas on fire.” Mr. Wilton also said,
that so intense was the agony of the girl, thatdwdd scarcely hold her. On looking
at her more closely, Mr. Wilton observed a quantityot fat running from the head
of the girl towards her chest, and that on turmimgnd he observed at the door of the
kitchen the prisoner Harris, with the frying-pandne hand, and deliberately turning
over the fish which he had cooked with the othed ealling out, with thew utmost
unconcern, “What's the matter with you! What's tnatter!” during which time the
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prosecutrix continued screaming dreadfully, andoieéo articulate a word, from her
horrid sufferings. Prisoner still standing by guitnconcerned, saying, in reply to a
question, that “it was an accident.” Mr. Wiltonnotuded his evidence by stating that
with the greatest difficulty the girl was carrieal @ bed-room, and had been attended
daily by Dr. Stacy since the day of the assault.. Wilton also said that for the first
eleven nights after the assault, the sufferer hadconstant attendance of the female
members of his family, so critical was her staf@r. Stacy then deposed as to the
character of the wounds inflicted on the girl, d#Bog them as extending from the
head and partly down the back over one side ofdate, and terminating at the chest,
and but for the unremitting and assiduous attergleewn to the girl by the family of
the Rev. Mr. Wilton she would not have appearethenconvalescent state that she
then did. At the request of the bench, the prasecwvemoved her bonnet, and
exposed a most frightful scald; one of her eyes alss disfigured, and the sight of it,
Dr. Stacy said, was only preserved by the extrettention paid to the girl by her
benevolent and watchful attendants. The prisoaethe close of the proceedings,
said, in a somewhat petulant manner, in answdrddénch, that it was an accident,
and that he would leave the affair in the handshefr worships. The bench, after
commenting on the heinous nature of the chargeesead the prisoner to be worked
in irons for twelve months, and cancelled his iggulce.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/291, 17/04/1847

USING THREATENING LANGUAGE. -JANE FITZSIMMONS was charged by
ALFRED LEVEIN with having, on the 1Dof April, used threatening language, by
saying that she would set fire to the house, ordewuhim and his child. Mr. Levein
stated that the defendant was in the constant bélabusing his family, and that for
his own personal safety he would wish the magissrad have her bound over to keep
the peace. Mrs. Fitzsimmons stated in defence stiehad never spoken an ill word
directed to Mr. Levein, but that it was some otberson who resided in Mr. Levein’s
house to whom she had always directed her discodrse magistrates, after a patient
hearing of the case, directed that she should bedover to keep the peace. Upon
hearing this decision the defendant became “likebHi— all tears,” and declared that
she would sooner go to Newcastle Gaol than be bawed. She was accordingly
locked up, as she would allow no one to be baihtar

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/293, 24/04/1847

BODILY FEAR. - SAMUEL and MARY DAVIS vyesterday appeared before the
bench, to answer a charge of puttiBblZABETH TENNANT in bodily fear. It
appears that the parties are neighbours, and hexl e bad terms for some time,
when last Sunday a stone flung by Mrs. Davis ahieken of Mrs. Tennant’s struck
Mrs. T. on the foot, when immediately a war of wombmmenced, which brought on
such threats of kicking and hitting from Mr. anddMDavis, that Mrs. Tennant was
fain to make a precipitate retreat into her house. she swore that she was in fear
they would do her some bodily injury, they were bowver to keep the peace, Davis
in £10, and two sureties in £5 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/302, 26/05/1847

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL APPREHENDING A RUFFIAN. - DANIEL
MORRISSEY was charged on Thursday with having committed adewt assault
upon several persons at the Homebush Races omeieys day. From the evidence
of the Attorney General, who witnessed the tranmsacit appeared that two persons
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were fighting with their fists, when the prisonaho had a long heavy stick in his
hand, rushed into the crowd and struck severalopersery severely on the head,
when their backs were turned towards him. He Atterney General) thought the
prisoner’s conduct so dastardly, that he jumperhfnis horse and seized him, and by
the aid of some persons in the crowd succeededra@sting the stick from him.
During the whole of the time, he was exceedingblent, and said, “Let any b----y
native in the colony come near me.” He (the AttyrGeneral) considered it his duty
to come specially forward against a man who haeédaat such a desperate and
cowardly manner. The prisoner, who did not urgglang in his defence, was found
guilty of the assault, and sentenced to pay adings, and | n default of payment to
be committed to Parramatta Gaol for two calendanth® Parramatta Messenger,
May 22

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/307, 12/06/1847

PUTTING IN FEAR. - Yesterda)eLIZA MITCHELL , of West Maitland,
appeared before the bench to answer the compldiirs. DIECKMAN , her
neighbour. It appeared that some dispute hadrebieaveen Mr. Dieckman and Mrs.
Mitchell about the latter’s pigs, and that Mrs. M.consequence became outrageous,
and uttered such threats against Mrs. Dieckmannéx time she saw her, that the
latter became much alarmed, and appealed to thehldenprotection. Mrs. Mitchell
was bound in a recognizance of £10, with two seseith £5 each, to keep the peace
for twelve months.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/308, 16/06/1847

VIOLENCE ON BOTH SIDES. - Yesterday an elderly manamedJAMES
M'LEAN , brought a charge before the bench against hisirstawv, DENNIS
MAHER , of assaulting him and putting him in bodily fedt.appeared the two men
held adjoining pieces of land at Phoenix Park, laadi quarrelled about some goods in
Maher’s house, which M’Lean claimed as his. OnrBbay last this ripened into a
fight, which M’Lean declared was brought on by Maseiolence, as he had used the
most civil though firm language himself. Mahertatement was just the contrary,
and the two proceeded to accuse each other oingttidére most violent and disgusting
threats, each backing their statements by referem¢be number of witnesses they
had in readiness outside the court-house. Thehbsst@tenced them both to be bound
over to keep the peace towards each other in £20,each two sureties in £10, and
read Maher a lecture in the unmanliness of assautiis own father-in-law.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/312, 30/06/1847

ASSAULT. - YesterdaySAMUEL DERRINGTON and ANN DERRINGTON
appeared before the bench, to answer the chargesatultingJANE GRANT, wife

of PETER GRANT, publican, of Lochinvar. Mr. T. Lipscomb appearked the
prosecution, and Mr. Davies for the defence. [egped that the parties were near
neighbours, and that on the afternoon of WednekyMrs. Derrington was talking
with Mrs. Grant in the verandah of the public-hqusben Mrs. Grant took offence at
some derogatory remark made by Mrs. DerringtonroBgg her daughter, and went
in to tell her husband, who was in the bar. Mrerrington followed her almost
immediately, and on Mrs. Grant remonstrating widr, hshe took up a quart pot of
water which stood on the counter, and threw theewall over Mrs. Grant, and then
threw the pot itself at her. Mrs. Grant had hebyba her arms at the time, but
fortunately the pot did not touch it, but struck MiG. with some force on the
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shoulder. Mrs. Grant handed the baby to her hukband pounced on Mrs.
Derrington as she was lifting a tumbler to sendratte pit, and a battle royal between
the two ladies ensued, in which Mrs. Grant’s fingems severely bitten by her
determined opponent. With much difficulty Mr. Gtajuelled the fight, and turned
Mrs. Derrington out. About two or three hours aitards, seeing that Mr. Derrington
had returned home, Mrs. Grant went to tell him isfviife’s delinquencies, but found
to her astonishment that he had been pre-inforraed,that he refused to hear her.
She persisted in speaking to him, when he commermeuly abusing her, in which
she turned to go home. Mr. D. followed, and layimg hand on Mrs. Grant's
shoulder, she turned round and caught him by arm#él shirt, and recommenced her
unwelcome tale, he endeavoured to shake her aiffaaling, he struck her two blows
on the breast and neck, and Mr. Grant, fortunatefying to the rescue, warded off a
third blow with his arm. Violent threats were thettered by Derrington against Mr.
and Mrs. Grant, and their whole family. Each cabassault was heard separately,
and at the conclusion both parties were convict®tts. Derrington was fined 40s.,
and her husband 20s. and both were bound overefo tke peace for twelve months
towards Mrs. Grant.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/316, 14/07/1847

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - TUESDAY, JULY 13.

ASSAULT. - WILLIAM FREDERICK SMITH was indicted for assaulting
FRANCIS MATTHEW DOYLE , at Maitland, on the 18June.

The defendant pleaded guilty.

Mr. Purefoy said that he appeared for the defaydvho had pleaded guilty by his
advice, as it was impossible to deny that a slegisault had been committed, arising
out of a family dispute. Mr. Purefoy was proceedito state the immediate
circumstances that gave rise to the assault, when

The Crown Prosecutor begged to interrupt hing & state that the defendant
having pleaded guilty, such statements could orlynade with an affidavit, when he
should feel it his duty to file counter affidavitsHe thought it better to leave the
matter in the hands of the Court, and he would ssigthat the defendant should be
bound over to keep the peace, as a part of thestpuneint.

Having consulted a short time, the Court sergdribe defendant to pay a fine of
£5, and to enter into recognisances to keep theepéamself in £50, and two sureties
in £25 each, which was done forthwith.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/317, 17/07/1847

DRUNKENNESS. - On TuesdayARY EVANS and MARGARET FOWLER
were brought before the bench, and pleaded guiltii¢ charge of drunkenness in the
streets, and were each fined 10s., or to passyvieat hours in the cells. ...

AN INVETERATE OFFENDER.

Yesterday MARGARET FOWLER , who had been discharged on her own
recognizance on the previous day by the Quartesi@es Court, was brought before
the police bench charged with being drunk in theett and with disorderly and
indecent conduct. It appeared that after leavimg ¢ourt she must have begun
imbibing forthwith; for in the afternoon she waspaphended in a disgraceful
condition. This being her sixth conviction for dkenness within twelve months, she
was sentenced to be imprisoned in Newcastle gael month, as an idle and
disorderly person.
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/317, 17/07/1847

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - WEDNESDAY, JULY 143847
ASSAULT. - JOHN WELSH, RICHARD MURPHY, and MARY WELSH ,
were indicted for assaultinDANIEL FANNING , at Mount Thorley, on the'of
April.

Mr. Purefoy appeared for the defence.

It appeared from the evidence that on that nmgrra neighbour namedOHN
DAWKINS had impounded some cattle belonging to Welsh, taat Fanning had
afterwards been assisting Dawkins in killing a pigt mid-day Mrs. Welsh met
Dawkins, and told him she was sure Fanning wascthese of their cattle being
impounded. About nine in the evening Fanning vedsrning home, and was met by
Welsh, who accused him of making mischief betweiem dnd Dawkins, and struck
him on the head with a stick; Fanning took thekstiom him, when Welsh caught
him by the legs, and Mrs. Welsh and her brothergWyy running up, commenced
assaulting Fanning, and between them they injuredso much that he was under
medical care for several days afterwards.

Mr. Purefoy addressed the jury, dwelling on #ight nature of the assault,
apparently arising out of neighbourly quarrels.

The Chairman charged the jury, who retired falf-an-hour, and returned with a
verdict of guilty against all the defendants. Ilonsideration of her having four
children, Mary Welsh was fined £1, or to be impnied for a week; and John Welsh
and Murphy were each sentenced to be imprisonedramth in Newcastle gaol.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/320, 28/07/1847

TAKING A SIGHT. - YesterdayELIZABETH TENNANT appeared before the
bench, to answer the charge of using threatenimgulage towardsSAMUEL
DAVIS, and putting him in bodily fear. It appeared froravid’'s statement, that not
long since he was bound over to keep the peacerdswars. Tennant; since which
period, as they are next door neighbours, he hasrieen allowed to forget that his
hands are tied. On the ".instant, Davis's much enduring spirit was drivezydnd
all bounds by Mrs. Tennant and a friend of herakiitg a lunar” at him as he was
returning towards his house, and he therefore gpasummons for her, since which
he had not dared to show his nose out of doorggyht,being constantly assailed with
stones (of which he brought a handkerchief fultéairt) from Mrs. Tennant’s yard.
Mrs. Tennant, all tears, denied having so far folggrself, and brought her friend, a
Mrs. RYAN, to prove it. Mrs. Ryan saw nothing of the “sighitut heard Davis say
he would make that b----- w----, meaning Mrs. Temhdeave him alone. The bench
dismissed the case.

THIN WALLS AND YARDS IN COMMON. - A case of neidlours’ quarrels was
heard yesterday before the bench, in whi@HARLES WILSON charged
CHRISTINA BROAD with having uttered deadly threats against himseitl
children. Mr. Turner appeared for the defenceapipeared from Wilson’s statement
that Mrs. Broad came home very drunk and very edogon the 19 July, and some
difference existing between herself and Mr. Wilsslne entreated her husband, who
was apparently restraining her, to let her go ansHt his hateful existence with a
knife. As her wish was not granted, she next peded to denounce summary
vengeance with scalding water on Wilson’s childrei! this Wilson heard through
the wall separating her house from his, and prugémpt out of the way. Mr. Turner
cross-examined Wilson as to whether his childresh i@t been amusing themselves
with making mud pies in Mrs. Broad’s rooms, but thench intimated that no
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evidence or cross-examination would alter Wilsoo&h that he feared personal
violence from Mrs. Broad. As the fair defendantdisoa ticket-of-leave, the bench
said they would not bind her to keep the peacedtsmiss her on payment of costs,
with a caution that she would lose her ticket & tiffence was repeated.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/324, 11/08/1847

FAMILY DISPUTES. - YesterdayAMES WILLIAMS appeared before the bench
to answer the complaint of his wifeCATHERINE WILLIAMS . By Mrs.
Williams’s statement, it appeared that a dispui@ éested between herself and her
husband for some time, and that on Wednesday lkasgdt so enraged by her
continued refusal to state anything regarding s&agervritten document, as to strike
her twice in the face, and afterwards to threatensoe much that she was in fear he
would do her some bodily injury. In defence Mr.INEms made a long statement, in
which he alleged the only assault to have been dtiedron himself by his wife and
daughters. The bench directed him to enter intogeisances to keep the peace for
twelve months, himself in £40, and two suretief20 each, which was done.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/329, 28/08/1847

ASSAULTING A CONSTABLE. - On Wednesday night, albceleven o’clock,
constableMURRAY was called in by MrKERRIGAN, of the Buck's Head, who
had endeavoured to clear his house out, but catlducceed, owing to the violence
of a man nameGEORGE MILDWAY . With some trouble Murray got him out, but
they were no sooner outside than Mildway struck fdyiin the mouth, and cut his
lip. He was immediately taken into custody, anth@drought before the bench the
next day, was convicted of the assault, and fir@sl,4r one month’s imprisonment
in Newcastle gaol.

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. (Abridged from the S.M. Hald.)

TUESDAY, AUGUST 24, 1847

MANSLAUGHTER.

PATRICK O’BRIEN was indicted for the manslaughter of Gt%&TRICK FOLEY

on the Liverpool Road, on the 2May last.

From the evidence it appeared, that on the dayed in the indictment, the prisoner
was travelling with a cart along the Liverpool Rpadd called for some purpose on a
man named/ENABLES, residing on the road side, where he remained diveen
minutes; as he was going from Venables’ house sachit, two teams belonging to
Mr. JOHN WILD came, one of the drivers, the deceased man, ibatt, being
drunk; Foley picked up a quarrel with the prisorserd wanted to fight him, which he
refused to do, observing that he would be ashamefight with such a delicate
looking man, especially while in a state of int@tion; the other driver, named
GODRY, then accosted O’Brien, and challenged him to fighscuffle then ensued,
when two men nameM’CARTHY (brothers) went up and interfered, endeavouring
to separate them, when a regular skirmish tookeplacthe course of which deceased
received a blow which knocked him down. Venabtgmosite to whose house the
affair took place, swore positively that no onedgbuwith Foley, nor did he see any
one strike him; he said also that the only pergmesent were the prisoner, the two
M’'Carthys, Godry, and the deceased, besides hijreetfie time of the scuffle. After
the scuffle, however, Foley was lying on the ro@ddry lifted him up, when he was
foiund to be insensible, and shortly afterwardsiretp Another witness, named
RICHMOND , however, deposed that he saw the scuffle attargis of two hundred
or three hundred yards, as he was travelling tosvdre spot with a three horse team;
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that by the time he got there it was over, but #sahe drew within six or seven yards
he saw the prisoner strike deceased with his fidtklnock him down, and that when
down he kicked him somewhere near the shouldar, atiich he pitched into Godry.
Another witness was present when Foley was reméreed the road, who said that
Richmond was not present.

Mr. BROWN, surgeon, who made tip@st mortemexamination of the body at the
inquest, described the appearance of the bodyreTere several bruises on the right
side of the head, on the back of the neck, andhenstoulders; a swelling and
considerable discoloration behind the right ear down the neck; and an effusion of
blood on the brain, caused by violence of some kimdhe jugular vein; the mark on
the neck he described as the result of recent ngelehe attributed death to the
effusion of blood on the brain.

Mr. Holroyd addressed the jury for the defence.

The Attorney General briefly replied; after whikis Honor put the case to the jury,
who returned a verdict of not guilty.

MANSLAUGHTER.

WILLIAM ELLISTON  was indicted for the manslaughter &WILLIAM
WHITTAKER, an infant of about two years of age, by ridingroeat Sydney, on
the 10" June last.

On the day named the prisoner and another pdrsdmown) were riding their
horses at full speed along Clarence-street, fromr€hhill towards King-street, and
rode over the child of a resident in Clarence-streamed Whittaker; the prisoner
rode on. He was overtaken in King-street, and rgiméo the custody of a constable,
when he was found to be drunk. MALLON was sent for; but the infant died in a
very few minutes. The child had received a kiakiy or was trodden upon by, the
horse, which completely separated the frontal Hoora the skull.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty, and heswamanded for sentence.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/332, 08/09/1847

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - JOHN ROSS appeared before the bench, on
Monday, to answer the charge of puttid@®HN DORUS in bodily fear, by his
threatening language. It appeared that the two wene neighbours, and had had
some quarrel bout Dorus’s cattle eating Ross’s haRoss, not fancying this
proceeding, went to Dorus’s house on Tuesday #&mst, told him that he had been
looking for him in the morning, and if he found hwould have bashed his brains
out; he further invited Dorus to come out and figiin at once, when he would
perform that operation on him. Dorus declined tilgdn with such a prospect, but
being greatly alarmed got out a summons for Rogs he admitted in cross-
examination that no further violence had been effeland that Ross had not struck
him, the bench dismissed the case for want of proof

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/333, 11/09/1847

CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - On Tuesday last a chargeasdault was brought by
CATHERINE WELSH againstELIZA MITCHELL , both of West Maitland. It
appeared that Mrs. Mitchell was some time ago boawet to keep the peace, but,
notwithstanding this, she, as Mrs. W. deposed,lieduMrs. W.’s son grossly as he
was passing her place, in company with his motberthe 2 August; and, when
they were returning, late in the evening, she imhmenced using her foul language
to Mrs. Welsh, and then struck her on the face withece of iron hoop. When cross-
examined by Mr. Davies, Mrs. Welsh admitted tha bhd abused Mrs. Mitchell on
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her son being insulted. Mrs. Davies representethéobench that the fact was that
since Mrs. Mitchell had been bound over to keeppbace some of her neighbours
had taken every opportunity of abusing and insgltiar, as she was powerless; and in
this case he could prove, by a witness who wasrturfately not in attendance, that
no blow had been struck, although Mrs. Mitchell haaturally replied to Mrs.
Welsh's abuse. The case was postponed till Thyrsaallow of this witness’s
evidence being obtained. On Thursday the case camegain, andJOHN
HITCHMAN deposed that on that evening he was in Mrs. Miksheouse when a
woman commenced abused her outside; Mrs. Mitchefitwut, and they had a great
scolding match, the lady outside being more thamagch for his friend Mrs. Mitchell
in using foul language, but that he saw no blowdktr On this the bench dismissed
the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/338, 29/09/1847

DESPERATE ASAULT. - On Sunday afternoon, thd irstant, constablBENRY
SMITH was sitting with his wife and child in the lockapBlack Creek, when a man
namedPATRICK RYAN came in and asked for a light of his pipe. Ryatnd®wn
on a stool for a few minutes, looking hard at Sgnitit without trying to get a light,
and Smith asked him if he did not want a light.aRwnswered, “No, you b----- dog, |
do not,” and walked out into the road, where héeucup a couple of stones. Smith
followed him out, on which Ryan went to the othielesof the road, and stood at bay.
Smith got by a tree, to answer as a shield in chseecessity. Ryan invited him to
come on and be murdered, but Smith preferred rengaon the defensive. Ryan at
length bolted, and ran off through the bush to teism, which was at no great
distance. Smith also ran to the team by the raad, asked Ryan's mate, who was
with it, whose team it was; the man refused to heth, and Smith stooped down to
read the name on the dray. At this moment Ryam, add reached a bank close by,
threw one of the stones at Smith, and hit him tlearear, knocking him senseless; he
then threw another, which knocked Smith's hat dffirs. Smith, who had followed
her husband in terror, Ryan having called her dppoas names in the lockup, now
came up, when Ryan threw her down three times seiming her little girl, he threw
her twice under the feet of the bullocks, but pidewitially the child received only
trifling injuries about the head and neck. Thetéyuwho appeared sober, then cried
out, “There is a Tipperary trick for you.” Smithae/so much injured that some time
elapsed before pursuit was made after Ryan, who eagever, apprehended beyond
Singleton on the Tuesday evening following. BLENNIE having certified to the
injury done to Smith, who lost a great deal of lpbut is not in danger, and the
above evidence having been given, the bench coedrityyan for trial yesterday.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/342, 13/10/1847
MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. [Monday, September 11]
This Court was opened on Monday last, ...
ASSAULT
PATRICK RYAN was indicted for assaultitdENRY SMITH , at Black Creek, on
the 12" September, 1847, with intent to do him some bdatgm.

It appeared that on that day the prisoner edt@mith’'s house, and asked for a
light, but instead of getting it he abused Smitd &is wife and ran out, pocking up a
couple of stones, and threatening to murder Srrfgmith followed him, and shortly
after went to where the prisoner’s dray was, tad fout who was his master. The
prisoner’'s mate refused to tell Smith, and theetastooped down to see if there was a
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name on the dray, when the prisoner, who stoodlmm# close by, threw a couple of
stones at him, the first of which struck Smith be side of the head, knocking him
down senseless, and cutting hi m so that he blegmech; the second also striking
him on the head. The prisoner then assaulted Bimsth and her child, who had
followed Smith to the dray.

The prisoner, in defence, asserted that theitisgas commenced by Mrs. Smith on
himself in the lockup, and that he rushed out teedais life, when Smith followed
him with a gun.

The Chairman summed up, and the jury retireddaminutes, and returned with a
verdict of guilty. The prisoner was remanded fentsnce, but was afterwards
brought up, and sentenced to be worked three yeams.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/345, 23/10/1847

OBSTRUCTING A MAGISTRATE. - On WednesddPHN TIERNEY appeared
before the bench, to answer the charge of obstgietimagistrate and using abusive
language to him. From the evidenceEliWARD DENNY DAY , police magistrate,
it appeared that on Monday, about two o’clock, May received a message from Dr.
M'CARTNEY thatJOSEPH BRIDEKIRK had dangerously wounded his wife with
a carving knife, and that Mrs. Bridekirk’'s life wasdanger. Mr. Day immediately
rode over to West Maitland, and entered Mr. Bridékishop, but found no one there;
hearing voices, however, from a back room, he apéme door, and looked in. Inthe
room were Mrs. Bridekirk, lying on a sofa; Mr. Bekirk, the defendant, and a
woman, whom Mr. Day believed to be Mrs. Tierney.otdeeing Dr. M’Cartney
there, Mr. Day asked how Mrs. Bridekirk was, andereing from her an incoherent
answer, he left the house in search of Dr. M’'Castmehom he met just outside. He
had scarcely commenced speaking to him when hed hisgr defendant coming
through the shop to the door, cursing and sweaganst some person for daring to
enter the house. Mr. Day turned and asked thendafé who or what he meant.
Defendant replied, “I mean you, you d----- rascalid shaking his fist at Mr. Day,
defendant said he was a d----- infernal rascalefaering the house. Mr. Day had
purposed returning into the house, to taker thessary depositions there, but seeing
how violent the defendant was, he believed it wastniikely the defendant would
assault him of he entered the house again, andngish avoid giving an additional
shock to Mrs. Bridekirk, he went into an adjoininguse to take the depositions. Dr.
M’Cartney corroborated this evidence, and did hatk the defendant was tipsy. Mr.
Davies appeared for the defence, and elicited fvbmDay that defendant might have
been merely pointing him out when he thought he madding out his fist, and that no
assault was committed; and also elicited from DrCaftney that he saw no
indications of an assault on Mr. Day on the parthef defendant. Mr. Tierney was
then bound over to keep the peace for twelve months

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/347, 30/10/1847

ASSAULT ON A NIGHT WATCHMAN. - On Sunday nighSTEPHEN
BALCOMB , who is employed as a night watchman in West ldadt| heard cries of
robbery proceeding from the house occupiedA\byN SNELL. He went thither, and
found two men inside, one of whom bolted off; Badostruck a light, and saw the
other man struggling with Ann Snell on the grouadd accusing her of robbing him.
Balcomb went towards them, on which the man jumpedand knocked Balcomb
down, accusing him of taking the woman’s part. Tren then grasped the watchman
by the neckerchief, and nearly strangled him, bas ywulled off by Mr.SAMUEL



07 October 2008 53

COHEN, who had been attracted to the spot by the ndise man was still violent,
and constabl&RUSHTON was sent for, when Rushton and the watchman thek t
man off to custody. On Wednesday he appearedééierbench, and gave his name
asPETER MEEHAN . He was convicted of the assault, and fined £dnermonth’s
imprisonment in Newcastle gaol.

CHARGE OF STABBING. - Two men, namddHOMAS JAMES and GEORGE
MAGGS, are in custody on a charge of stabbd@SEPH WILLIAMS. It appears
that on Tuesday afternoon last James, Maggs, anaeedLANGHORNE , and a
stranger, were drinking in Mr. Holden’s public-heuslack Creek; in the evening the
stranger left with his team, and shortly after Janaed Langhorne commenced
fighting, Maggs seconding James. Mr. Holden b&iom home, Mrs. Holden tried to
pacify the men, but in vain, and Langhorne was tadly beaten, and remained lying
on the floor, when James threatened to jump on aid,did put one foot on him, but
Mrs. Holden’s servant pulled away Langhorne, andcgd him on a stool for
protection. Mrs. Holden then directed her servBhtNN, to put out James, Maggs,
and a man named Joseph Williams; after some dif§idtlinn got them out, and the
door was shut on them, but the men commenced twtlstones at the door and
windows, Mrs. Holden had the lights put out, threiyt might not see where the people
were inside. But a short time had passed ere Noklen heard one of the men call
out that he was dying, and when she lit a candbe, went out, she found that
Williams had been stabbed twice about the ribs, wad bleeding much. Williams
was removed inside, and constaBIMITH sent for, who apprehended James and
Maggs, when Maggs told him that he had also beehbsd in the arm. Dr.
STOLWORTHY was called in to attend Williams, and found thaé @f the stabs
was a serious one, but having bled him the dangespmptoms abated, and he is now
going on favourable. Dr. Stolworthy found that Madhad a slight stab in the arm.
Williams told Smith that he could not tell who dteal him.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/348, 03/11/1847

ASSAULT CASES. - The third case wabIN CONNOR v. BRIDGET SCOLES.
The two women are neighbours, Mrs. Connor beinglauted woman. Connor
stated that, without provocation, Mrs. Scoles theewrickbat at her head one day,
after cursing her for a black cannibal. Mrs. Ssalenied the brickbat, and accused
Mrs. Connor of having torn her hair, after haviradled her bad names. A witness,
Mrs. LUGG, being called, gave a graphic description of tghtf and of the damage
done to caps and frocks, but could not distingwhkith commenced the abuse or the
assault. The bench dismissed the case.

In the fifth caseJOSEPH BRIDEKIRK appeared to answer any charge brought
against him. It appeared that on thé"XBctober Mrs. Bridekirk was dangerously
wounded in the arm with a carving knife, and as tslet her medical attendants that
her husband had done it he was arrested, but aitdsvadmitted to bail. Mrs.
Bridekirk being out of danger, deposed yesterda the wound was accidentally
inflicted by her husband’s throwing the knife frame table to another, and that what
she had said to her medical attendants was indpietg uttered in the heat of
passion. Mr. Bridekirk was then released from.balil

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/354, 24/11/1847

A DANGEROUS WOMAN. - Our readers will remembemthon two or three
occasions lately a woman nambtARY JOHNSTONE has appeared before the
bench, as plaintiff or defendant, and that on oindhn@se she was bound over to keep
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the peace for twelve months. About that time s dold several articles of furniture
to a woman name®BRIDGET CORRIGAN, of Morpeth, for £1 8s. JONAS
JOHNSTONE, her husband, afterwards claimed the furniturekbtom Mrs.
Corrigan, who offered to return it on being reptid money. A few days ago Mrs.
Johnstone told Mrs. Corrigan to keep the furnitiitehe money was repaid, which
she hoped some day to do. On Sunday morning last ®@brrigan was proceeding
from Morpeth to the chapel at East Maitland, whke met Mr. and Mrs. Johnstone
on the road. They commenced abusing her, and sisdd threats that, alarmed for
the safety of her household goods, Mrs. C. turreklagain, intending to return to
Miorpeth. In passing Mr. and Mrs. Johnstone onrkéurn, the later seized hold of
Mrs. Corrigan, and threw her down, and called hesbland to her assistance; when
Mrs. Corrigan states that both beat her most dodlggdMary Johnstone swearing she
would have her lifer. MrRAE fortunately came up, and separated them, and ghortl
after Jonas and Mary Johnstone were apprehendeddiblyict constable
M'GUINNESS, Mrs. Corrigan having run to him at once, bleedwegy much, and
with all her clothes torn off, except a petticoatleher shoes. They were brought
before the bench on Monday, when the above facte deposed to, Mr. Rae stating
that when be came up Jonas Johnstone was stangit@pking at the fight between
the two woman, but that on being asked he immdgiatesisted Mr. Rae to separate
them. Mary Johnstone told constable M’'Guinnester dier apprehension, that she
would have Mrs. Corrigan’s life yet, as well as tives of one or two others. They
were both committed for trial for the assault.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/356, 01/12/1847

ASSAULT. - Yesterday a case of assault came doréeahe bench, in which
ELLEN O'BRIEN was the plaintiff, and constabJ©HN MURRAY the defendant.
Mr. Nichol appeared for the prosecution, and Mra@bers for the defence. From
the evidence for the prosecution it appeared thatrdy was suspected of having
induced JOANNA O'BRIEN , the daughter of Ellen O’Brien, to leave her home.
Mrs. O’Brien found her daughter on the 8th NovemlsrMr. Bridekirk's, West
Maitland, and with some difficulty induced her to gome with her. Mrs. O’'Brien
and her husband, accompanied by their daughteardingly proceeded up High-
street, on their way home, and while doing so sawrly and constabl€EDWELL
together. They had scarcely reached the NorthuanierHotel, as Mrs. O’Brien
deposed, when Murray caught hold of her by one amthKedwell by the other, and
hurried her off to the lockup, Murray striking heith a stick on the head, shoulders,
and fingers; the charge made against her at th@ipowas for assaulting Murray; she
was afterwards bailed out, and the next day apdearehe police office, but no
charge was brought on against her; when Mrs. OiBwas taken into custody, her
husband proceeded on his way home, keeping firnd lodlhis daughter. Mrs.
JAMES andFRANCIS CUNNINGHAM corroborated the blows on the bonnet and
fingers. Mr. Chambers, in cross-examination, &atithat Joanna O’Brien had called
on constable Kedwell for protection, and that M@sBrien was struggling to get
away from the constables, and got hold of Murrayigt. Mr. Chambers addressed
the court for the defence, and called Constablewéidand Joanna O’Brien. From
their evidence it appeared that Mrs. O’'Brien haddt and kicked her daughter after
leaving Mr. Bridekirk’s, and that she called in Mt. Callaghan’s, where Joanna
called on Kedwell for protection, and asked hinteke her mother into custody. He
did not do so, however, and he and Murray (who jbaeed him) followed the party
up the High-street till they reached the turning lmf the Falls road, where Murray,
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who had witnessed Mrs. O’Brien’s rough usage of daughter, spoke to Mrs.
O’Brien, begging her to let her go home quietlyccArding to Kedwell, Mrs. O’Brien

turned round and struck Murray three times in #ém=ef on which they took her into
custody, and , as he stated, used no unnecessdence on the way to the lockup,
although Murray, to force Mrs. O'Brien to let gostshirt, struck her twice lightly on
the fingers, but no farther. The bench severebssiexamined Kedwell as to the
exact proceedings of himself and Murray, and hawogsulted on their decision,
convicted Murray of the assault, and fined him 4@sd further depriving him and
Kedwell of their situations as constables, for &bofsthe office.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/357, 04/12/1847

A PLEASANT NEIGHBOUR. - On ThursdatNN CONNORS appeared before
the bench to answer the complaintMARY HOY, her neighbour. It appeared that
on Wednesday, the ?4JIt., the two women, who reside in East Maitlahdgd some
words over the fence, when Mrs. Connors spit in.Misy's face, and followed it up
by throwing dirt and gravel at her. Mrs. Hoy reted into her house, on which Mrs.
Connors picked up a brickbat and threw it throudghwindow, frightening Mrs. Hoy
greatly by her violence of word and action. Thadbiesentenced Mrs. Connors to pay
1s. damages and the costs, and to enter into risemges to keep the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/360, 15/12/1847

ASSAULTS. - Yesterday two charges of assault vieoeight before the bench. In
the first Mrs.MARY ANNE PORTER charged her husbansiODHN PORTER, with
assaulting her and threatening her life. It apgetdhat Porter, who is a journeyman
butcher, on the night of Saturday, théhZ\Tovember, went home at a late hour, and
on finding from his wife that she only had bread asutter for his supper, he
commenced beating and kicking her, and with muct lBmguage threatened her life.
Mrs. Porter’s evidence as above was corroborateal tsighbour, MrsCHAPMAN ,
who heard the assault and Porter’s expressions.b&hch convicted him of a serious
assault, but in consideration for his wife, who tsiaked that she was dependent for
support on his labour, they sentenced him to pas/, 4@ to be imprisoned for a
month, and to enter into recognisances to keepdhee.

The second case wsBARY DARK v. HUGH M'DONALD. Mr. Ward appeared
for the defence. According to Mrs. Dark’s statetméer husband had been for some
hours gambling at M’'Donald’s house yesterday, ahd went about nine in the
evening to get him home; she saw M’Donald, and latd freely of his sin in keeping
a gambling house to decoy away honest husbands$iebdénied her husband’s being
there, and shut the door. Before eleven o’clock skent again, and M’Donald
scarcely waited to hear her repetition of the deration before he kicked her under
the breast, knocking her down. Mr. Ward stated ke M’Donald denied the kick,
and that Mrs. Dark had raised a mob and disturbanoed his door, when he
prevented her by pushing her away. Mrs. Dark pceduwo witnesses, but neither of
them saw the assault, and M’Donald had subpoenaedwitnesses, who did not
attend. As several persons were stated to havedresent, the bench postponed the
case for a week.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/361, 18/12/1847

FASHIONABLE ARRIVAL. - Among the visitor's to Danhdre’s Hotel that have
arrived during the past week, we have to annoumeaame of a lady well known in
Maitland Court circles; the personage alluded to being no lessisd@owr than
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MARGARET FOWLER , who was yesterday put into durance vile on wayran
charged with smashing the glaze of the shop windbMistressSSTRETCH, a dealer
in sundries, residing at Darlington.

POLICE COURT. - THURSDAY, DEC. 16

MARGARET FOWLER AGAIN. - This fair damsel was hught before the bench
charged with the offence alluded to above; but \fBRETCH having been sworn,
declared that she could not identify the persothatbar as the same individual who
broke her windows. The prisoner was therefore hdisged, apparently highly
delighted with the hair-breadth escape.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/362, 22/12/1847

ASSAULT. - In theMercury of Wednesday last we gave the particulars of ageha
of assault brought bWIARY DARK againstHUGH M’'DONALD , which had been
postponed the previous day to allow of further e&ses being called. Yesterday the
case came on again, when Mr. Ward, for the defandapplied for a further
postponement of the case, and for warrants forrhaterial withnesses who had been
subpoenaed but had not attended. The bench ssydctuld not grant warrants for
that purpose, nor could the case be again postporedvitness namedUDITH
BARNETT was then called for the prosecution, whose evidescto the defendant’s
having assaulted Mrs. Dark by kicking her underlireast corroborated that of Mrs.
Dark herself. Mr. Ward, for the defence, stateat this absent witnesses could have
proved that Mrs. Dark used foul language to thew@d@nt, and, after throwing gravel
at him, tried to force her way into his house, whigs defendant pushed her out, and
shut the door, but did not kick her. The benchvirg consulted, said that they
convicted the defendant of a gross assault, agg@vay the fact of Mrs. Dark’s
having been twice at his house to look for her hudb, and prevent his wasting his
substance in gambling; they therefore fined theemi#dint £5, or in default three
months’ imprisonment in Newcastle gaol.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 5/363, 25/12/1847

REDRESS. - A lump of a man nameAIT , yesterday, appeared to complain of his
wife using threatening language towards him, arayipg redress. Captain Innes
ordered him to enter into sureties in the sun & I his wife’s good behaviour to all
her majesty’s subjects, but more particularly tavgahimself, for the period of twelve
months. Herald, Dec. 22

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/365, 01/01/1848

DRUNKENNESS. - On ThursdaMlARGARET FOWLER pleaded guilty of
having been drunk, and was fined 20s., or fortyxeigurs in the cells.

ASSAULT. - On ThursdapMAURICE STACK appeared before the bench, to
answer a charge of assaultiMARGARET FOWLER. Margaret deposed that
Stack and herself were both in Mr. Tuck’s inn oa 2" December, both somewhat
elevated, when Stack, who was going out, askedf se would not leave also. The
lady gave a contemptuous reply, which wounded Rafdelings so much that,
according to her account, he commenced a despessdelt on her, striking her down
and then kicking her, on which she called him agnaan, and he repeated the kicks.
ConstableRUSHTON, who was present, corroborated her evidence tce sextent,
but two witnesses for the defenEE QBERT POTTER andMATTHEW TRIGGS ,
made the assault appear less, and the provocagateg The bench convicted Stack,
and fined him 10s., or in default 14 days’ impris@mnt.
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/368, 12/01/1848

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS.

This Court opened on Monday morning last, at tetook ...

ASSAULT.

JONAS JOHNSTONE and MARY JOHNSTONE were indicted for assaulting
BRIDGET CORRIGAN , at Morpeth, on the 29November, 1847.

It appeared that Mrs. Corrigan had purchasecva drticles from the female
prisoner, and refused to restore then till sheepsid. Both parties lived at Morpeth,
and on the Sunday following Mrs. Corrigan was pegieg from Morpeth to
Maitland, when she passed the prisoners; the waabased her so much that Mrs.
Corrigan turned back, but Mary Johnstone flew at bhad tore off her clothes, and
dragging her to the ground, she tore her hair agak ber so savagely that Mrs.
Corrigan was afraid that she would murder her, fortunately Mr.RAE, came up
and interfered between them, separating the two amlyy the assistance of Jonas
Johnstone. At the time Mrs. Corrigan was coverét blood. Mrs. Corrigan stated
that Jonas Johnstone had previously held her arite Wis wife beat her, having been
called on by her to do so. When apprehended ®roffence, Mary Johnstone still
used violent threats against Mrs. Corrigan.

In defence, Jonas Johnstone put in a writterrobef asserting that Mrs. Corrigan
commenced the fight by striking his wife with a @sol, and that all he did was to
separate them when called on by RAE. Three witnesses were also called for the
defence, but neither of them appeared.

The Chairman having summed up, the jury returaederdict of not guilty as
regarded Jonas Johnstone, but found Mary Johngjoily. The man was then
discharged, and Mary Johnstone sentenced to sixhsiomprisonment in Sydney
gaol.

ASSAULT. - Yesterday two charges of assault wen@ught before the bench. In
the first DOROTHY PAYNE was the complainant, andlARIA TAYLOR the
defendant. It appeared that both parties rentddrom Mr. M'Dougall, and that on
Monday last Mrs. Taylor assaulted Mrs. Payne wittiek. Mrs. Payne, who stated
that she had given no provocation, took refugeeinfouse, but Mrs. Taylor burst the
door open, and Mrs. Payne was forced to seek thiegiron of a neighbour, till her
husband came home. Mrs. Taylor gave a differersioe of the affair altogether. As
Mrs. Payne had sworn she apprehended personay iinpm Mrs. Taylor, the bench
required the latter to enter into recognizancdetp the peace.

MARIA EVANS v. ELIZA MITCHELL. Mrs. Mitchell has been bound over
already to keep the peace, but yesterday Mrs. hasged her with assaulting her.
The affair appeared to have arisen out of the glsawf children belonging to the
respective ladies, and as the statements of theewamere directly opposite, and no
witnesses who had seen the commencement of thaltagsae present, the bench
dismissed the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/370, 19/01/1848

ASSAULT. - Yesterday two cases of assault canferbahe bench. The first was
ELIZA MITCHELL v. MARY EVANS. Mr. Davies appeared for the plaintiff, and
Mr. Grace for the defendant. Mts. Mitchell depodkdt as she was passing Mrs.
Evans’s door, about dusk, on Monday, thé& PEcember, Mrs. Evans called to her to
know why Mrs. Mitchell’s children were so abusiasnd why Mrs. M. herself always
called her Currumbubla.” Mrs. Mitchell replied that she never knew thaeshad
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any other name, to which Mrs. Evans retorted bynlgither a swinging blow on the
head with a stick, cutting tTHOMAS M’'CORMACK , an opposite neighbour, saw
Mrs. Mitchell pass the defendant’s door and retarrd presently, hearing a scream,
he looked up again, and saw Mrs. Mitchell step baokding her hands to her head,
while Mrs. Evans stood in her doorway, with a stick her hand. Constable
COLLINS , who was at some distance, ran up on hearingdise,,when he saw Mrs.
Mitchell’'s head bleeding, and by her directionstshed a good-sized brand from the
fire, which she said was the very weapon. Mrs.rsv@ld the constable that Mrs.
Mitchell had come there to murder her. No witnessere called for the defence, but
as no evidence was produced to corroborate Mr&hidiitas to the commencement of
the affray, the bench merely required Mrs. Evanertr into recognizances to keep
the peace.

DRUNKENNESS. - On Saturday, ... were brought betbieebench, charged with
drunkenness; ... whildMMARGARET FOWLER , whose fourth conviction it was,
and who had behaved in a disgusting manner afiag la@prehended, was convicted
of being an idle and disorderly person, and seei@nc two months’ imprisonment in
Newcastle gaol.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/373, 29/01/1848

ASSAULT. - On Tuesday la&ATHERINE PAWLEY appeared before the bench,
charged with assaultinBARAH MITCHELL , a girl of eleven years of age. From
the evidence of her mothefIZA MITCHELL , it appeared that on Saturday Mrs.
Pawley and Mrs. Mitchell had some quarrel, whidduiced Mrs. Mitchell to send her
daughter for a constable. [part unreadable] slietbgass by Mrs. Pawley's door,
and that the latter not only abused her, but stheckon the head with a knife, which
she threw at her, inflicting a serious wound, dmedtened to have her life. The case
was then remanded for further evidence, and onsay Dr.LIDDELL deposed
that on Sunday evening the girl was brought to & that he found a slight cicatrix
between her shoulders, as if there had been a shighnd there some time back, but
certainly not a recent one; it was too slight fonto distinguish how it might have
been inflicted. On hearing this evidence the batismissed the case.

BRUTAL CASE OF ASSAULT. - On Wednesday morningtween one and two
o’clock, Constable B.38, heard some women cryingrourder in Philip-street, and
on going to the spot, found two men, one naR&GBERT ARMSTRONG and the
otherJOHN EGBERRY, who were violently assaulting some unfortunaten&n in
front of a house of ill fame there. One of the meas armed with an iron bar, the
other with a Sandwich Island war club, with thestfiof which weapons the constable
was struck on first reaching the place. He them Eamberry with the club, who
attacked him with it, and knocked him down, aftendgastriking and knocking down
three women. Assistance, however, having by ime farrived, the constable was
enabled to secure both men. They underwent anieaton at the Police Office
yesterday, but both were remanded to gaol for oaekwfor the evidence of the
woman. One of these poor creatures, whose nam@ARGARET CAMPBELL
has been dreadfully ill-used, having had her arakdm, her ribs fractured, and three
dangerous wounds inflicted in her head. She isutite hands of DIMALLON ,
who has doubts of her recoverghronicle, Jan. 27

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/374, 02/02/1848
QUARRELSOME NEIGHBOURS. - Yesterday a case ofhaliscame before the
bench, in which some contradictory evidence wagmivThe plaintiff waLIZA
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MITCHELL , and the defendan#/ILLIAM and CATHERINE PAWLEY . Mr.

C. Nicholl appeared for the defence. From the @wie for the prosecution, it
appeared that on Saturday, thd“2@f January, Mrs. Mitchell was quietly coming
down High-street, when the defendants came out ogighbour's house, named
JAMES BROAD, and with furious threats made towards her. 8bk tefuge in the
yard of another neighbour, namddENRY NICHOLS, where the defendants
overtook her, and knocked her down, and Mrs. Pawitsy kicked and struck her
while lying on the ground, and was followed by hersband, who also attacked
Nichols, who came to the rescue, but was draggeimdigriously by Mrs. Nichols.
For the defence James Broad was called, who depbaedMrs. Mitchell had been
abusing the whole neighbourhood that morning, aspe@ally Mr. and Mrs. Pawley,
but that the first he saw of the actual fight wesew the two women were struggling
by the gate of Nichols’s yard; Pawley took no pamtil Nichols twice struck Mrs.
Pawley, when he went to assist his wife. The besmtvicted the defendants, and
fined them 40s. each, and costs, or two monthstisopment.

BRUTAL ASSAULT.

YesterdayPATRICK BARNES appeared before the bench, to answer charges of
assaultingTHOMAS STAPLETON and BRIDGET STAPLETON . Mr. Davies
appeared for the defence. The cases were commesspadately, but afterwards
jointly, for greater convenience. It appeared tbatThursday afternoon, the 27
January, Barnes and Mr. Stapleton was talking teyetear the premises of the latter,
in West Maitland, when Mr. Stapleton refused tadld&@arnes some money. Barnes
then left him, and shortly after Mr. Stapleton,Eding that Barnes was in the house
of one of his tenants, who was absent, went tleerd,called Barnes out, and found
that his tenant’s wife was drunk. Mr. Stapletold Barnes he ought to be ashamed of
himself, and ordered him off his premises. Bathes struck him, and Mr. Stapleton,
who is blind, caught hold of him, and accused hirdaing so. Barnes denied it, but
Mr. Stapleton again ordered him away, and struck with a light cane which he
carried to guide his steps. By this time Mrs. &tm had come out, and she also
ordered Barnes off the premises, on which he reftsgo, and knocked her husband
down with a sudden blow on the head. Barnes tihew thack a little and kicked Mr.
Stapleton on the head, on which Mrs, Stapletorfeamard to save him, but Barnes,
striking at her left and right as if fighting, krieed her down also. Both Mr. and Mrs.
Stapleton tried to rise up, but the first was kitk®y Barnes on the head, and fell
helplessly to the ground again, while Mrs. Stapidl down again from weakness.
They were now both lying helpless and insensible] Barnes was seen by two
persons to give each of them two or three heaviskiand then to leave the place.
Mr. Davies cross-examined the witnesses, but caoldshake their evidence. Mr.
Davies said he had a witness to produce, who gondde that Mr. Stapleton struck
the first blow. The bench said that they must st cases for trial, and that no
provocation could justify the brutal treatment ict®d on a blind man and a woman.
Mr. Davies said he should then reserve his defexicpresent. Barnes was then
committed for trial at the Sessions, but admitteddil.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/375, 05/02/1848

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - YesterdaANN LLOYD appeared before the
bench, charged with using threatening languageFREDERICK WILLIAM
DAVIES. Mr. Davies stated that for some years past Mosyd had subjected him
to great abuse when she met him, in consequentoer dfaving been wronged out of a
good deal of property while he was clerk in anraiéy’s office, but not by him, or by



07 October 2008 60

the fault of the attorney, although she imputedlbss to him; and that on Saturday
last he passed her in the street, when she abusedrd said she would tear his liver
out. Mrs. Lloyd denied using those words, but dthdithat she had abused Mr.
Davies. The bench ordered that she should enter recognisances, with two
sureties, to keep the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/376, 09/02/1848

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - A case of cross-chargdstloreatening language
betweerROSE FAGAN andSARAH HAYES came before the bench yesterday, Mr.
C. Nicholl appearing for Mrs. Fagan, and Mr. GréoeMrs. Hayes. Mrs. Fagan’s
charge was first gone into, and having afforded #peectators considerable
amusement, was stopped by the bench deciding titlatiddies should be bound over
in their own recognisances to keep the peace.

PERTINACEOUS ANNOYANCE. - On Saturday last a m@emed JAMES?]
VAUGHAN appeared before the bench charged with disorderiduct. It appeared
from the evidence of Mr. and MrADAMS, of the Black Horse, that some time ago
Vaughan was lodging there, and that since he kefbhdd taken every opportunity of
insulting and annoying Mr. and Mrs. Adams, usingchioul language. On Saturday
night, the 28 ult. he knocked them up about one o’clock, and seagiolent and used
such threatening language that a neighbour wasdcad] by whose assistance he was
secured. Vaughan holds a ticket of leave, anddscmnvicted of disorderly conduct,
and sentenced to fourteen days’ confinement, abe t@turned to government.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/377, 12/02/1848

ERRATUM.

In last Wednesday'Mercury, in a paragraph headed “Pertinaceous Annoyance,” w
stated that MrHENRY ADAMS, of the Black Horse Inn, was the person whom
VAUGHAN had insulted and annoyed. We find we were inreirdvaving been Mr.
WILLIAM ADAMS, carrier, of East Maitland, with whom Vaughan hadgded, and
whom he afterwards annoyed, for which he was pexishs stated by us.

STABBING AND WOUNDING.

THOMAS SMITH , a shoemaker, residing in Pitt-street, was yeatercharged
before the city police court, with assaulting anbbing oneELIZABETH
FOSTER, the wife of a sail-maker residing in the sameaedtr It appeared that the
parties were neighbours, and that on the Saturdidgwing the anniversary of the
colony some words arose between them, when thergrisattacked the prosecutrix
with a heavy bamboo vane, as thick as a man’s amd. beat her severely; in the
course of the struggle he also stabbed her witlhce-maker’'s knife in the arm,
inflicted a very severe wound. She was taken imately to the shop of DrJ.N.
SALTER, in a fainting state from loss of blood, and theuwwd promptly attended to.
Dr. SILVER deposed to the serious nature of the wound. marsm his defence
stated, that the woman had attacked him, and teahad cut her hand by breaking a
window. He was committed to take his trial for tifeence. Chronicle, Feb. 10

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/380, 23/02/1848

ASSAULT. - YesterdaMARY SWALES appeared before the bench to answer the
charge of assaultingANE ASHTON. Mr. C. Nicholl appeared for the prosecution.
It appeared from the evidence of Mrs. Ashton &ENRY WOODS, that on the
afternoon of the 1 February Mrs. Ashton was passing Mrs. Swales’ &pugen
Mts. S. came out to her with a short stick, withichhshe struck her two blows,
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asking her at the second blow how she dared woitelit Swales for money. Mrs.
Ashton’s answer still further enraging Mrs. Swalslse increased the vigour of her
beating, and being assisted by a neighbour or Mrs, Ashton was unable to get
away till her husband came to her help. In crossvenation Woods admitted that
Mrs. Ashton stopped, leaning against a log, whes clme opposite where Mrs.
Swales was standing. In defence Mrs. Swales kaidshe had reason to believe that
her husband and Mrs. Ashton were too intimate, taatiMrs. Ashton having written
to him for some money, she reproached Mrs. A. \tits she passed, on which the
latter pulled her cap off, which being too much sheick her, and was struck again.
The bench convicted Mrs. Swales, and fined her &@s.costs.

NEIGHBOURS' QUARRELS. - Yesterday three countbaiges of assault came
before the bench. The first wANNE MAXWELL v. ELIZA MITCHELL; the
second MARGARET BARRY v. ELIZA MITCHELL ; and the thirdELIZA
MITCHELL v. RICHARD HIGHAM and JAMES BARRY.  Mr. Davies appeared
for Mrs. Mitchell, and Mr. Ward for her opponentsThe first two cases were
dismissed on account of technical defects in tharmmations, without the cases being
gone into. In regard to the third lengthy and cadlittory evidence was brought
forward. After a patient hearing the bench comdcRichard Higham and James
Barry of the assault, and fined them £5 each, @@ tmonths’ imprisonment in
Newcastle gaol; and further required them to emir recognizances to keep the
peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/382, 01/03/1848

DRUNKENNESS. - On MondaffRANCIS PEARSON, WILLIAM DANIELS,
CATHERINE PAWLEY, and WILLIAM PAWLEY , were brought before the
bench, charged with drunkenness; Pearson pleadiy gnd was fined 10s. and the
other three were fined 20s, or 24 hours in thesc®llilliam Pawley was also required
to enter into recognizances to keep the peace tskaiZA MITCHELL.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/393, 08/04/1848

DISORDERLY CONDUCT. - On WednesdayARGARET FOWLER was
brought up, charged with drunkenness and disordemyguct; she was convicyted on
the evidence of constablé3ONHAM and HOLLAND if being drunk and using
obscene language in the street, and of being tealyitidle and disorderly. She was
sentenced to six weeks’ imprisonment in Newcasitd.g

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/394, 12/04/1848

ASSAULTS.

JOHN LEWIS was yesterday charged with assaultib§ENNIS TURLEY, at
Rutherford. The defendant had shit the gate leptirthe main road, and as Turley
was in the act of opening the gate, he receivedbw with a waddy on the head,
which knocked him senseless for about three quadean hour. Turley had never
quarrelled with defendant. The defendant was fi#2dor in default to undergo two
months’ imprisonment, and to enter into recognieano keep the peace of twelve
months in £20, and two sureties in £10 each.

GEORGE BELLINGER was charged with committing an assaultWi.LIAM
BOSSLEY. It appeared that whilMJARIA BOSSLEY , the wife of plaintiff, was
passing by the defendant, he began abusing heg tr& most obscene language, and
on Mr. Bossley coming up defendant struck him avbdm the cheek. There had been
no quarrel between the parties, and at the timibeofissault the defendant had a stone
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or piece of brick in his hand. Bellinger was sent to pay a fine of 40s., or to be
confined in her Majesty’s gaol for one month.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/395, 15/04/1848

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - A woman namedARY MARTEN was summoned to
appear before the bench on Wednesday, but didpp#aa when called on. As the
case had been postponed on a previous occasioeneeidvas now taken, and
MARGARET FINCH deposed that on Tuesday, tH&&pril, she saw Mary Marten
come up to her daughter, a young woman, and skike seeing Marten about to
strike her again, Mrs. Finch ran forward, and tb&t to go home, and pulled her
daughter inside; Marten then caught Mrs. FinchHeyhair, and struck her two severe
blows. Mrs. Finch deposed that she had given msecdor this violence, and that
since that day Marten had uttered the most vidlergats against her. The bench
convicted Mary Marten of the assault, and fined#&ror two months’ imprisonment
in Newcastle gaol, and further required her toreinte sureties to keep the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/398, 26/04/1848

A DUTIFUL SON. - WILLIAM STEVENS appeared on summons at the Police
Court on Thursday to answer a charge of assauttimgWILLIAM HAYES . It
appears that Hayes had taken a young man n&@b&RAN out with him on one or
two occasions, and had brought him home in an ashstate of intoxication. Upon
this Mrs. Stevens remonstrated with Hayes, whoirgettather excited, used some
strong language to the lady in the hearing of logr, he defendant, who thereupon
knocked complainant down. Captain Innes, on hgédtia case, dismissed the charge,
remarking with some warmth, “If anybody d----d myther | know | should knock
him down.” Chronicle, April 22

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/404, 17/05/1848

INCITING TO BREAK THE PEACE. - Yesterday two néigours, who had
guarrelled, came to settle their differences betbeebenchELIZA KENNY being
the plaintiff, andAGNES GUDGER the defendant. Mrs. Kenny charged Mrs.
Gudger with having used such threatening languadeet on Saturday last that she
was afraid of her life. Mrs. Gudger being calledfor her defence gave a recital of
the wrongs she had sustained from Mrs. Kenny, wisbm accused of being in the
habit of using bad language to her. The benchr &ftening to, and laughing at, the
ladies for some time, dismissed the case.

A VERY KIND HUSBAND. - VALENTINE FAY , a queer little man, rather hard
of hearing, appeared before their worships, to answcharge preferred by constable
M'GUIRE, with having been found in the Queen’s highway undhe inebriating
effects of the jolly God; his better haBLIZABETH or ELIZA FAY (*whichever
you please,”) was also warned to attend, but wasdrdelicate a state of health to be
present. Mr. Fay was convicted, and fined tenlisg# or twenty-four hours in the
cells. As he was being led out of the Court Hateseork out his “debt of honour,”
he turned round to the magistrates, and begged tbeatlow him the privilege of
working out his wife’s debt also. The magistratese convulsed with laughter, and
being in good humour did not negative his proposal.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/406, 24/05/1848
VIOLENT CONDUCT TOWARDS A WIFE. - On Tuesday a manamed
THOMAS CROTTY was brought before the bench, charged with viotamduct
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towards his wife. Mrs. Crotty deposed that she been obliged to leave her house
on Monday afternoon, having been struck by her &odp who used such threats
towards her that the was afraid to remain in thaskowith him. Chief constable
WOOD deposed that he had more than once been induceudtdo Crotty's house,
whose manner was that of an insane man, and whovevgsviolent at times. The
bench cautioned Crotty as to his conduct, and edd&m to find bail to keep the
peace.

DRUNKENNESS. ... Yesterday MARGARET FOWLER, THOMAS
WILLIAMS, and ANN HALL pleaded guilty to the charge of drunkenness, and
were each fined 10s. or 24 hours in the cells.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/407, 27/05/1848

DRUNKENNESS. - YesterdaMARGARET FOWLER, JOHN QUINLAN,
THOMAS KENNAVY, and WILLIAM FLAHERTY , were brought before the
bench, charged with drunkenness, of which Fowler @uinlan pleaded guilty, and
Kennavy and Flaherty were convicted; Fowler wasdid0s. or 48 hours in the cells,
and the other three were fined 10s. each, or 2dshinuhe cells.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/408, 31/05/1848

DRUNKENNESS. - Yesterday alddARGARET FOWLER was convicted of

drunkenness, using obscene language in the steretspf being of loose character,
this being her third conviction for drunkennesshiita month; she was dealt with
under the Vagrant Act, and sentenced to three rsbmtiprisonment in Newcastle
Gaol, with hard labour.

MAOTLAND MERCURY, 6/413, 17/06/1848

CHARGE OF MALICIOUS INJURY. - YesterdafC’ATHERINE WELSH
appeared before the bench, to answer a chargelizfona injury, brought against her
by ELIZASBETH WHARTON . Mr. Davies appeared for the defence. It appkare
that the woman are neighbours, and have had wardsthat on Tuesday last Mrs.
Welsh went to Mrs. Wharton's house with an axe, aittl great threats against her
and her house, chopped at the brick and stonewfoitkechouse. The damage done
neither of the witnesses could estimate, but Mrisak¥n deposed that she was in fear
of her life from Mrs. Welsh’s violent threats. Mm#/elsh was ordered to enter into
recognisances, with sureties, to keep the peadevédve months.

DRUNKENNESS. - Yesterday a man namddCHAEL MASON was brought
before the be4dnch, and pleaded guilty to the chafgleunkenness; he was fined 10s.
or 24 hours in the cells. Mason was again puth® lar, charged with assaulting
SARAH FLINN, a married woman. It appeared that Mason andnFlthe
complainant’s husband, had been fellow workmen dara some time ago, since
which Mason had occasionally called at Flinn's lguSn Wednesday Mason, who
was drunk, called at Flinn’s, and found only Mrénk at home; she was getting tea
ready for him, when, because she refused to lightpipe a second time, he
threatened to have her life, and shook his fisselto her face. As it appeared,
however, that no actual; blow was struck, the beatisimissed the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/417, 01/07/1848

NEIGHBOURLY QUARRELS. - MICHAEL LEARY appeared at the court, to
answer a charge preferred against himGBORGE MARSHALL , his next door
neighbour. It appeared from Marshall's evidencat,tton the ¥ of June, two
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apprentices of Leary's were fighting in the workghdlarshall hearing them, went
across to see then, and said, “Well done, Franidnuvhich Leary struck Marshall,
kicking him when down. The defendant cross-exathifarshall at considerable
length, by which it appeared that they had oftearmplled before. Leary pleaded
guilty of the assault, under circumstances of gpravocation. He was fined 20s.,
and costs.

ANOTHER CASE OF THE SAME. - MrsTHWAITES appeared on summons to
answer a charge of assaulting MEASTMORE. It appeared, from the evidence for
the plaintiff, that on the 8June a quarrel occurred between the childrenefwio
parties, who live close to each other, when Mrsvdites’s son complained to her that
Mrs. Eastmore’s daughter had struck him. Mrs. Titegaran out to avenge her son’s
wrongs, and struck the girl; on which Mrs. Eastmcaene out and remonstrated that
this was carrying the joke too far. Mrs. Thwaitlkseatened to treat her the same, and
spit in Mrs. Eastmore’s face, on which Mrs. E. eated in-doors, leaving Mrs. T.
abusing her outside. Mrs. Thwaites denied the gehaand from her defence it
appeared that there was an old grudge betweenathédids. Mrs. T.’s son was
offered as a witness, but was so young that thetbdeclined examining him. The
bench convicted the defendant, and fined her 2@8.costs, and, in addition, required
her to enter into recognisances to keep the peaceA counter-charge was then
brought in by Mrs. Thwaites against Mr. Eastmorépvghe stated had threatened to
launch her into eternity on the following day, amtl put her in bodily fear. Mr. E.
denied using the words imputed to him, and statetl e had said that had he been
home when the quarrel occurred he should have tHiemaw into his own hands.
The bench ordered Mr. Eastmore to enter into reisagues to keep the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/420, 12/07/1848

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - ASSAULT.

MARGARET JOHNSON and JOHN JOHNSON were indicted for assaulting
THOMAS CLARKE , at Irish-town, on the fZLApriI, 1848.

It appeared from the evidence of Thomas Clame lais wife that they and the
Johnsons were neighbours, living on a farm neargdbgnand that quarrels had
occurred between them about pigs; on th8 Agril Clarke was taking home a small
pig that had trespassed on his land, when Mrs.sdshmet him with the handle of a
fryingpan, with which she made a blow at his hdad,he caught it on his arm, and
tripping her up, he took the weapon from her; ey & boy) ran out, and threw a
stone at Clarke, which struck him on the side, mgkiim “groan very badly,” Mrs.
Clarke said; the boy then picked up a second stme,his mother catching it from
him, she threw it at Clarke’s head, but he ducked, avoided it.

Mrs. Johnson created great amusement in couhiebyross-examination touching
the pig and other matters, and in defence repredettiat Clarke was a very
guarrelsome neighbour, and had first knocked hamgddohn Johnson said he came
to help his mother, on seeing her knocked downeyTdalled a witness, but he had
seen nothing of the assault.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty againstigaret Johnson, recommending her
to mercy, and of not guilty against John Johnsdohn Johnson was discharged, and
Margaret Johnson was fined 20s.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/422, 19/07/1848
SYDNEY NEWS. - ASSAULT AND WOUNDING.
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THERESA CARROLL and MARY KENNEDY were apprehended von Saturday,
on a charge of assaultingtHOMAS SMITH , a carpenter, in Clarence-street, and
cutting him in the face and neck with a knife, ¢iney sharp instrument. It appeared
that both the women were abandoned charactersthatdealousy on the part of

Carroll, with whom Smith was on intimate terms, wihs cause of the attack. The
prisoners were brought up to-day at the policeceffand discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/430, 16/08/1848

SYDNEY NEWS.

FEMALE DELINQUENCY. - A woman of the name &LLEN ABBERFIELD |,
well known at the Police Office as a most violemd aurbulent character, was brought
up before the police bench to-day, having beenegmded in the act of assaulting
her husband. It appeared that she had only jest bieerated from gaol on Saturday
last, where she had been serving a month’s imprismo for violent conduct, when
she commenced an attack on her husband by peliimgvith stones, brickbats, and
other missiles, and by biting him in the hand. Keing taken into custody she
observed that it wasnly her husband she was attacking. The bench, omgetie
evidence, ordered her to find sureties for futwwedybehaviour, or to undergo another
month’s confinement in gaol. She thanked the béackhe sentence, observing that
“she could do that,” meaning, it is presumed, ugdehe imprisonment.

SERIOUS CHARGE. -CHARLES ALBERSON, a private of H.M. 1% Regiment,
was yesterday before the Police Court, under thewing circumstances:- A female
named BARNES, residing in Clarence-street, stated that heraatf her husband
being awoke shortly after one o’clock that morninga noise in the adjoining house,
they got up to ascertain the cause, and she them w® the street and found it
originated from the accused and a second soldiemating to break into the house
alluded to. The accused then took up a stone land ft at her, when it struck her
head, and a severe cut was inflicted. Alberson hisdcomrade made off; but
presently afterwards they returned, when they conecer throwing stones at the door
of her house. The charge was denied by the accudenl submitted that as there
were a great many soldiers about the town on pass barracks for the night, Mrs.
Barnes must be mistaken in the identity, when sipeated she was positive he was
the person who had assailed her; and the testimbthye constable who took him in
charge tended to support her identification. Aswound had not been examined by
any professional gentleman the case was remandidouday, in order that it should
be so, and his evidence as to the nature of theyingken. - Herald, Aug. 11. -
Yesterday Alberson was committed for trial. Mr.r§on HARPUR had been
applied to, and a certificate was handed in froat gentleman to the effect, that Mrs.
Barnes had received a very severe contusion oeepdhnietal bone, lacerating the
scalp to some extent. Alberson was allowed bailskif, in £80, and two sureties in
£40 each.Herald, Aug. 12

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/436, 06/09/1848

ASSAULT. - Yesterdaf’HARLES GALE appeared before the bench, to answer a
charge of assault brought against himLEYVIS BRODZIAK . It appeared from Mr.
Brodziak's evidence, that on Monday, theth28ltimo, he was in the yard of the
Maitland Hotel, when Mr. Gale walked into the yaahd after standing a minute or
two he commenced talking to Mr. Brodziak about solegal matter in dispute
between them. Mr. Brodziak referred him to higuey, but Mr. Gale continued the
discussion in an angry manner, and presently strciBrodziak. Mr. B. ran into the
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house, and to the front door to look for a congtablt could see none, and Mr. Gale
coming up behind him he struck Mr. B. a second bémithe back of the neck. Mr.
ROSSETER corroborated Mr. Brodziak’s evidence as to theetdblow, and deposed
that Mr. Gale had told him before he went into §ed that he would punch
Brodziak's head. In defence Mr. Gale said he wekekl by Mr. Brodziak before he
struck him, and he denied having struck Mr. B.ha touse. The bench convicted
him of the assault, and fined him 40s., or one imsnimprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/440, 20/09/1848

ASSAULT. - Yesterday a man nameE®WARD MAGENNIS was brought before
the bench, charged with assaultifg TER HANNAN. It appeared that Magennis,
who is in Hannan's employment, came home drunkhenl®” instant, and brought a
bottle of rum with him. During dinner he took litties with and insulted Mrs.
Hannan, and on Hannan ordering him to leave thesdione demanded his wages,
struck Hannah two or three times, and drove hinodgehim into the bedroom, where
Hannan seized a pistol, which checked MagennisH#hnan had summoned his
stepson to his assistance, when Hannan made gooetieat from the house, which
he was afraid to enter till he had procured theesirof Magennis on warrant.
Magennis denied the assault, and said the chargerrwaped up to deprive him of
his wages. Magennis was convicted, and fined E&ne months’ imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/442, 27/09/1848

ASSAULT CHARGES. - On Friday morningARY JOHNSON appeared before
the bench, charged WARIA POWERS with assaulting her. From Mrs. Powers’s
evidence it appeared that Mrs. Johnson had mademovoked assault on her as she
passed by, and had afterwards struck her on the &ima defendant called a witness,
BRIDGET OKEIFE , who deposed that the two women were wranglingl an
uttering threats against each other. The casalisasssed.

YesterdayLOUISA PEACOCK appeared to answer a similar charge, brought
against her by MrsPOWERS. Mrs. Powers in this case also deposed to an
unprovoked attack being made against her by thendaht, who eventually struck
her. She called a withedd)CHAEL DUFFY , who described the affair as a scuffle
between the two women. Both ladies were ordereshter into recognisances to keep
the peace.

Another case was called o ARGARET BURNS v. MARY GLASS. Mrs.
Burns deposed to Mrs. Glass's having crossed theetson Tuesday, the 19
expressly to attack her, and to her having theleddler opprobrious names, torn her
bonnet, and struck her in the facBAMES GLASS, who appeared for is wife, cross-
examined Mrs. Burns, when it appeared that MrsnBinad after the quarrel accepted
8s. from Glass, who went to her to try to make pt but she deposed that she
positively refused to make it up. The bench thaugdr accepting the money did not
exactly agree with this, and they dismissed the.cas

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/444, 04/10/1848

ASSAULT. - On Monday another assault case wasthd2ETER M'DONALD v.
GEORGE BEVIS. It appeared that some ill-feeling existed betwdem, and that
on Saturday M'Donald went to Bevis to ask him fdyaarow, which he told him Mrs.
ECKFORD had lent him; Bevis, who was in Mrs. Eckford’s daoy refused to let
him have it; M’'Donald told a boy to go and fetchdh which Bevis struck M’Donald
with his bullock-whip, and threatened to throw Himto the river; Mrs. Bevis ran out
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and got hold of her husband, on which M'Donaldeated. Bevis was convicted of
the assault, and ordered to enter into recognizatackeep the peace.

CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - On MondaRATRICK GORMAN appeared before
the bench, to answer the charge of assaullidgN DOYLE. From the evidence of
Doyle it appeared that the parties reside in Dursaeet, and that on Friday last
witness was taking down a fence, when Gorman cgmeand asked him why he was
doing so; witness replied that he was taking dowenrtils to get a load of wood in;
Gorman then got a hammer and struck witness orhélael with it, knocking him
down; after which Gorman struck him twice more witle hammer. A witness was
called,WILLIAM SIMPSON , who deposed that he saw Doyle tearing down afenc
when Gorman went up and asked him to desist; Dsgid he would not; Gorman
then held out his arm, telling him not to break feace; Doyle seized Gorman on
this, and they both fell, struggling and rollingep\each; Mrs. Doyle got a large stick,
and struck Gorman with it as often as she couldn@m did not strike Doyle with a
hammer. The case was dismissed, and Doyle andvifeswere bound over on
recognizances to keep the peace.

CHARGE OF USING THREATENING LANGUAGE. - On MondayANNAH
FORSTER appeared before the bench, charged with usingitdmeng language to
MARTHA MASTERS . Mrs. Masters deposed to her being in fear afrinfrom
Mrs. Forster, in consequence of threats utterethbylater on Tuesday evening, the
26" ultimo. Two witnesses deposed to having witnegbedquarrel, but neither had
heard threats used by Mrs. Forster, while the staw®posed to having seen Mrs.
Masters throw water over Mrs. Forster. The casedismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/446, 11/10/1848

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - ASSAULT.

GEORGE MARRIOTT was indicted for assaulting AMES WILLIAM du
MOULIN , at Wollombi, on the t6th July, 1848.

It appeared that on the evening of that dayddr.Moulin, Marriott, and several
other parties, were at Mr. M’'Dougal’s inn, at Walibi, and the conversation got on
electioneering politics, and led to dissensionjeagth Marriott spat at the Doctor
three times, and the Doctor’s forbearance carryiing no further he struck Marriott,
and they fought for some time, Marriott getting therst of it.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty, but rennmended the defendant to mercy. He
was sentenced to pay a fine of 20s., which headid,was discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/448, 18/10/1848

STABBING. - JOHN GALLAGHER was remanded till tomorrow on a charge of
stabbing on€?ATRICK CONNELL in the thigh with a knife. Connell being unable
to attend was the cause of the remand. It iscsttitat Gallagher had encased his
nether extremities in a pair of trousers belongiogConnell, who, on asking the
former for them, was attacked by him with a knédag received a wound in the thigh,
as above stated.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/450, 25/10/1848

DRUNKNENESS. - Yesterday Wililam Ewing, Eliza Smi Mary Lacy, and
MARGARET FOWLER , pleaded guilty to similar charges; Fowler wasdr0s.
and the others 10s. each, all being allowed tleergdtive of 24 hours in the cells.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/451, 28/10/1848
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DRUNKENNESS. - On Wednesd®ARGARET FOWLER was brought before
the bench, and pleaded guilty to the charge ofldmness; she was fined 40s. or 48
hours in the cells.

COUNTER CHARGES. - On Thursday two counter chsrgé assault and
threatening language came before the bench. TheviasANN PHILLIPS v.
FANNY YULE , the secondFANNY YULE v. ANN PHILLIPS. It appeared that
on the 2%' instant Mrs. Phillips had gone to Mrs. Jennersdggs, and while there
saw Mrs. Yule’s children, one of whom she accustdhawving thrown her (Mrs.
Phillips’s) things about on the previous Sundayewkhe young lady politely replied
that she was a liar. Mrs. Phillips, it appearedd her hand on the shoulder of the
child while speaking to it, but did not strike &#ccording to Mrs. Jenner’s evidence.
Mrs. Yule, however, soon appeared on the sceneaecused Mrs. Phillips of having
struck her child. On this a war of words begamieen the ladies, Mrs. Yule shaking
a stick at Mrs. Phillips, and promising her a dimgsf she touched her children
again. As nothing desperate was said or done, yewaccording to Mrs. Jenner’s
evidence, the bench dismissed both cases.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/452, 01/11/1848

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - Yesterday, alsoWALTER ROXBURGH
KEMBLE appeared, to answer a charge of using threatdsngyage t&-FRANCES
KEMBLE . Mrs. Kemble deposed to threats uttered agaarsbir Mr. Kemble on the
23 instant, and prayed the protection of the berlgl. Kemble was bound over to
keep the peace.

CHARGE OF FIRING A GUN AT A WOMAN. - YesterdayATTHEW SMITH
appeared before the bench, to answer a chargargf & gun aMARY GRAHAM ,

on the & October. It appeared that both parties live alst®s Plains, but on
opposite sides of the Hunter. On that day Smitadfitwice at Mrs. Graham’s
pigeons, and she then crossed the river to séeyfwere hers. On her return back a
gun was fired off as she was in the middle of therr Mrs. Graham deposed that this
third shot was fired at her by the defendant, wias then about a hundred yards from
her, and standing on the bank; no shots touchetksst or fell on the river, as far as
she saw.ANN TEAGUE saw the defendant fire off the gun twice at thgepins, and
heard the third shot, but did not see who fireadty at what, although she was then
watching Mrs. Graham’s progress across the rivdrs. Graham deposed to threats
uttered by Smith as soon as she landed on his lzamk,Mrs. Teague deposed to
threats previously uttered by him against Mrs. @mahif she should go over. The
bench convicted Smith of using threatening languamel ordered him to pay the
costs, and to enter into sureties to keep the peace

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/453, 04/11/1848

CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - YesterdaylARGARET RUTTER appeared before
the bench, to answer a charge of assault, brouginst her byMARGARET
HENSHAW. From Miss Henshaw's evidence it appeared thaSonday last she
was talking to a sister of the defendant, whenl#fter came out and told her sister
not to speak to her; witness called Miss Rutteussl, and the latter retorted; shortly
after witness was passing near Miss Rutter's howben Miss R. threw a stone at
her, which narrowly escaped hitting her mother.e Tefendant had also repeatedly
insulted her in the street, about some evidencegake at the Quarter Sessions. The
case was dismissed, the defendant being cautiooietb rgive insulting language to
the plaintiff.
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SYDNEY NEWS. - CONTENTMENT.

THOMAS GILLIGHAN , a resident of Chippendale, was this day broughbefore
the police bench, charged with creating a disturzbaand breaking the peace in that
locality. The constable who appeared to suppertctiarge stated that he heard cries
of murder issuing from a house occupied by prisoherbroke open the door, and
found him beating a female, whose clothes and persye much stained with blood;
he took the man into custody, and found in his pock large carving fork. The
prisoner stated to the bench that he knew nothfripeomatter, and the wife, instead
of giving any evidence against him, stated that lnesband was a very good man
when sober; that the constable had interfered vileewas not wanted; and that if her
husband chose to beat her when he was drunk, dheodiknow who had a better
right. The bench dismissed the case with a reprihta the prisoner.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/454, 08/11/1848

DRUNKENNESS. - On Saturday last Michael M’'Cartland MARGARET
FOWLER appeared before the bench, charged with drunkennesFowler was
convicted, and it being her sixth offence, andratéel with disorderly conduct, she
was sentenced to six weeks’ imprisonment unde¥#grant Act.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/456, 15/11/1848

ANOTHER CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - YesterdaROBERT SHEPPARD
appeared before the bench, to answer a chargetiragginst him bfARGARET
HOLLY . It appeared from Mrs. Holly’s evidence that, unday morning last, she
was passing defendant’s place when he called ledt, baying, “Come here, my game
body.” After this call was repeated three timé® went back, and asked him what he
wanted; after some mutual expressions of conteeiative to former transactions, he
struck her on the back with a brickbat, and she aldiged to set down a dish she was
carrying from the force of the blow; he struck terd chased her, and had not
witness’s mother came to her help would have mugived her. Mr. Sheppard,
whose impatience had found vent in various thestrittemonstrations during the
witness’s evidence, now commenced a most amusidgy@aluble cross-examination,
from which it appeared that the quarrel was of sstaeding, and he endeavoured to
make it appear that Mrs. Holly first assaulted hand sent brickbats flying all over
his yard after him, striking himself and his chil@ihe bench put a few queries to Mrs.
Holly as to her reason for going into the yard, #reh dismissed the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 6/460, 29/11/1848

ASSAULT. - Yesterday an assault caBHOMAS DEAN v. SUSAN FLINN, was
called o n before the bench. The defendant didappear, and evidenced of the
service of the summons having been taken, thewasegone into. It appeared from
Dean’s evidence that he had taken care of MissBlihouse, by her desire, during
her absence in Sydney. On her return she at aoaegded to get drunk, and went to
bed in that state on Saturday evening. Aboutdietock on the Sunday morning she
came out of her room, and to witness, who was Igin@ sofa, and asked him for the
money he took from her on the previous eveningtn®és told her to go to bed again,
and when she was sober he would speak to her. w8he back to her room, and
witness laid down, covering his head over, but imiaute or two Flinn came out
again armed with a chair, with which she strucknests about the head, inflicting
several cuts and bruises. She afterwards unghgt&imned out witness, his wife, and
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children, and refused even to give them up thein dwngs. The bench convicted
Flinn, and fined her 40s. and costs, or two morithgrisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/470, 03/01/1849

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - Yesterdaf RANCES COOK appeared before
the bench, charged with using threatening languagedNN DERRINGTON . Mrs.
Derrington deposed that she lived at Lochinvar, #rad in consequence of an old
grudge Mrs. Cook was continually abusing her, algtofor two years she had never
spoken to Mrs. C.; on Sunday week Mrs. Cook thresteher so much that she was
afraid to cross the road; on Thursday she repdaedhreats, saying that she would
scald witness and do her a variety of injuriestred witness was afraid to cross the
road, or even to go next door for a pint of milkhe bench ordered Mrs. Cook to
enter into her own recognizance to keep the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/471, 06/01/1849

MALICIOUS DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY. - YesterdailZA MITCHELL
appeared before the bench, chargedROBERT SIMPSON with breaking his
windows. Mr. Ward appeared for the defence. fiegped that on the evening of the
29" December Mrs. Mitchell and Mrs. Simpson had beearrlling, and that
between ten and eleven Mrs. Mitchell was seen toddimpson’s door and hammer
away at it as of she meant to break it in. Mr.[&on and his family were in bed, but
he got up, ran to the door, and opened it; meanire Mitchell had broken in a
pane of glass in his window, and then ran away;agj@n came to the charge, and
Mr. Simpson deposed that she broke in two more féim@shing up by throwing a
brick through the window. She was convicted, amed 20s. or two months’
imprisonment; and was also ordered to find surétideep the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/477, 27/01/1849

ASSAULT. - TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION.

On Monday lastWALTER ROXBURGH KEMBLE, THOMAS ALFRED
WARLAND, and JOHN DEANE, appeared before the bench, charged with
assaultingFRANCES KEMBLE , and taking forcible possession of her house. Mr.
Davies appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Turatended to watch the
proceedings on the part of Mr. Kemble’s suretitsappeared from the evidence that
Mr. and Mrs. Kemble had been for some time livipgud, and that on Saturday last
Mr. Kemble with the two other defendants went tor H®use, and entering
unannounced, Mr. Kemble said he took possessiatheohouse and furniture, and
gave Warland and Deane instructions to fasten tloesdand keep possession, and to
let no one enter the house. Mrs. Kemble exposuwlatith him, on which he used
very insulting and threatening language, calling hemurderess, and became so
violent that she dreaded he would strike her, amel eminded him that he was
already bound over to keep the peace, and had moketb it. On this he became
more quiet, and in a few minutes left the houseeaéing his instructions to Warland
and Deane. Deane meanwhile had a dispute withvargeof Mrs. Kemble’s, named
LEWIS, and had threatened to break is head with a pwikibe came nearer to him.

It appeared that MiIG.J. CLARKE rented the house, and held a bill of sale over the
furniture, while Mr.W.A. De BACKER was residing in the house as a friend of Mrs.
Kemble; but at this time neither of them were ip titobuse. Word was sent to Mr.
Clarke, and soon after he and Mr. De Backer reathechouse, which they found
fastened up, and saw Warland and Deane stationée dtont window. Having in
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vain asked them to open the door, Mr. Clarke formsdway in through a French
window, and was followed by Mr. De Backer. Mr Garasked Warland by what
authority he was there, and Warland refusing tesfsahim, Mr. Clarke seized him
and turned him out by main force. Meanwhile Mr. Becker was questioning Deane,
who told him he was Jack the Devil and a constabid, was authorised by the police
magistrate; Mr. De Backer then seized him and @hiinien out also. Warland again
attempted to enter the house, but was preventedon&table was then sent for, and
Warland and Deane given into custody. In answex tpiestion from Mr. Kemble,
Mrs. Kemble said she was not his wife, their m@eidaving been illegal. The case
was remanded to Wednesday after a portion of tikerge had been taken, and the
three defendants were then committed for trial &ssault, but were afterwards
ordered to be admitted to bail.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/478, 31/01/1849

MALICIOUS INJURY. - On Monday a negro named®HN WARREN was
charged with having maliciously injured propertyt appeared by the evidence of
ALFRED KEDWELL , a boy of ten years old, that on Friday afternbenwas
standing at the gate leading to the watch-housenwie said something to Warren;
Warren ran towards him, and the boy ran away, dngppis hat, which Warren
picked up, and after knocking it about he took alnife and cut it up into pieces.
The boy ran crying to the watch-house, and constMiMANNS soon after
apprehended Warren in a small shop opposite. Warttempted to pull the knife out
of his pocket when apprehended, but it was takem fhim. Warren was cautioned
by the bench, and discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/480, 07/02/1849

ASSAULTS. - Yesterday there were two cases broufghward. JANE
SHEPHERD v. JANE PYNE. Mr. Davies appeared for the prosecution. It apgear
from the evidence of the complainant, a girl ofrfeen, that on the 3%ultimo she
was having some warm words with MBERRY, a daughter of Mrs. Pyne, when the
latter came up, and hearing complainant say thaeitostght to be ashamed of herself
for talking with the likes of Mrs. Berry, Mrs. Pyrienocked her down. In cross-
examination she admitted that Mrs. Pyne had prelyoardered her to leave the
place, but denied that she called Mrs. Berry nammespplied foul language to her;
whether it was a blow with the fist, or a push witle hand, she received, she could
not say; she was standing on the verandah, andrfélie road. In defence Mrs. Pyne
gave a detail of highly abusive and obscene languagich she said the complainant
had applied to her daughter, who was then in har shwop, and said that having in
vain ordered the complainant to leave, she puskedaffithe verandah with her open
hand. The bench dismissed the case, thinking sauéishad been made out calling
for punishment.

MARY BRYAN v. JOHN O'HARON. It appeared from Mrs. Bryan's evidence,
that on the % instant she met the defendant as she was passimggh a lane in
Maitland, when, in consequence of some former gliane addressed most abusive
language to her, and lifted his foot to kick hert bhe got out of the way, and invited
him to kick her if he dared. The defendant deritezl charge, and gave a detail of
their former quarrel, in which he was repeatedkgrirupted by Mrs. Bryan, whose
voluble tongue highly amused the audience. The was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/481, 10/02/1849
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A SALUTARY EXAMPLE. - A man of the name dROONEY, whose acts of

desperate ruffianism have made him a terror tddbelity in which he resides, was
sentenced to find sureties of the peace for themasy himself in £300 and two
sureties of £150 each, giving twenty-four hourdic® of bail. In default of finding

sufficient bail, he is ordered to gaol for six mst

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/484, 21/02/1849

ASSAULT. - YesterdayJAMES STILSBY appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultinglICHAEL M'CARTNEY. Mr. Davies appeared for the defence. It
appeared from the evidence of Dr. M'Cartney and.Mi¢N STREET that on Friday
last Mrs. Street and her daughter came from Eag#ldvid to West Maitland in Mr.
Stilsby’'s omnibus, bringing a trunk and two parcelShey were put down at Dr.
M’'Cartney’s, and Mr. Stilsby demanded 2s. as hig.faMrs. Street said it was an
imposition, and she paid the omnibus lad 1s. 3dl,went in. Mr. Stilsby, however,
not satisfied with the fare, went himself to thaibe to demand the remainder of the
2s. Mrs. Street refused to pay it, on which MilsBy caught up her trunk, and said
he would retain it until he was paid. Mrs. Stremtight at the trunk to get it from him,
on which he snatched it from her, and in doing Bock her in the face. Dr.
M’Cartney, hearing the scuffle, came out, and aeddvir. Stilsby repeatedly to leave
his house; Mr. Stilsby refused, and Dr. M’'Cartnéyemgth seized hold of him, and
turned him out, in doing which Dr. M’C. deposedttha received a blow in the face
from Mr. Stilsby. Both witnesses deposed that Bitilsby was drunk. In cross-
examination Mrs. Street admitted that she was picke at Mr. Skinner’s, while her
trunk, &c., were brought from Mrs. Muir’'s. In defee Mr Stilsby denied that he was
drunk, or struck Dr. M’'Cartney, and he call@®HN ASHPOLE, the omnibus lad,
who related the facts much as they had been prelyiaiescribed, except that he
deposed that Dr. M’'Cartney struck Mr. Stilsby, dmbcked him out into the street,
while Mr. Stilsby did not strike Dr. L'C. The bemconvicted the defendant of the
assault, and fined him 10s. and costs; and warimadthat it was his duty, while
driving his omnibus, to keep sober and civil, anat if such a case was again proved
against him it would put his license in jeopardy.

WATER POLICE OFFICE.

ALEXANDER TAYLOR , the chief mate of thinchinnan was this day brought up
at this office, charged with assaultiMARY STEVENS, one of the Irish orphan
immigrants by that vessel. From the evidence lher prosecution it appeared that
Taylor had assaulted Stevens on two occasionspembwhich he struck her several
violent blows with a broom-handle, and kicked hethe left side. From the injuries
she received a spitting of blood supervened, asdkspt her bed in consequence for
several days. The case was postponed till to-mori@r the defence. In the
examination for the prosecution, seven or eighthef female immigrants appeared,
not one of whom could write her name, or, to usgrtbwn expression, “was scholar
enough” to recollect the name of the month, or edenhour of the day, when the
assault took place. The Mayor and AldernEdBAN, who presided on the occasion,
intimated that it was doubtful whether any evideooald be adduced for the defence
would operate in their minds to supersede a comemtm

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/485, 24/02/1849

ILL-USING AN ORPHAN CHILD. - On Tuesday last a wan namedANN
HARRIGAN was brought before the bench, charged with ilkgsind assaulting an
orphan girl, nameIARGARET DALEY , who was in her charge. It appeared from
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the evidence oCHARLES MILLER CLARKE that Mrs. Hannigan resided in
Devonshire-street, West Maitland, and that théeligirl, who appeared to be about
seven years old, resided with her, and worked attmuhouse; on several occasions
he had noticed her beating the child, and on mahngrs he had heard the child being
beat, but he deposed that the child appeared toch rfnightened to call out or
complain of it, although she was often crying. Monday evening he saw Mrs.
Hannigan go to a well, and call the child to hehew she caught hold of her, and
declared that she would throw her down the well,ifavas no use beating her; she
did not do so, however, not beat the child, buingker back to the house she got a
bag and said she would put the girl in it; in aeotminute Mr. Clarke heard screams
from the house, and as the door was open, he wentamd entered the house, where
he saw Mrs. Hannigan in a back skillion, in the afcforcing the child into a black
bag, and the child herself screaming out. He rehlfollowed by Mrs. Clarke and a
Mrs. M'CLOY , and on Mrs. M’Cloy remonstrating with Mrs. Hanaig the latter
pushed her out, and drove out himself with muchsabuThe case was remanded till
Wednesday, and again till yesterday, for furthedence, chief constablé&/OOD
kindly taking charge of the girl. Mr. Ward thenpmared for the defence. Mr.
Clarke’s evidence as to the transaction at the wa#i corroborated by Mrs. Clarke
and Mrs. M’Cloy, and also as to what passed inhibvese, although neither of these
two witnesses were in time to see the child beinghpd into the bag. MJOHN
RICHARDSON and MARY ANN SLOAN corroborated the evidence of the other
witnesses as to the frequent beatings inflictedh@nchild by Mrs. Hannigan; but
ROBERT OAKLEY , who had lived a short distance from her housdHerlast six
weeks, had neither heard or seen anything of theé. kin defence it was urged that
Mrs. Hannigan had taken charge of the little ginemw only a year old, at the death of
her mother, and had brought her up as if she had Iher own child, while her
correction had never exceeded that used by hemisarthe little girl had been
repeatedly corrected by her for eating sugar aherofise pilfering and it was for
eating sugar in her absence that she was correbénghat evening. CHARLES
CHAPMAN was called as a witness for the defence, andepes#d that he had
lived next door to Mrs. Hannigan for the past etewgonths, and had never seen any
punishment inflicted by her on the child moiré ttemmparent would inflict; she was
habitually kind to the child, and the little girppeared frond of her; on Monday
evening he saw her at the well with the child, &edrd her say it was for stealing
sugar, but he heard no screaming afterwards frarchild in the house, which he
must have done had there been any. Mrs. Hannigen ocemmitted for trial for
assaulting and ill-using the child, but was admlitte bail; the bench told her she
should not have charge of the child any more.

COMMITTAL. - You will see by theHerald of yesterday thaALEXANDER
TAYLOR , the chief officer of thdnchinnan was committed to take his trial for
assaultingARY STEVENS, as reported in my last. To-dayterald also contains

a report of two other assaults by the same indalidboth of which were heard
yesterday at the Water Police Office, and dismissed

ASSAULT ON THE HIGH SEAS. -ALEXANDER TAYLOR , chief officer of the
immigrant shipinchinnan(Captain Pearce), was brought up on Monday, inNager
Police Office, on the information of odMARY STEVENS, one of the Irish orphan
immigrant girls by the same vessel. Mr. Nicholpegred for the defence. The case
was remanded till Tuesday, when Mr. Johnson appdarethe prosecution, and the
case was concluded by the defendant being comntitteedke his trial at the next
Supreme Court, and admitted to bail, himself in sben of £80, and two sureties of
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£40 each. Evidence was given for the prosecutmprove two assaults on two
separate days, in the first Taylor striking thd gith a broom handle and kicking her
in the side (leading to a spitting of blood for el days), for not keeping quiet when
ordered; and in the second his striking her sevel@aks with the fist because she
refused to accept her portion of sand as servedytiim. [We have only given an
outline of the above case, as the conflicting ratirthe evidencevould render it an
act of injustice to enter into details. We may aekithat there seems to have been a
bad feeling prevailing on board between the Surg&uperintendent and the
defendant, and the girls, who appear to have belented chiefly from two celebrated
Irish Unions, have taken part with either one siiethe other — “Ballinasloe” in
favour of the captain, “Loughrea” in favour of thmate. The gross ignorance of these
females increases the complexity of the case. oDthirteen or fourteen examined as
witnesses, not one could recollect the day of tleatim or the name of the month in
which the offence was committed. There are thi@@ag charges against Taylor, to
come on to-morrow; and informations for violent adts have also been taken
against the Surgeon Superintendertjridged from the S.M. Herald, Feb. 21

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/486, 28/02/1849

ASSAULT CASES. - The second case WBRARGARET MINTEE v.
MARGARET DOWNES. Mrs. M’Intee deposed that on Saturday, th& itstant,
she was, without any provocation, attacked by tefembant on the road, knocked
down with a stone, and her bonnet torn to piedasdefence two witnesses deposed
that Mrs. M’Intee was drunk that day, and usingagr@buse to Mrs. Downes, while
one of them deposed that although Mrs. Downes puktis. M’Intee down, she saw
no blow struck. Mrs. M’Intee was calling Mrs. Doesibad names at the time. The
case was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/487, 03/03/1849

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - YesterdaMARY SHEPHERD appeared before
the bench to answer the charge of using threatdaimguage taJJANE PYNE. Mrs.
Pyne deposed that both Mrs. Shepherd and hergetf it Black Creek, and that on
the 29" January Mrs. Shepherd abused herself and her tugh the most
unmeasured terms, and threatened to have both whedl-pipes pulled out. Two
witnesses were called, who corroborated this stabenso far as abusive language
went, but had heard no threat used. Mrs. Sheplredkfence, alleged that she did
not use the language imputed to her, and she cailedvitnesses, who represented
the case as one of mutual abusive language betivedwo ladies, Mrs. Pyne having
commenced it, but neither had heard any threal® céise was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/488, 07/03/1849

ASSAULTS. - Yesterday two cases of assault weoeidght before the bench. The
first wasANN HAWKINS v. MARY ANN THOMPSON. It appeared from Mrs.
Hawkins’s evidence that on the 25tyh February sterd from her daughter that a
child of the defendant’s had injured her ancle bsowing a stick at her; on this
witness went to Mrs. Thompson and complained dfut, Mrs. Thompson refused to
listen to her, or to punish the child, and witnessed away, calling Mrs. T. a faggot;
Mrs. T. followed her, and struck her several blavith a stick, until she was taken off
by a man who was in the house. A witness nameRED WYBONNE deposed
that he saw a woman like Mrs. Hawkins at the dedetid door, and that when she
left it the defendant followed, striking her witleraething she held in her hand; he
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was too far off to see the exact particulars, uthl not see Mrs. Hawkins strike a
single blow. In defence Mrs. Thompson denied hgwvétruck a blow till Mrs.
Hawkins had struck her a blows on the face withHserd, besides abusing her with
foul words; she then struck Mrs. Hawkins with higser on the hands, but not with a
stick. She called a witnesSARAH CONSTABLE, who saw the affair from a
distance, and thought that Mrs. Thompson used a shatrike Mrs. Hawkins with,
but witness did not see Mrs. Hawkins strike a blowhe defendant was convicted,
and fined 20s. and costs; she then left the officé having threatened Mrs. Hawkins
as she was going out, she was recalled, and orttefed sureties to keep the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/489, 10/03/1849

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. - Wednesday,thiMarch

ALEXANDER TAYLOR , late chief officer of the shinchinnan was indicted for
assaultingMARY STEVENS, an immigrant ob board that vessel, on thé" 13
December, 1848. It appeared by the evidence ®pthsecution that on the morning
of that day the prisoner was serving out the pions when Mary Stevens, whose
berth was some little distance off, missing herppex, called out to know who had
got it; the prisoner ordered her to be quiet, lsuslee persisted, he went to her, as she
stood on the deck with her petticoat on, and stheikseveral blows with a broom-
handle on the shoulder, hip, and side; she cried gat on the form to get up into her
berth; the prisoner, however, caught hold of Heew her on the deck, and kicked her
in the left side, hurting her a good deal. Shi#esed for some time, and getting
worse, the doctor was called in, and found her viespitting blood; this was on the
23 January, and several attacks of a similar natack fbllowed, arising, in the
doctor’s opinion, from the injury in the side. Theisoner had told the doctor in
December that he had thrashed Mary Stevens aboné sand. In defence Mr.
Holroyd called to of the immigrant girls, who gaedence almost directly contrary.
The jury returned a verdict of guilty, with a recorandation to mercy. The prisoner
was remanded for sentenc&bridged from the S.M. Herald

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/490, 14/03/1849

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. - Thursday, March 8

ALEXANDER TAYLOR , late chief officer of thelnchinnan, was indicted for
assaultingMARY STEVENS, an immigrant on board that vessel, on thé" 27
December. It appeared that Mary Stevens, as mesgawfor her mess, went on that
morning to prisoner for sand to clean the decks; ®mplained that her allowance
was not sufficient, and refused to take it, andpersisting in her refusal the prisoner
pulled her out of her berth, threw her down, arabged her several times with his
hand, endeavouring to lift her clothes to slap be, this the other girls prevented.
The jury returned a verdict of guilty, with a recorandation to mercy; remanded for
sentence.

Saturday, March 10

ALEXANDER TAYLOR , previously convicted of two assaults dARY
STEVENS, was fined £5 for each assault.

DISCIPLINE ON BOARD THE ORPHAN EMIGRANT SHIPS. -The trials that
have taken place at the Supreme Court, on Wednestthyesterday, have afforded
some insight into the discipline preserved on bahaese ships. In one that lately
arrived, thelnchinnan there was a surgeon superintendent, having ttie exontrol
of the emigrants, a head matron, assistant mates,a schoolmaster. In spite of
these appointments the mate of the vessel took uporself to administer
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punishment, and even to chastise a girl indecentlg. even spoke of the exploit to
the doctor jocosely, but received no check for But the surgeon himself (Dr.
RAMSAY), on being put into the witness box, states (wéth air of confident
assurance) that he devised a new punishment factefy girls. His system was this:
to take the offender and put her in men’s trousams, then expose her in the most
conspicuous part of the vessel, to the derisiorthefcrew and others, and to the
obscene jests to which on board ship such a spectarst give rise. Dr. Ramsay also
stated that he had suggested another mode of puathnamely, to have belts made
to go round the girls’ waists and then to slingnthep to the yard-arm. This,
however, was not carried out, although the doaensd to have still a good opinion
of it, for when asked by Mr. Justice Dickinson wieeta girl so slung would not be a
rather indelicate spectacle, he replied that mdsthe girls would not feel its
indelicacy. His Honor’s cool reply that the detigaof themenmight be offended by
such a sight, conveyed a sever reproof to any arssgssing a spark of manly
sentiment. Mr. Justice Manning, too, pronounceg\gere censure on the conduct of
the head matron, who, according to her own evidenid@ved the alleged assaults to
pass by without inquiry. The mere form of haviriggde appointments on board
emigrant ships is shown to be utterly uselessuth appointments are made, if they
are not entrusted to proper persons who will dégeamid faithfully discharge the
duties of them, they are worse than uselétstald, March 9

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/491, 17/03/1849

CHARGE OF CUTTING AND MAIMING. - ELIZA WELSH appeared to prefer a

charge against a seaman nard@HN WILLIAMSON , who on the previous night,

shortly after twelve o’clock, met her in the stregatd without any provocation cut her
in the arm, head, and breast with a knife, or s@mEp instrument. The case is
remanded for further identification of the prisonethom the prosecutrix positively

swore to.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/492, 21/03/1849

THREATENING LANGUAGE. - YesterdaWILLIAM ELLIS appeared before
the bench, charged with using threatening languagdNN HANNIGAN , and
putting her in bodily fear. It appeared from Mitdannigan's evidence that in
consequence of some offensive words that had pdssedeen them on previous
occasions, Ellis, on Sunday, thid dhstant, seeing Mrs. Hannigan at her door, told he
that for a little he would kick her, and for threaws would knock her head off,
accompanying these delicate intimations with aeyobf foul and abusive language;
these threats put her in fear that he would injuse Two witnesses corroborated
generally Mrs. Hannigan’'s statement. Ellis, inedek, related the provocation Mrs.
Hannigan had previously given him. The bench @adérim to find sureties to keep
the peace.

CHARGE OF CUTTING AND MAIMING. - In my last commuication | sent you
an account of a charge preferred by oBelIZA WELSH against JOHN
WILLIAMSON |, for wounding her in the street. The prisonernJ@dlliamson was
on Saturday last committed for trial; the identigagainst which a point had been
raised relative to a change of dress, having bé&sposed of. The prosecutrix swore
that he had dark trousers when he attacked herthendvidence for the defence was
that he had on white trousers when he left theelessthe evening in question; but as
five hours had elapsed from the time the prisoetrtthe vessel and that of the assault,
this part of the defence was considered unavailaié a committal was the result.
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/493, 24/03/1849. - YesterdaJAMES SMITH
appeared before the bench, charged with assauldMES COLLINS. Collins
deposed that on Friday evening last he was in Mrir®linn, when Mr. Smith came
in, and he asked Mr. Smith when he was going togétfle boy of his for keeping
sheep, remarking that it was time he did pay him; $mith immediately called him
foul names, knocked him down, and knelt on him. . mith declined cross-
examining, saying every word of this was false.yohng girl, namedLIZABETH
SIMMONDS, was called by Collins, but though she said skets@m fighting, she
knew nothing of what led to it. In defence Mr. 8msaid that a few days previously
he had been asked questions as to Collins’s clearagta person who was thinking of
engaging him, and he stated what he knew of ColbmsFriday evening when he
went into the inn Collins was there, and immediagbused him about this, asking
him what he got for his information, and wound uphvapplying the most insulting
language to him, (which Mr. Smith repeated to teadh), and putting his fist in his
(Mr. S.’s) face; and that on this he knocked Cslldown. Mr. Smith called two
witnesses, of whom ondNATHANIEL HAYCOCK , described the affair as Mr.
Smith had done, excepting that, although he sadinSadvance his fists, he did not
see them close to Mr. Smith; while the other witéd IZABETH JOHNSON ,
described the language as Mr. Smith had done, duidcot describe the blows,
though she saw them; both witnesses deposed tha@miith did not use the insulting
expression Collins swore that he did. The benemuised the case, telling Collins
that he richly deserved all he got.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 7/497, 07/04/1849

THREATENING LANGUAGE TO A WIFE. - On WednesdaystaGEORGE
WILLIAMS was brought before the bench, charged with usineatening language
to his wife, and violently resisting the policet dppeared from Mrs. Williams’s
evidence that her husband had on Tuesday used/iedent threats to her, so much so
that she became afraid of her life, and had tag&rge on the house of a neighbour’s;
he advised her to go to her sister’'s; she was prbog thither with him when her
husband caught up a large fire-stick and threatengdnan’s life who would take her
away, using some threat about a pistol at the d&mes he then tried by force to
detain his wife, and being prevented he caughtrtfiant out of her arms; constables
WARD and QUINLAN then apprehended him, fearing to what lengthssioience
might carry him. Williams was remanded to Thursdiaythe evidence of Quinlan,
who then corroborated Ward’s statement. Williarasield using any such threats, or
threatening his wife at all, although he tried teyent her leaving his house. The
bench required him to enter into sureties to kéeppeace.

DRUNKENNESS.

CATHERINE PAWLEY was convicted of drunkenness and grossly indecent
conduct, and was sentenced to one week’s imprisntnme
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/678, 01/01/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdaBRIDGET HENRY appeared before the bench, charged
by ELIZABETH RILEY with assaulting her, on the 2 December. Mr. Nicholl
appeared for the complainant. It appeared thahainday there was a general war of
words between these parties and others living ijpisidg tenements, in West
Maitland, and Mrs. Henry deposed that Mrs. Rilegtsp her face, and when the front
door was shut on her, came and pushed it in. Tiesses were called in defence,
but they could only generally deny having seenabiions, not being able to state
what they saw what passed in the front. The beocivicted Mrs. Henry, and fined
her 10s. and costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/682, 15/01/1851

ASSAULT. - Yesterdaf HARLES SAUNDERS PITT appeared before the bench,
charged with assaultinggOHN CHAPMAN. Mr. Turner appeared for the
prosecution, and Mr. Ward for the defence. Chapdeposed that on Thursday last,
as he was passing Mr. Pitt’'s house, MRBLILLIPS , who lives with Mr. Pitt, abused
him from the upstairs window, but he passed oningagothing in reply; Chapman
stopped at Mr. Whittaker’s, and Mr. Pitt's appreatiW.C. EVANS, came in there to
tell Chapman Mr. Pitt wanted to see him; Chapmantweo Mr. Pitt's shop, when
Mr. Pitt asked him what he meant by using just befsuch scurrilous language to
Mrs. Phillips; Chapman denied that he had said hamgtto her, on which Mrs.
Phillips, who was standing near, instantly knockéd down on his hands and knees
by striking him a blow on the nose with a broom-dianMr. Pitt immediately seized
Chapman by the back of the head, and held him dokite Mrs. Phillips beat and
kicked him; Chapman had been partially insensibteafminute or two, and recovered
just as Evans was saying to Mrs. Phillips, “Go awayv, and leave him alone;”
Chapman then rose, and found his head and faceszbweth blood, from the wound
on his nose, and blows or kicks on his mouth, asdhbad was still sore with the
bruises he received; he remonstrated with Mr. Bitt,he was ordered out of the shop,
but he obtained permission from Mr. Pitt to wask lead and face from the blood
before he went out. An old man namI&AMES BRIERLY corroborated Chapman’s
account as to his being sent for from Whittakeaisg he saw Chapman, about five
minutes after, at Mr. Pitt’s door, with his facé laloody. GEORGE IDEN, a cab-
driver, chanced to stop just opposite the dooake in a parcel, and saw Chapman on
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his knees on the floor, and Mr. Pitt and a mandtanby him, while a woman was
leaving the shop; Iden had just previously notiseche noise in the shop and saw a
broom handle flying across as he drove up. Inrmefet was stated by Mr. Ward that
the injuries received by Chapman were greatly esesggd, that he had brought them
on himself by his insolent language, and that Mit ltad committed no assault. He
called WILLIAM CHARLES EVANS , who deposed that when Chapman came in,
after witness had gone for him, Mr. Pitt reproached for using such language in the
street; Chapman fell on his knees and called tineigkity to witness that what he had
previously told Mr. Pitt was true; Mr. Pitt callédim a scoundrel, and ordered him out
of the shop twice, and twice pushed him out, buagPhan persisted in returning into
the shop, and addressed an opprobrious name toPMitBps, who was present; Mrs.
P. called him a liar; Chapman said “Who do you ealilar?” Mrs. Phillips again
called him a liar; Chapman then struck at her tvager Mr. Pitt's shoulder, and Mr.
Pitt warded off the first blow, but the second skther on the eye, giving her a black
eye; she immediately struck at Chapman withy a tordaitting him on the nose; Mr.
Pitt seized hold of Chapman by the collar, and @gmjumped over the counter and
took off Mrs. Phillips; Mr. Pitt then let go Chapmawho fell on his knees, but from
what cause witness could not tell; witness saw tmy one blow struck at Chapman,
who was not kicked by either party; Chapman’s faes not very bloodyJOSEPH
BATES, cook at Mr. Pitt's, and who was called in to gi¥kapman water to wash his
face, said he did not observe very much blood oap@tan’s face; there was enough
to colour the water. The bench convicted the didah and fined him £5. Mrs.
Phillips had also been summoned by Chapman to arteereharge of assaulting him,
but the case did not come on, having been settled.

CHARGES OF ASSAULT. - YesterddARY CARR appeared before the bench,
charged with assaultingLIZABETH CAMPBELL.  Mrs. Campbell told a long
story to the bench of the quarrels between Mrsr @ad her husband, and between
Carr and her own husband, on theJanuary, but it appeared that Mrs. Carr did not
actually strike Mrs. Campbell. The bench dismistesl case, after obtaining from
Mrs. Carr a promise that she would not annoy Mesn@bell.

In a second cas&/ ARREN CARR appeared to answer the charge of assaulting
ROBERT MURDOCH. Mr. Nicholl appeared for the defence. Murdoch dsgub
that Carr came up as he was working at a thrasmachine, and although at first
restrained by a man working with him, he escapethfhim, rushed on witness, and
struck him with his fist on the shoulder. Murdawiled as witness the man who held
Carr back, but he said he did not see any blovelstmor did he think one could have
been struck without his knowing it. The bench dg&s®d the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/684, 22/01/1851

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday seven charges of dissaare brought before the
bench. The first waMARY CAREY v. JOHN DUGGAN. Mrs. Carey deposed
that on the 1% instant as she was passing defendant’s house, oapeth, he
addressed opprobrious language to her, and onepdiing he ran after her, kicked
her on the leg, and struck her on the head. Skeldzer sonJAMES CAREY, who
deposed that he met Duggan that morning, and hglegrad that witness’s mother
had been again annoying him; witness told him rghbto give her in charge, as they
could not restrain her at home, her mind not beuige right; Duggan replied that he
would not, but he had given her a good kick or twuggan denied the charge, and
said Mrs. Carey was continually annoying him. Hdled a witness,DAVID
KELLY , who deposed that hew as with Duggan, and that Masey and Duggan
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used such foul language to each other that witrees®ehind a cart for shame, and
saw nothing of what passed further. The bench ictet/ the defendant, and fined
him 10s. and costs.

The second case w#dJGUSTA SUSANNAH M'LEAN v. MILES KELLY.
Mrs. M’Lean deposed that on Sunday morning, atdereleven o’clock, she was
passing by Kelly's house, carrying her grandsoilittlea boy, and being tired with the
great heat she went inside to rest a bit, by itieiaof Kelly's daughter; after
conversing a little Kelly ordered her to take theldt out of the house, using some
opprobrious words; she expressed her astonishnidns fanguage, on which Kelly
rose, and struck her on the chest, and pushed iblemtty out of the house, and
continued pushing her off the premises till Mrsllitasked her husband to let her go.
In defence Kelly denied that he struck Mrs. M’Leand said he asked her to come in
herself, but directed her to keep the child ouit &sd the distemper. He called his
daughter SARAH KELLY , who deposed to a similar effect, and stated aha¥irs.
M’Lean’s persisting in taking the child into the use, her father took her by the
shoulder, and put her out of the house; he didstiite her; there were no other
children in the house at the time. Kelly was ceated, and fined 5s. and costs, or one
week’s imprisonment.

The third casaVILLIAM FERGUSON v. EVAN WILLIAM EVANS . Mr.
Turner appeared for the defence. The plaintiff deféndant are brothers-in-law, and
plaintiff had been forbidden to go on the farm & father-in-law, Dr. Evans; on the
15" January he was proceeding towards Dr. Evans’sehonsbusiness, along a path
through a paddock, part of the farm, when defendame from the house, and
ordered him back; he said he wanted to see Dr.£ghout cattle, and was passing
on, when defendant took him by the shoulder anthgaidiim off, and plaintiff stated
that defendant then struck him. Defendant admaiethe circumstances except the
striking, positively denying that he struck a blowir. Turner contended that the
defendant was justified in using the force necgstaput the plaintiff off the farm, as
he refused to leave. After some discussion ashéoekact particulars the bench
dismissed the case.

The fourth case wasELIZABETH SMITH v. GEORGE EDWARD
CLIFFORD. Mr. Turner appeared for the plaintiff. Mr. Clifidris national
schoolmaster at Woodville, the estate of Mrs. SmithMrs. Smith’'s absence Mr.
POWDITCH , her nephew, gave Mr. Clifford to occupy tempdyaai house in Mrs.
Smith’s garden, and pointed out some land thatdwdccultivate when the tenants
had built a house for him; Mr. Clifford appearshave considered he had a right to
cultivate the part of the garden nearest his hoase,had put up a pigsty in it, but
Mrs. Smith, seeing this there, ordered him to reenday Mr. Clifford afterwards
tethered a dog close to his house, his rope bemmgénough to allow him to reach an
apple-tree. On the f4nstant Mrs. Smith deposed that she went intogaeden, and
saw the dog lying under the apple-tree; Mr. Clidfaxame out on hearing the dog
bark, and Mrs. Smith asked him to remove the doghfthe garden; he refused, and
said he should like to see any one touch the dag, Bmith put her hand out as if
going to do so, when Mr. Clifford pushed her vidlgrdown, and afterwards set the
dog at her, and untied the dog, but kept hold of, Htill setting him at Mrs. Smith;
Mrs. Smith was still suffering from the effectstbe fall. A man namedVILLIAM
O'MEARA , in Mrs. Smith’s service, corroborated her evidehdly. In defence the
defendant denied that he pushed Mrs. Smith dowinsdad the she fell on his putting
out his hand to prevent her from removing the dogl that so far from setting on the
dog he held him back; he would have removed thehdmigMrs. Smith asked him to
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do so at first. Defendant also said that he heehled to believe by Mr. Powditch

that he could occupy and cultivate that part of gaeden for the present. At the
request of the bench, Mr. Powditch, who was in tostated what passed between
him and Mr. Clifford. The bench convicted the dwfant, and fined him £1 and

costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment.

The fifth case waGEORGE EDWARD CLIFFORD v. WILLIAM O'MEARA.

Mr. Turner appeared for the defence. Mr. Cliffadldposed that on Friday last
O’Meara, who had uttered violent language in redarthe previous affray, came into
his school-room, where he was engaged in his dudies lifted a bludgeon over him
in attitude to strike; witness jumped up and sei@eBleara’s arm, and stopped the
blow, and he then put O’'Meara out of the schoolMi@ra had also threatened to
knock his brains out at the first opportunity, amthess now prayed that he might be
restrained. In defence the attempt to strike &pdhreat were not denied, but not that
O’Meara had gone into the school in a threateniagmer. O’Meara was convicted,
and fined 20s. and costs, or fourteen days’ imprigent.

The sixth case waBATRICK HICKEY v. JAMES EAGAN and BRIDGET
SCOLES. Mr. Ward appeared for the defence. Hickey depdbetl on the 1%
January, in consequence of some previous qualatgn and Mrs. Scoles refused to
let him draw water from a well, used in common, &ades pushed him towards the
well, threatening to throw him in, and Mrs. Scad#sick him several blows with her
fist. He called two witnesses, who corroboratedkely’s evidence as to Mrs. Scoles
striking him, but did not see Eagan push him oermwfiny violence. The bench
discharged Eagan, and convicted Mrs. Scoles, finerg10s. and costs, or fourteen
days imprisonment.

The seventh case wddMES STILSBY v. SIMON AYMER. Stilsby deposed
that on the 17 instant, about half-past five in the afternoonn#y attempted to take
possession of a paddock in the occupation of wstresd a dispute following, Aymer
attempted to take a mare from witness, and struithkess with a heavy bridle,
knocking him down, and then gave him several mdosve; subsequently Aymer
made a second attack on him, but was taken offwgraan; and a third time Aymer
was coming down the lane with an axe, but was €dppHe called as witness
WILLIAM STANTON , who deposed that he saw nothing of the transactod
ELLEN MORGAN , who saw Aymer and Stilsby having a dispute, daoling hold
of a horse, but she observed no blows pass; a fewtes afterwards she saw Aynmer
going into the lane with an axe, but he was caetioly a neighbour and returned. In
defence, Aymer called a witneS§)LLIAM MILES , to prove that Stilsby struck the
first blow, but this witness could only speak asatdispute in Stilsby's house, about
four o'clock, and saw nothing of the affair in tp@addock. The bench convicted
Aymer, fining him £5, or in default one months’ ingpnment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/687, 01/02/1851

DANGEROUS ASSAULT. - On Tuesday last InspectdiCOOK confined a man
namedEDWARD MALONEY and his wife, fort committing a violent assault @an
person nametVESTEN WERRY, a cooper, residing at the Glebe. It appearsahat
Monday night the whole of the parties were at aeBtar's ball, held at Clissold’s
public-house in the Glebe, and about seven in tleenimg they commenced
quarrelling and fighting, when Maloney’'s wife staldbWerry in the head, with a
knife, while her husband was holding him down. phaeties were yesterday brought
up at the police office, but were remanded untilriy/eshould be able to appear to
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give evidence — the wound having been pronouncaedetaus by DrREID. Herald,
30" January

SYDNEY NEWS. - EDWARD and ALICE MALONEY were brought up before
the police bench to-day on a charge of violent @ss# a man name®dESTON
WERRY ; the former named prisoner was fined 20s. forraroon assault; the female
was committed on the charge.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/690, 12/02/1851

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday seven charges of dissaare brought before the
bench. The first wa§HOMAS MOORE v. HENRY MILLS . A quarrel had
occurred between the parties relative to Mills hguwrdered Moore’s horses out of a
yard occupied by Mills and others; Moore deposeat Mills rushed on him and
struck him several blows, that he then slipped dowmen Mills kicked him in the
ribs as he lay on the ground. Moore called asesgnhis ladJOHN HOWE, but
Howe could not see the actual fight for the crowd defence Mills stated that Moore
challenged him to fight, and struck the first blawhim; Mills denied that he kicked
Moore. Mills called his brother aflEDWARD GATES, who occupy the premises
with him, and both deposed that Moore was the a@&ggre assuming a fighting
attitude, and challenging Mills to turn him outtbé yard, and that Moore used much
foul language. THOMAS MILLS , who parted Moore and his brother, was positive
that his brother did not kick Moore. The bencimdssed the case.

The second case waAMES MINSLOW v. JOHN FORAN. It appeared from
the evidence of Minslow an@ATHERINE M'LEAN that Minslow was sitting at
his own door on "8 February, when Foran came up, in liquor, and athdinslow
of speaking ill of him; Minslow denied that he hddne so, but Foran insisted, and
struck Minslow, and after he was pulled away frorm&fbw by another man Foran
ran for a stick, which was taken from him; Minsldaok refuge in his house, but
Foran burst the door in several times, and useal gineeats against him. In defence
Foran said he was drunk, and believed there had bheguarrel between him and
Minslow. Foran was convicted, and fined 20s. amsts; or fourteen days’
imprisonment.

The third and fourth cases welieSSE HALL v. HENRY WOODS, andHENRY
WOODS v. THOMAS HALL. Jesse Hall is the son adHOMAS HALL , and is
apprenticed to Woods; on th& &ebruary a difference occurred between Woods and
his apprentice, Jesse Hall, which led to blows ath Isides, and to Woods’ arm being
broken by a brickbat thrown by Jesse Hall. No @sswas present at the transaction,
and the statements of Jesse Hall and Woods weyederent. Hall deposed that
Woods lifted a sapling and struck him on the heand, that he then threw a brickbat
at Woods, having picked up the brickbat at the same that he saw Woods picking
up the sapling; that Woods then seized him by #iednd jammed his head against
the ground several times, and also struck him séu#ows with his fist. Woods
stated in defence that he saw Hall lift up thelbss if to throw, and he then picked
up the sapling and knocked the brick out of hisdhasut did not strike him; he
ordered Hall into the shop, telling him he woulchtéghim over to the police, and
turned to go away, when the brick was thrown angc&thim on the arm, breaking it;
he turned and called Hall names, and seized amdkstiim; twice more he was
obliged to seize Hall on seeing him apparentlyifeefor the brick, and on Hall's
challenging him to come on; he had to seize hini e left hand, his right bring
useless; at length, on pointing out the mischiehed®o his arm, Hall's manner
changed, and he begged his pardon earnestly. Wobalgie of threatening against
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Thomas Hall was, that on the same afternoon hemigtgloried in what his son had
done, but said it was just what he had told hiddpand that if it was not for Woods’
broken arm her would himself knock him down; Woalis$ not swear positively he
feared violence from Thomas Hall. The bench sawlais clear that Woods was the
aggressor, and resorted to an improper weaponhfmstisement, and they convicted
him of assault, fining him one shilling and codtse case of Woods against Thomas
Hall was dismissed: Woods had summoned Jessechalidwer a charge of assault,
but this case was postponed, to allow of additiené&dence being procured.

The fifth case waMARY COBBY v. ELIZA MITCHELL.  Mrs. Cobby deposed
that as she was passing Mrs. Mitchell's door, ti¢et, without any provocation,
came out and knocked her down. She called twoessies, one of whom deposed
that she saw the assault, and the other that gladtéir Mrs. Cobby left her house she
heard screams. In defence Mrs. Mitchell deniecctigrge, and called a witness who
was not present, but saw Mrs. Cobby on the growheén she said Mrs. Mitchell had
pushed her down. Mrs. Mitchell was fined 10s. am$ts, or fourteen days’
imprisonment.

The sixth case waSHARLOTTE JONES v. WILLIAM JONES. The parties
were husband and wife, the wife stating that hesblnd beat her, and praying for
protection against his violence, and the husbaatingt that he and his wife never
quarrelled but when she drank. The bench thouggrtetwas no sufficient cause
shown to bind over Jones, and dismissed the case.

The seventh case wa&EORGE CAMPBELL v. JACOB SCHIEB. Campbell
deposed that on thed"2February Schieb was about to pass over his lardpdace
where there was no passage, and on Campbell’'sistppim, Schieb presented a gun
at him twice. In defence, Schieb (through Mr. alswho acted as interpreter), said
that he rented the Dalwood vineyard, and Campbatled ground adjoining, and that
he (Schieb) was not on Campbell's ground, but @ahpbell threatened to knock his
(Schieb’s) brains out for saying Campbell's son teléen some grapes; that when he
had the gun he was on the vineyard, and Campbselloeming in, when he warned
him to keep off, but did not point the gun at hifihe bench inquired closely from
Campbell as to the right of roads there, and decitbe communicate with the
proprietor of the estate, cautioning Schieb ngbreesent guns at people, nor trespass
on their lands.

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - Yesterday a man namdAMES CARTER was brought
before the bench, charged with violently assaultirg HOGAN in West Maitland,
on Monday evening. The evidence of BCOTT was taken, to the effect that Hogan
had received two severe and dangerous cuts oretid hCarter was then remanded
for three days.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/692, 19/02/1851

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday three charges of dsseere brought before the
bench. The first waBlENRY WOOD v. JESSE HALL. Mr. Nicholl appeared for
the defence. This was the same case detailec irefiort of the case Hall. V. Wood
in the Mercury of Wednesday last, Wood now prosecuting Jesse Rialbpprentice,
for assaulting him by throwing a brick at him whibhoke his arm. Wood now
deposed to the circumstances precisely as he statklence in the charge against hi,
but he said he could not produce any evidence #@setdirst part of the transaction,
until after his arm had been broken. The bencH #aat the case had only been
postponed on the first occasion on the understagnidhat \Wood could produce such
evidence; they therefore dismissed the case.
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The second case wa®HN KILFOIL v. HENRY BROWN . Brown, who lives at
Black Creek, did not appear, but service of thersoms having been proved, the case
was proceeded with. It appeared from Kilfoil's dmce that on the Tlinstant he
was stopping at Mr. Ramsay’s inn, New Freugh, wiBeyswn got to words with him,
charging him with various things, and threateniagstrike him; Kilfoil at last told
him he would bring him before the bench when Bratmick him in the face, and
they fell, Brown uppermost. A warrant was ordetegssue for Brown.

The third case waMARIA POWERS v. WILLIAM POWERS. Mr. Turner
appeared for the defence. Mrs. Powers deposeath&unday evening her husband
came home drunk, and on her reproaching him helstrer twice on the face with his
fist, and threatened her life, and afterwards tier@ed to burn the house if his children
were not delivered to him; he had struck her owiptes occasions, but she had never
brought him before the bench before; they had Iseparated by mutual consent since
the 7" January; she admitted that she struck him on #m twith a fork on his
forcing his way a second time into the house. beech cautioned the defendant,
requiring him to pay the costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/693, 22/02/1851

CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - Yesterda)ROSE MAGENNIS, CATHERINE
HAGGERTY, and MARY JONES appeared before the bench, charged by
HANNAH SPALDS with assaulting her on Tuesday last. Mr. Turngpeared for
the defence. Mrs. Spalds deposed that on Tuebeathitee defendants chased her to
a neighbour’s house, and there all three assab#edand beat and kicked her. She
called two witnesses, and one was called for thieende; but after a lengthy
examination, during which it appeared that Mrs. I&panade very free use of her
tongue that day, and had, as one witness statettkshMrs. Magennis, the bench
dismissed the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/694, 26/02/1851

MALICIOUS INJURY. - Yesterday two charges of tmature were brought before
the bench. ELIZA MITCHELL chargedAGNES M'GRATH, CATHERINE
WELCH, and ELIZABETH JOHNSTONE , with smashing her windows on the’21
instant, and destroying sundry bottles of pickiesjeral combs, and other articles, to
the value of 12s. Mr. Turner appeared for the mmde Mrs. Mitchell deposed that
Mrs. Welch kept herself and her neighbours up enniight of the 28 by her violent
conduct, and that about half-past five next morrfrg. Welch and Mrs. M’Grath
assaulted her house by throwing brickbats through windows, which did the
damage complained of; Mrs. Johnstone was presdangt part in their awful threats,
but threw no bricks. Mrs. Johnstone was dischatmedhe bench, and the case as
regarded the other two defendants was postponéaithy.

In the second cas€HARLES GALE chargedMARIA WHITTAKER and
THOMAS BAYLISS with maliciously maiming his horse on the*2ihstant by
throwing a stone at it which cut its leg. Mr. Galeposed that he was sitting at his
window that day, and saw his horse going up the lanthe side of Mr. Whittaker’s
house, when young Bayliss threw a stone at theehetsch struck it in the leg,
cutting it; witness was too far off to hear whatsasaid, but he was sure from Mrs.
Whittaker’s actions that she encouraged the youag tm do so, and he had also been
told so. The bench immediately discharged Mrs.tWker, on which Mr. Gale said
he did not care about prosecuting the other defégnddno was then also discharged.
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CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - YesterdalENRY BROWN appeared before the
bench to answer the charge of assaulfi@¢iN KILFOIL. Kilfoil deposed to the
charge as reported in thMercury of last Wednesday. Brown stated, and called a
witness who deposed, that Kilfoil used foul andvatang language to Brown, spat in
his face, and squared up to him, before he waslkstand then they had a fight over
it. The case was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/695, 01/03/1851

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - On the afternoon of the (February a man named
JAMES CARTER, residing in West Maitland, was seen by his neagitb beating
and kicking a woman, and when remonstrated witd she had been insulting his
wife; a man namedAMES HOGAN was attracted to the spot by hearing screams,
and saw Carter kick the woman violently; Hogan $&dvas no man for doing so, for
they all had mothers of their own; Carter muttesedne threat, and going into his
house he brought out a nullah nullah, and strucigaroa violent blow with it on the
left temple, felling him to the ground insensibiéggan lay insensible so long that the
people around got alarmed, and XCOTT was sent for, who on arrival found
Hogan still insensible, and bleeding from two seveuts above the temple, which
laid bare the bone. As the wounds were dangefimm,the likelihood of their giving
rise to inflammation of the brain, Dr. Scott immegely gave Carter into custody.
Carter was brought before the bench the next day,Ca. Scott having deposed that
Hogan was still in danger, and had then only plyrtieacovered consciousness, Carter
was remanded to await the result. Hogan remainedden days under the Dr.’s
hands, but has happily recovered. On Wednesdagdbessary evidence, as above,
having been taken, carter was committed for ttithe@ Quarter Sessions.

MALICIOUS INJURY. - Yesterday the case BLIZA MITCHELL v. AGNES
M'GRATH and CATHERINE WELCH was resumed. JOANNA WITTON
corroborated Mrs. Mitchell's evidence, having sé&@rath and Welch throw bricks
at Mrs. Mitchell’'s windows, and break them; Mrs. Mrehad previously called to
Mrs. Johnson aloud, inviting her to come and hagarae at Eliza Mitchell's, and the
women had set witness’s dog on Mrs. Mitchell's fewlin defence MrGEORGE
LONSDALE was called, but he knew nothing of the occurrendde defendants
were convicted, and were each fined £2 and costm@month’s imprisonment.
BINDING TO THE PEACE. - On Thursda)OHN PORTER appeared before the
bench, charged by his wife with assaulting herwhs ordered to find sureties to keep
the peace, himself in £40, and two sureties in £2@h. On the same day
CATHERINE HARDING was brought up, charged with assaulting her hugbsire
was also required to enter into sureties to keepp#ace, in two sureties of £20 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/698, 12/03/1851

MALICIOUS INJURY AND ASSAULT. - Yesterday two cawer charges of
malicious injury and assault came before the bemet,occupied a great deal of time.
These werd OHN RICHARDS v. JAMES THOMPSON for malicious injury, and
Thompson v. Richards for assault. The lands oh&ids and Thompson adjoin each
other, and Thompson maintains that Richards hasipw fence on his land, while
Richards contends that he has put the fence upnvitte surveyor’s boundary line as
pegged out; on the Jault. Thompson took the law into his own hands bing and
pulling down a panel of the fence; Richards wenth® rescue of his fencing, and a
struggle ensued between them, Richards strivingpub up the rails again, and
Thompson to prevent him; this was repeated twied¢ tlay, Richards carrying his
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point each time; Thompson was struck or injurecth®y rails during each struggle,
and charged in on Richards as an assault. Thélmemvicted the defendants in each
case, fining Thompson 1s. and costs, and Thompsoans costs.

FAMILY QUARRELS. - Yesterday three charges of mmalus injury, threatening
language, and assault, came before the benchpgamait of family disputes. The
cases wereELIZA HORNE v. MARTHA MASTERS, DANIEL HENRY wv.
MARTHA MASTERS, and MARTHA MASTERS v. DANIEL HENRY. Mr.
Ward appeared for Mrs. Masters in each case. Mesters is daughter of -----
Henry, and Daniel Henry is her uncle; her fathed amther live next door to Mrs.
Horne; on the 28ult. Mrs. Masters and Mrs. Henry, her mother, watking at Mrs.
Henry's door about her father, who drinks some, art they considered was
encouraged in his habits by Mrs. Horne; Mrs. Hdneard some of their comments,
and a war of words commenced, and Mrs. Horne deptisg Mrs. Masters invaded
her house, and threw a basin at her, thereby brgakiand doing damage to the
amount of 3d.; Mrs. Masters, however, called ewigem disproof, from which it
appeared that she never entered Mrs. Horne’s handethat the only use made of the
basin was a threat by Mrs. Horne to break it oves.NWasters’s head. The bench
dismissed the charge of malicious injury. On thens afternoon Mrs. Henry was
accompanying her daughter homewards, when theyDaeiel Henry, and Mrs.
Masters reproached him, she states, with helpisdfother to abuse her mother, on
which he struck her on the mouth with the back mfazae he was carrying. Daniel
Henry, on the contrary, deposed that Mrs. Mastdtshkr mother on purpose to come
and abuse him, which she did to an unpleasant gxted that he could only keep her
from coming to close quarters by holding betweendme himself a saw and an axe
he was carrying. A witness nam@dLLIAM M'LAUGHLIN  deposed that he saw
the affair, that no blows were struck, while Dartit#nry laughed at the idea of his
being in fear of his niece. The bench dismisseti bases.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/700, 19/03/1851

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - On the 1% ultimo TIMOTHY HICKEY was brought
before the bench, charged with a violent assauld©RIN AHERNE, Mr. Turner
appeared for Hickey. From the depositions takeMbjor Crummer from Aherne on
his sick bed, and from those taken on th& 1t8e case having been remanded, it
appeared that Aherne was drunk on the Thursdayqugvand was lying by the fence
of a farm adjoining Hickey's; at this time Hickewpd the thrashing machine at work
on his farm, and had of course a number of men @yedl Aherne spoke to some of
these men as they passed by him, and asked oreewf WILLIAM POWER |,
whether he would have a glass of rum; Power sasj Aberne then told him to go
and get it from his master’'s keg; Power went avedfgnded, and Hickey appears to
have learnt that Aherne was talking to his men,hercame to the spot and asked
Aherne what he was saying to Power; Aherne saidimgit Hickey ordered him away,
and told him to let his men alone, and he wouldehaathing to do with him; Aherne
said he didn’t care a d---n for him or his men @iflupon this Hickey picked up a
stick lying near, and struck Aherne one blow on tiead, which knocked Aherne
senseless. Aherne was subsequently brought tdaM@jtand placed under the care
of Dr. M'CARTNEY , his case at first appearing sp dangerous thatdgssition was
taken at once by Major Crummer. The case was rdethfrom time to time, Aherne
recovering from the effects of the blow. Yesterdéy Turner for Hickey, and Mr.
Ward for Aherne, applied to the bench for permissm withdraw the case, Aherne
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being perfectly recovered, and Hickey making himmpensation and paying all
expenses. After some discussion the bench comkente

CHARGE OF BEING A PUBLIC NUISANCE. - YesterdaOSEPH CRUMP
and SARAH CRUMP appeared before the bench, charged with being kdicpu
nuisance to their neighbours, by quarrelling, fight and making a tumult and
disturbance. The evidence ALFRED OKE EDYE andWILLIAM CLEMENS
was taken as to the conduct of the defendants, regide in High-street, on the 11
instant, when further proceedings were stayed by Ward, for the defendants,
announcing that the prosecutors had consentedthwinaiv the charge, on condition
that the conduct complained of was not repeatediffzat the defendants should pay a
sum to the Maitland Hospital. With the consentlef bench the parties withdrew to
masker any arrangements they chose, and the caseotvagain brought on.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/702, 26/03/1851

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday two assault cases daefere the bench. The first
was ELIZASBETH WALTON v. ELIZA MITCHELL. Mrs. Waton, who lives
near Mrs. Mitchell, charged her with having, on Ma, thrown brickbats at her and
her children, and with coming to abuse her aftedsarthreatening her life, and
putting her in mortal fear. She called a witnes®wleposed to the threats used. Mr.
Mitchell, on defence, charged Mrs. Walton with mmg her turkeys, and with
continually using foul language to her. The beochvicted the defendant, fining her
10s. and costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment,raqdiring her to enter into sureties
to keep the peace for twelve months.

The second case WaBMES M'GUINNESS v. WILLIAM CHEATER. Mr. C.
Nicholl appeared for the defence. The case wasnwmed last Friday, and
remanded. It appeared from the evidence that odné&zlay last the defendant was
intoxicated, and was seen driving in his gig toveaktbrpeth in a state that appeared
scarcely safe; M’Guinness, the district constawi@s told of this, and that he ought to
prevent defendant driving further; M’Guinness sae gig stopping at Mr. Ballard’s,
and had it taken into the yard for safety, andhes tremonstrated with the defendant,
who was in the inn, telling him he had better l@mh till he was sober; defendant
refused, and shortly after, seeing the ostler taki® horse out of his gig, defendant
went to the spot, and insisted on the horse beargdssed again, as he was going
homer; M’Guinness followed, and said defendant &haot go home then, or get into
the gig, and M’Guinness deposed that the defertthant struck him a heavy blow in
the face, nearly knocking him down; but a witneagl shat M'Guinness pushed
defendant away from the horse before the blow wasls M'Guinness, on receiving
the blow, apprehended defendant, handcuffed hiih,pdeced him in the lockup. In
defence Mr. Nicholl contended that M'Guinness hilhsemmitted the first assault,
and commented on the hardship endured by the dmigndho he stated was kept
handcuffed all night. The bench said M'Guinnessedcperfectly correctly in
preventing defendant from endangering himself lsyn@ng his seat in the gig, but he
should not have apprehended defendant after otioggl@im go out of his hands, nor
should he have handcuffed him; they dismissed dke.c

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/704, 02/04/1851

CHARGES OF ASSAULT AND THREATENING BEHAVIOUR. - © Monday
PETER COOKE was brought before the bench, and on the apgitatf his wife,
ANGEL MARIA COOKE , was ordered to enter into sureties, himself if, £hd
one surety in £20, to keep the peace for twelvethson
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YesterdayROSE FAGAN appeared to answer a charge of using threatening
language tartHOMAS CASTLEDYNE ; her husband?ATRICK FAGAN , had also
been summoned, but did not appear, and she saidddeft her and gone to New
England. The evidence of Castledyne aNtLLIAM SIMPSON proved that a
quarrel was going on between Fagan and Castledyrfeuaday last, and that in the
afternoon Mrs. Fagan took part in it, using degSjeetlareats against Castledyne, who
kept in his house almost all the time. Mrs. Fadanied the charge generally, but
admitted that she was drunk on Sunday, and dikmamw what she said; she accused
Castledyne of threatening her. The bench direatadrrant to issue for Fagan, and
ordered Mrs. Fagan to enter into her own recogeeda be of good behaviour for a
fortnight.

Yesterday alsSOHN PORTER appeared before the bench, to answer the charge
of threatening his wifeMARY ANN PORTER. Mr. Turner appeared for the
defence. The evidence of Mrs. Porter having bakert, the bench ordered Porter to
enter into his own recognizances in £40 to keep#ace for twelve months,

A third charge of threateningSABELLA RUTTER v. JAMES CLARK , was
dismissed, Mrs. Rutter deposing that she was nietainof Clark while he was sober.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/706, 09/04/1851

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS.

TUESDAY, APRIL 8, 1851

WOUNDING WITH INTENT. - JAMES CARTER was indicted for wounding
JAMES HOGAN on the left side of the head, at Maitland, on e February,
1851, with intent to do grievous bodily harm.

The witnesses called wetAMES HOGAN, MARY GLEW, Dr.JOHN SCOTT,
and GEORGE HUNTER. In the afternoon of that day Hogan heard the scseaina
woman, and leaving his house he went to the spdtf@und Carter kicking a woman;
he told Carter he ought to be ashamed of himsalfte€ immediately left the woman,
went into his house, and came out with a nullatahulvith which he instantly struck
Hogan a blow on the left side of his head, knocking down senseless; even yet
Hogan had not so perfectly recovered but that k& fewimming in his head when he
stooped. Mrs. Glew was present, having been #ttidry the screams of the woman;
she had ineffectually endeavoured to prevent Cdrten kicking and illusing the
woman, but when Hogan spoke to Carter about it,sstve Carter fetch the waddy,
and with a heavy blow knock Hogan down; Hogan leeeding and senseless till Dr.
Scott was sent for, and had him removed; Cartetar@d no assistance to Hogan after
he was knocked down. Dr. Scott found Hogan lysagrcely sensible, having a very
severe cut on the left side of his head, which mlaeding very much; the wound laid
bare the bone; witness attended on Hogan for ahaveek, and at first apprehended
danger to his life; the blow appeared as if don@ Is§ick with projections or knobs on
it; Carter admitted to witness that he was the mvhn struck the blows. Constable
HUNTER apprehended Carter, on a Monday, he believed enlfi February;
Carter, who was in liquor, admitted that he hadcitthe man, but the man had struck
him first.

In defence Carter described the provocatioemito his wife by the woman, and
said that Hogan and another man came up, andnhéagetond man struck him; he got
a stick, and that man ran away, when Hogan striunkdnd he struck Hogan with the
stick. He calledBRIDGET BROADUS, who said she saw a man strike Carter, and
saw a man lift a brick to throw at him, but witnéskl him to lay the brick down; she
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had seen Carter strike the woman, and she sawrGaikee Hogan with a stick on the
head.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty. The pmgr was sentenced to seven years’
labour on the roads, with a recommendation of miiopn to five years, in
consideration of the good character he had borne.

COMMON SCOLD. - MARY COBBY was indicted for having conducted herself
as a common scold, at Maitland, on th& March, 1851, and on divers other days.

The witnesses called wed ENRY NANCARROW, WILLIAM PRICE, JOHN
SCOTYT, THOMAS DEANS, and CHARLES POOL. Nancarrow is a married
man, having several children, and resides opptstelefendant, in High-street, West
Maitland; defendant nearly every day annoyed thgroatling them names and using
abusive and obscene language, as she stood iriréet, $0 the amusement of the
passers by; this conduct occurred at all hours, atay night; defendant had lived
opposite witness about two months, and had cordirthis conduct since the first
fortnight. Price is also a married man, havingdren, and living not far from the
defendant; Price corroborated Nancarrow's accoundefendant’'s conduct and
language, adding other particulars; her languagewesy bad and obscene. Dr. Scott
also lives near defendant, and had repeatedlyredffennoyance from the noise and
abusive language of the defendant in the streetanB, who lives nearly opposite
defendant, gave similar evidence. Constable Poetdot live near defendant, but
had repeatedly heard her using abusive and impfapguage as he passed her place,
on duty, and had heard complaints from her neigtgou

In defence Mrs. Cobby stated that she had bessilg wronged by her husband and
neighbours; and she called a witneddl LIAM PRAIN , who deposed that one
evening he accompanied defendant home at her redqo@sotect her from the insults
of some boys playing about; he did not see the bwyst her in any way.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty. The dedant was sentenced to three months’
imprisonment.

ASSAULT. - Yesterday OHN MORRISON appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultingNICHOLAS HENRY BINKIN.  Both Morrison and Binkin are
employed in Mr. Pitt's tobacco manufactory, Binkieing a boy; it appeared clear by
all the evidence that Morrison, on the morning lié 8¢ instant, shook Binkin, and
threatened what he would do if he again made fatdsm, but the evidence was
different as to the amount of punishment inflickgdMorrison; Binkin and his brother
deposed to an assault with blows, Wit LIAM HARDING andDAVID WHITE ,
who witnessed the shaking, saw no blows. The benalicted the defendant, and
fined him 1s. and costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/708, 16/04/1851

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday four cases of assaaie brought before the bench.
The first wasTHOMAS CASTLEDYNE v. PATRICK FAGAN and ROSE
FAGAN. MR. Ward appeared for the defence. This casecaasnenced on the'l
instant (as reported in tidercury of the following day), but was postponed for the
appearance of Patrick Fagan. It was now resumaghriFbeing present. No further
evidence was adduced, but Castledyne deposed ¢haiak in fear of injury from
Fagan. In defence constald®OL was called, but he deposed he reached the spot
after the row was over. The bench convicted tHerdtants, and ordered Fagan to
enter into a recognizance of £20 for himself arglviife to keep the peace, with two
sureties in £10 each.
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The second case wW&HARLES POOL v. JAMES BROAD. Constable Pool
deposed that on $IMarch he had to serve a subpoenaC6tRISTIANA BROAD ,
the wife of the defendant; seeing the door opewdil&ed into the room, and laid the
subpoena on the table, saying “Here’s a subpoenilife. Broad;” defendant and his
wife were in the room, and defendant rose and lstwitness with his fist on the
mouth, saying “Get out of my house, you b------ gdor any such dogs as you; | want
no subpoenas here;” witness immediately went eliing defendant he had only been
performing his duty, but that defendant should hmeare of the matter after witness’s
return from Sydney; defendant said he would haveutipoenas or summonses there,
or to allow any person to come into his house. eDeant said he was in liquor at the
time, or he would not have done it; he had no tectbn of the act, but was told
afterwards what he had done. The bench convitiedi¢fendant, and fined him 40s.
and costs.

The third case was\NN ALMOND v. ANN GAWNESS. Mrs. Almond had
interfered on the night of thé"7instant to prevent a fight between a man and Mrs.
Dick’s brother, when MrsDICK ran out of the house and assaulted her, and Mrs.
Gawness also came out of the house, and encoukgedick, and then joined in
the assault on Mrs. Almond. In defence this wasietk Mrs. Gawness stating, and
calling a witness who deposed, that she only reséds. Dick, Mrs. Almond having
hold of her by the hair of the head. The benchpmosed their decision until Mrs.
Dick, now too ill to attend, had appeared to ansaveharge of assault brought against
her by Mrs. Almond.

The fourth case waSHOMAS HALL v. WILLIAM ROWE and RICHARD
MNAGENNIS. Mr. Turner and Mr. Nicholl appeared for the defemda Hall, it
appeared, on the night of Wednesday last, aboutphat eleven o’clock, was
endeavouring to get his wife homewards, she beituxicated, and himself a little in
liquor; the defendants, two apprentices, saw themirg, and made a very offensive
remark to Hall, Hall replied in the same manned aras immediately assaulted by
the two defendants, who knocked him down, and bsat In the scuffle his knife
and some coppers fell from Hall's pocket, and merexovering himself, went to Mr.
CLEMENS, who had been attracted by the noise, and wadisgon his verandah,
and told Mr. Clemens the lads had knocked him dewad robbed him. The next
morning Hall found his knife and 2d. in copperdha spot. The charge against the
two lads at first assumed the appearance of highalalyery, when it was commenced
on Friday last, but on its being resumed yesterdag, the evidence of Hall and Mr.
Clemens read over the bench said they were sdtighere was no robbery
committed. In defencETEPHEN BALCOMB was called, but saw nothing of the
assault. The bench convicted the defendants afilisand fined them 10s. each and
costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/710, 23/04/1851
THREATENEING LANGUAGE. - YesterdayVILLIAM TENNANT appeared
before the bench, charged with threatening andnguth fear PHILLIP HENRY
MAGRANE on the 18 April. Mr. Turner appeared fro the defence. Miagrane
deposed to the language used by the defendantabmitrning, and that he was in
fear of bodily injury from him unless restraine@he bench ordered Tennant to tnter
into sureties to keep the peace for three monitnssdif in £20, and two sureties in
£10 each.

In a second cagdARY BRIDEKIRK appeared to answer a charge of threatening
and putting in feaMARGARET SULLIVAN , on the 8 April. Complainant
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deposed to the language used by Mrs. Bridekirlshaswas passing her house. Mrs.
Bridekirk denied using the language imputed, and samplainant was habitually
abusing her. The bench dismissed the case, cangitite parties to keep away from
each other.

STABBING. - On Thursday last, a man namEdOMAS REGAN, who was
working in the neighbourhood of Pepper’'s Creelhiséal a woman name8iOND in
the hand with a pointed knife. The wound was @&serone, nearly going through the
thickest part of the hand, and bleeding very freele shortly after stabbed a man
named MOUNTAIN MACK , and also a man belonging to MIEWIS, but we
understand not seriously. Immediately informat@ame into Bathurst a mounted
constable was despatched after Regan, but he hdel nmescape, and has not as yet
been apprehended. Regan is the man who stabbesdhah Mulvey's public-house
at the time of the Bathurst races, which case wepsried in théderald at the time. It

is conjectured that he cannot be altogether inright mind, as no provocation
appeared to have been giveHhlerald Bathurst Correspondent

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/712, 30/04/1851

ASSAULT. - Yesterday two charges of assault betwé&male neighbours were
brought before the benciANN ALWOOD being the complainant in both, and
CATHERINE DICK the defendant in one asfNN GOMESS in the other. Mr.
Turner appeared for the defendant in each casgppkars that two men were fighting
in the street, on the night of thd" Thstant, a brother of Mrs. Dick’s, and a person
living at Mrs. Alwood’s, when the ladies hurriedtdo make peace, or to help the
combatants. Mrs. Alwood and Mrs. Dick got to figlt themselves, and Mrs.
Gomess came to help them. Mrs. Alwood charged Mick with assaulting her, and
tearing her hair on the occasion, and charged Mwmness with cheering on Mrs.
Dick and then joining in the assault on herself§Mk.) On the other hand Mrs. Dick
represented that Mrs. Alwood ran at her and gohhed into her (Mrs. Dick’s) hair,
and Mrs. Gomess said that all she did was to pMck Alwood’s hand from Mrs.
Dick’s head. Witnesses were produced on both sidesse evidence having been
taken at length, the bench dismissed both cases.

ASSAULT ON A WOMAN. - YesterdayJ OHN MASTERSON appeared before
the bench, to answer the charge of assauMARGARET KEDDIE. It appeared
from the evidence that on Sunday afternoon lasttdéissn was at Mrs. Keddie’'s
house, when some words arose, and each appliedbpprs language to the other;
ultimately Masterson, who had been cutting tobaoese and struck Mrs. Keddie two
rapid blows, one with each fist, the first of whikhocked her back on the sofa, and
the second cut her cheek open, making it bleedtlgreend leaving a large scar;
neither Mrs. Keddie noCARNEY observed whether the knife was in Masterson’s
hand at the time. Masterson, in defence, deniatht had a knife in his hand, and
said he struck only immediately after being strogkr the shoulders by Mrs. Keddie
with the handle of a broom. Mrs. Keddie deniedkistg Masterson thus, and Carney
did not see her do so. Masterson was committettifdrat the next Quarter Sessions,
bail to be allowed.

DRUNKENNESS. - On MondaylARGARET KEDDEIE, JOHN BYRNES, and
ANN SIMPSON were brought before the bench, and were conviotettunkenness;
the first two were fined each 10s., or 48 hourthécells, and the last 5s. or 24 hours.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/718, 21/05/1851



Australia (NSW) Inter-personal Violence; 24 May 800 15

CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - Yesterday one charge of akkssas brought before the

bench,CATHERINE JOYCE v. JOHN CHAPMAN . Mrs. Joyce deposed that on
the 12" instant Chapman was requested by MBSEW to put her off the premises,

Chapman lodging at Mrs. Glew’s, and that Chapmaghoing so used great violence,
kicking her twice, one time on the back, doing bensiderable injury. In defence
this violence was denied, and Mrs. Glew deposeti@mapman had put Mrs. Joyce
off her (Mrs. Glew’s) premises, but used no viokneeither kicking or striking her.

The case was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/722, 04/06/1851

CHARGE OF THREATENING. - On Friday [aftHOMAS INGALL appeared
before the bench, charged with using threateninguage tcANN QUINN. Mrs.
Quinn deposed that as they were disputing aboubat ghe had threatened to
impound, the defendant said he would kick her, stmel still feared that he would do
her some bodily injury. The bench dismissed tleeca

BRISBANE CIRCUIT COURT. - This court opened on Miay, the 19 May,
before Mr. Justice Dickinson.

PHILIP MORGAN was indicted for wounding, with intent, his wif&JARY
MORGAN, at Ipswich. Morgan and his wife had been marnae months, and
lived unhappily; she was residing with her brotlretaw when a quarrel took place
between her and her husband, and he knocked her, dowt inflicted two wounds of
some depth on her throat with a knife. In defeNb@rgan said his wife and her
relatives commenced a general attack on him, aadwibunds were accidentally
inflicted by him in self defence. Guilty; threeays imprisonment, with hard labour.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/726, 18/06/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdaleDWARD JENNINGS was brought before the bench,
charged with assaultin@RIDGET HENRY . Mr. C. Nicholl appeared for the
defence. Mrs. Henry, a man namdCHAEL M'DONALD , Mrs. Crump, and
Jennings had gone home together from an inn abwoinight some three weeks since,
being then good friends, and Jennings quite dran@rtly after they got home words
arose between Mrs. Henry and Jennings, on whichidgs flung two ginger-beer
bottles at her, the first of which missed her, bugke some crockery but the second
struck her on the lip, cutting it, and making heseansible; she afterwards had to go to
a medical man about it. It further appeared thanihgs had agreed to pay the doctor
and for the broken crockery, but had only paidtf& crockery. After going into the
case at considerable length the bench blamed M’'lddpa inviting a drunken man
home, and convicted the defendant, fining him fhd. @sts.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/729, 28/06/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdayWILLIAM CROSS appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultingeLIZABETH STEVENS. Mrs. Stevens complained that on Tuesday
evening last, as she was coming out of the Crogs K&, with some ale, Mrs. Cross
abused her for speaking to her (Mrs. Cross’s) di@uglross, who was standing by,
immediately turned on Mrs. Stevens, and abusedinéne same account, at the same
time striking her a blow on the mouth. Cross deériee charge, and said that on Mrs.
Stevens returning an obscene answer to a civilygitem his wife, he pushed her
away, saying, “go home with you.” The bench cotadcCross, fining him 5s. and
costs.
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CONJUGAL QUARRELS. - On Wednesda)OHN WATSON, charged with
assaulting and threatening the life of his wiltARRIET WATSON , appeared
before the bench, and being convicted, was ordereater into sureties of the peace
for twelve months, himself in £40, and two suretie§20 each.

MAITLAND MERRCURY, 9/732, 09/07/1851

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS.

WOUNDING WITH INTENT. - JOHN MASTERSON was indicted for wounding
MARGARET KEDDIE on the face, with intent to do her bodily harmMadrpeth,
on the 2% April, 1851.

Mr. Purefoy appeared for the Defence; attorivry, Turner.

The witnesses called were Marg@;et Keddie, @RlIARLES CARNEY. Mrs.
Keddie was sitting at home on the"2&pril, when prisoner, with whom she was on
friendly terms, came to her door, and some wordsegrand she pushed him from the
door with a millet broom; he abused her and werdygwn half an hour he returned,
came in, and sat down, and commenced abusing ertosk him by the shoulders
and ordered him out; he turned and struck her eneth temple with his left fist, and
then gave her a second blow under the eye withidiié hand, in which he had an
open knife, having been cutting tobacco; this blaw her face open from the eye
downwards, making it bleed a great deal, and auttinthe bone; prisoner left the
house immediately afterwards. In cross-examinatlos. Keddie said prisoner was a
little under the influence of liquor. Carney wasgent at the assault, and described it,
corroborating Mrs. Keddie statement, but he did kmaiw whether prisoner had still
the open knife in his hand when he struck the biduch cut open her cheek.

Mr. Purefoy addressed the jury for the deferammtending that on the evidence
there was no proof of the felonious intent charged| that even of the assault there
was no reliable proof. Supposing even they bedlee evidence, and thought the
knife in Masterson’s hand inflicted the cut, didt adl the circumstances go to prove
that he gave two sudden blows in a moment of amvgénput any intention to inflict
injury?

The Crown Prosecutor replied.

The jury returned a verdict of common assalilie prisoner was sentenced to pay a
fine of £10, or in default to be imprisoned for sronths.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/733, 12/07/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdayMARY ANN SAUNDERS appeared before the bench,
charged byCATHERINE FITZPATRICK with assaulting her. The parties were
neighbours, and had neighbourly quarrels, and Mitzpatrick deposed that Mrs.
Saunders struck her on Saturday morning, at s§ earhour that no one was about.
Mrs. Saunders denied the blow, and produced anogighbour, MrsFORD, who
however only deposed to hearing the war of words,dd not see what passed; she
heard no words indicative of blows being struckhe Hench convicted the defendant,
fining her 1s. and costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/735, 19/07/1851

MALICIOUS INJURY. - YesterdayBRIDGET WATSON appeared before the
bench, charged with maliciously breaking a pane gtdss in the house of
RODERICK GORDON. Mrs. Gordon deposed to the fact that Mrs. Watsarke
the pane of glass, by pushing her hand througind,that she dared her to come out.
Mr. Gordon proved the damage to be 2s., and anatfiteless corroborated Mrs.
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Gordon’'s account of Mrs. Watson’s previous violenda defence a witness named
EDWARD MOUNT deposed that he saw the glass broken, and believedbe
accidental, Mrs. Watson and Mrs. Gordon having lspegnrelling and abusing each
other. The bench convicted the defendant, finieigli®s. and costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/736, 23/07/1851

ASSAULTS AND THREATS. - YesterdaWMlARY COBBY appeared before the
bench, to answer charges of assaulting and thiegtéhLEN DEAN and LYDIA
PRICE. Mrs. Dean and Mrs. Price are the wives of twinesses in a case lately
heard against Mrs. Cobby, and the latter, on Sajutdst, having got intoxicated,
invaded their houses one after the other, and lsdaand abused them. MKOOD
stated that Mrs. Cob by on that evening was soagatus that she kept the whole
street in an uproar. Mrs. Cobby begged hard facyend on her promising never to
repeat her abuse of either of the witnesses, tligylrew their charges, and the cases
were dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURTY, 9/739, 02/08/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdalRICHARD STARK appeared before the bench, charged
with assaulting a lad name®HN MADDEN. It appeared from thje evidence that
Mr. Stark, on Saturday last, saw Madden, a ladioé ryears old, busily chopping
away at a post of land-mark put between his hondeaaneighbour’s, in Devonshire-
street; as several of the posts had been previalestyoyed, Mr. Stark ran up to the
boy; the lad and his fatheYAMES MADDEN, both deposed that Mr. Stark caught
hold of the boy, slapped his face, and kicked t@nd on the boy's running away ran
after him with the axe which the boy had droppedlr. Stark admitted running
towards the boy, but said that so far from strikargkicking him, the boy ran away
crying before he could reach him. In cross-exationathe boy admitted that Mr.
Stark asked his name, and where he lived but #hdtidnot tell him. The bench said
the assault was positively sworn to, and they ntiustefore convict the defendant,
fining him [?]5s. and costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/741, 09/08/1851

CHARGE OF USING THREATENING LANGUAGE. - YesterdapNN
ROBINSON appeared before the bench, chargedRGSINA EDMUNDS with
threatening her and putting her in fear. Mr. Wappeared for the defence. Mrs.
Edmunds deposed to the threats used by Mrs. Rabiesber on Saturday last, and
prayed that she might be bound over to keep theepedr. Ward cross-examined
her, and elicited that she threw some dirty watar drs. Robinson on the previous
day because she was abusing her. He contendedataise was made out for the
interference of the bench, it being simply a ne@htly quarrel. The bench dismissed
the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/742, 13/08/1851

CHARGE OF ASSAULTING A CHILD. - On Friday lasfARY COLLINS
appeared before the bench, charged with assaatiiittee girl namedJANE JUDGE.
The assault complained of rested on the testimBbiZ ABETH JUDGE , her
mother; all the parties then residing at Black Rre®Irs. Judge deposed that on the
15" April last she heard her daughter screaming, amd Mrs. Collins dragging the
girl across the paddock into her own house, antastening thereto Mrs. Judge said
she found Mrs. Collins holding the girl, while -GONSIDINE, a schoolmaster, was
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in the act of chaining her to a piece of furnituaed threatening her life if she did not
cease screaming; the little girl held out her hatedker mother, on seeing her, but
Considine struck back Mrs. Judge, and gave hercanseblow which knocked her
down senseless on the floor. Mrs. Collins statet ho chain was used or such
threats made, but she admitted threatening the gjttl with punishment because she
had taken some eggs from her fowl-yard, and slestfted that Mrs. Judge was not
struck, but approached her with a large stone dagseif to strike, and suddenly fell
back insensible. Two little girls, who were in theuse at the time, described the
transaction much as Mrs. Collins did; they saw mgthof the chain, nor of Mrs.
Judge’s being struckJAMES JUDGE, husband of Mrs. Judge, was drawn to the
spot after his wife had fallen or been knocked doand went for constabBAVIS,
believing her to dead; he did not see his littk¢ lgiit he heard Collins say in the house
“Let the child go,” and in a moment after his daieglran out of the house, in a
greatly excited state, and had been ailing everesiand for the last three weeks under
Dr. Scott’s care for an affection of the spine.eTdase was postponed till yesterday,
when it was resumed, Mr. Turner appearing for tldemce. Two additional
witnesses were examined, constable Davis anIARTNEY . Davis found Mrs.
Judge in an insensible state at Collins’s door,rMauimark of violence on her, and it
was full half an hour before she fairly recoveratfisiently for him to take her home;
in a few days after she was confined; no chargemade at the time about the little
girl, who came over and stood by her mother’s $atesome time before she was
removed home, and witness saw the girl for six wesgker running about as usual,
during great part of this time Judge was in a stdtelrunkenness, neglecting his
family, and no charge about the girl was ever maBe. M'Cartney attended Mrs.
Judge in her confinement, and was first called grhér husband bringing him a
report that he feared she was fatally injured figows inflicted by Mrs. Collins; no
mark of violence was perceptible on Mrs. Judge, éae@r, and nothing unusual
attended her confinement; during all witness’stsisio charge respecting the child
was made by Judge or his wife, nor was the chitdvshto him. The bench said proof
of assault on the child failed, and dismissed #sec

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/747, 30/08/1851

CHARGE OF MALICIOUS INJURY. - YesterdaDWEN COURTENAY
appeared before the bench, charged with maliciobsbaking several articles of
household furniture, the property of -GOTT. Cott it appeared was absent from
home when the articles were broken, and he caledress, who however had only
heard a noise in Cott’s house as he passed, ambtlisee who made it. Cott stated
that his principal object was to secure his lifenfr danger from Courtenay and his
wife. The bench dismissed the case, cautioningt€pay not to go to Cott’s house.
RIOTOUS CONDUCT. - On Sunday evening, some seamleaut five or six in
number, and who seemed to be more or less undéerflihence of liguor, commenced
hallooing, and hurrahing in George-street, whicl tize effect of calling together a
large concourse of people of all ranks and ageshyecuriosity to discover the cause
of the uproar. A sailor belonging to H.M.Bandorahad been lodged in the watch-
house in Cumberland-street, in the course of ydateevening, for drunkennesmd
for being arrayed in women’'s appare] and half-a-dozen of his comrades now
assembled to rescue him from confinement. Coesinu

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/748, 03/09/1851
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ASSAULT. - On the 28 ultimo, a man nametHENRY TATTERSALL was
brought before the bench, charged with assaulliHOMAS BROWN. The case
was remanded two or three times for further evideaad was disposed of yesterday.
Brown and Tattersall are small settlers. Livingtbe Clifden estate, and have always
been good friends until this occurrence. On Satyirdvening, the 23 ultimo,
Tattersall, who was quite drunk, went to Brown’sctimplain that Brown’s dog had
worried his pig; Tattersall took with him a barigdn, apparently the long handle of a
frying-pan, and told a neighbour he took it to padthimself from Brown’s dog; when
he got to Brown’s, Brown denied that his dog walribe pig, and a dispute arose, on
which Tattersall turned Brown out of doors and dimetdoor to; Tattersall, however,
forced his way in again through the window, and MBown trying to prevent him,
he made a blow at her with the bar, but missedahdrfell over a stool; Tattersall got
up again and stuck at Brown, and was about toesadain when Brown closed with
him and they fell together; Brown'’s son (a lad) angoung man namedlCHARD
GROVES, who had been keeping charge outside of the dben rushed in, and
seizing Tattersall, they took the iron bar from hand once more turned him out of
the house. Tattersall, in defence, expressedwdoohis conduct, and said he was so
drunk he did not know what he was doing, and thatgbt bruised himself in the
scuffle, his ear bleeding from a blow he receivéthe bench convicted Tattersall, and
fined him 10s., or in default seven days’ impris@mtn

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/752, 17/09/1851

SERIOUS ASSAULT ON AN ABORIGINAL. - YesterdafeDWARD WYLIE
was brought before the bench, charged with assgulan aboriginal named
WILLIAM JOHNSON. It appeared from the evidence of N&.B. MULLINS that
on Tuesday afternoon, thg‘,ghe was on the race-course, and saw the aborigishl
suddenly from a tent, and a man run after him, whoght him by the neck, threw
him down, and then kicked him; the aboriginal r@smin, but was knocked down
twice more by the first man and two or three othens had joined him from the tent,
and eventually the aboriginal was left senselessnupe ground; witness saw the
prisoner Wylie knock the aboriginal down twice, dmelieved that he was the man
who first threw down and kicked him, but was nosifige as to this. The aboriginal
was subsequently taken to the hospital, and remaimgensible until after he had
been bled; he was seriously injured about the heaplrently from a kick, and at first
his life appeared in danger, but he recovered panflunday last was discharged from
hospital. Mr. Nicholls, who appeared for the defsrasked some questions in cross-
examination. Woylie being a ticket-of-leave holdgyer Havering the bench
determined to deal with him under the Prisoners Actwhich they referred. Wylie
said he had no statement to make on defence, andidhreonvicted, and sentenced to
be worked twelve months on the roads in irons.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/754, 24/09/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdayJ OHN EDMUNDS appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultingUARGARET CAVENAGH . Mr. Ward appeared for the defence.
The two parties live opposite each other, in Wesitleind, and their children do not
agree. On Thursday morning last Mrs. Cavenagh weet to Mr. Edmunds’s, and
set to abusing him for threatening to wring her’b@ars, and she continued to do so
until Edmunds struck her, which he did, she depofmd times, knocking her down
once. A witness called by Mrs. Cavenagh saw th@rafand said that she saw Mr.
Edmunds knock Mrs. C. down at the second blow, Mrshaving returned his first
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blow. In defence, Mr. Edmunds denied having strivbk. Cavenagh, and said she
struck him, and would have dragged his wife outisfthouse if he had not used force.
He called Mr.JEREMIAH LEDSAM , who witnessed the affair from a short
distance, and described Mrs. Cavenagh's languageoasdisgusting and provoking,

and apparently intended to provoke a breach opéaee; at length Edmunds knocked
her down, and witness then went up and separated. thThe bench convicted the
defendant, but in consideration of the gross pration fined him one shilling and

costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/758, 08/10/1851

ASSAULT. - On MondayMARTIN, an aboriginal of the Maitland trivbe, was
brought before the bench, charged with assaultappteared that on Sunday night,
between ten and eleven o’clock, night-watchn®&lieEPHEN BALCOMB was sent
for by Mrs. BRADY, and found Martin there in a most excited statayirig
threatened to strike Mrs. Brady in her own houses.MBrady was still in fear of
Martin’s violence, and Balcomb tried to get him gwhut could not, and Balcomb
then apprehended him; Martin, however, who is a gréw man, resisted, and
assaulted Balcomb with violence, and it was noil Balcomb got assistance that he
was enabled to overpower Martin and get him toldl&up. Martin was convicted,
and fined £5, or in default one months’ imprisonimen

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/760, 15/10/1851

THREATENING A WIFE. - YesterdayAMES GRAHAM , on the application of
his wife, ANN GRAHAM , was ordered by the bench to enter into suratiéseép the
peace, himself in £20 and two sureties in £10 eklrls, Graham deposing that he
first abandoned her, and then returning threatdweedife if she would not live with
him again.

ASSAULT CASES. - Something like a street row tqu#ce last Saturday evening,
in High-street, West Maitland, arising from a distance between two ladies, Mrs.
CRUMP and Mrs.BROADHURST, in which two more, MrsSTEVENS and Mrs.
FULLER, got more or less engaged while endeavouring tb grato help the two
first, and Mr. Stevens also got in to the disputeléfence of his wife. Yesterday
three assault cases arising out of the affair chefere the bench, Sarah Crump v.
Bridget Broadhurst, Catherine Fuller v. Frederi¢cgv®ns and Elizabeth Stevens, and
Elizabeth Stevens v. Bridget Broadhurst. In thestficase Mrs. Broadhurst was
convicted, and fined 5s. and costs, or one weeR@isonment; the last two cases
were postponed.

MAITLAND MERC URY, 9/762, 22/10/1851

ASSAULT CHARGES. - Yesterday the assault chamgesing out of ther street
fight betweerBRIDGET BROADHURST andSARAH CRUMP, on the evening of
the 4" instant, were again brought before the benchgaises being Elizabeth Stevens
v. Bridget Broadhurst, and Catherine Fuller v. Ferezk Stevens and Elizabeth
Stevens. The bench having taken evidence, bousd Btoadhurst and Mr. and Mrs.
Stevens over to keep the peace for twelve months.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/767, 08/11/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdayOHN WATSON appeared before the bench, charged with
assaultingJAMES WEEKES. Weekes was at work at Mr. Stace’s, of Dunmore, o
the 3¢ instant, when Watson, who had been there some sim&, used threatening
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language to him; after some words Watson rushéimatbut Mr. Stace interposed to
keep him off, and a blow struck by Watson fell on Btace; it had been reported that
Watson was not in his right senses, and Weekegdefrther violence from him.
Mr. Stace corroborated this. In defence Watsoriedeit, and said he was insulted
and assaulted by Mr. Stace, but did not assaulbaryhimself. He called a witness,
JOHN WARRINGTON , who heard some words pass, but saw no blowskstryc
either side; both Weekes and Mr. Stace called Wiadasmscal. The bench dismissed
the case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/768, 12/11/1851

CHARGE OF THREATENING. - YesterdaW]ARIA ADAMS appeared before the
bench, charged b\ SABELLA KINGABY with threatening her life, Mrs. Kingaby
swearing that she only required protection from. h&he bench, having heard the
evidence of Mrs. Kingaby and her daughter, held tte threats deposed to were not
of the serious nature charged, and dismissed g ca

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/769, 15/11/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdafLIZA HORNE appeared before the bench, charged with
assaultinglARY HENRY . It appeared from the evidence of Mrs. Henry tmde
other witnesses that on Wednesday Mrs. Henry wasgato Mrs. TOWNSEND,
when Mrs. Horne, who had an old grudge againstrherat her and struck her a blow
in the face, making it bleed; subsequently Mrs.ridomade two other assaults on her
the same afternoon, in one of which she took uptdebfrom Mrs. Henry's stall and
flung it at her, when it hit Mrs. Townsend in thacé. In defence Mr. C. Nicholl
called a witness to prove that Mrs. Henry commeribedassault, but the witness, it
appeared, was not near enough to see the bloWwsugh he said he saw both women
rush at each other. The bench convicted the daféndnd fined her 40s. and costs,
or one month’s imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/770, 19/11/1851

CHARGE OF THREATENING. - YesterdaJOSEPH TOWNLEY and AGNES
TOWNLEY appeared before the bench, charged with threaewiLLIAM
HORNE and ELIZA HORNE. Horne deposed to the threats and circumstances, and
called two witnesses to corroborate him. Townlegresented that the charge wss
only one of spite, because they in a recent cas@eal give such evidence as Horne
wished; all the threats used were only to punisineldaf he and his wife would not let
his (Townley’s) wife pass their house quietly. Thench held that the evidence did
not support the charge, and dismissed the case.

ASSAULT. - YesterdayGEORGE SCULTHORP appeared before the bench,
charged with assaultinfOHN BELCHER. Belcher deposed that in consequence of
a dispute between him and Sculthorp about raisiitgess’s rent, Sculthorp ran to
him and knocked him down, knocking out two of reeth. In defence Sculthorp
called a withess]JANE KERRIGAN , who saw the affair, and said that after some
dispute between the men, Sculthorp threw off his Balcher threw off his, and the
two advanced to meet each other, in a fightinduaksi; Sculthorp knocked Belcher
down, on which Belcher went away, satisfied. Taedh dismissed the case.
CHARGE OF BEING A COMMON NUISANCE.

YesterdayJOHN BELCHER appeared before the bench, chargedGBORGE
SCULTHORP andFRANCIS CUNNINGHAM with being as common nuisance to
them and their families, on thé"9nstant, and at divers other times, by cursing and
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swearing, and by suffering loose and disorderlyatters, both men and woman, to
resort to his house, Sculthorp, living next door Belcher; Cunnignham, living
opposite him; and constabM’MANUS , who resides at the lockup, close by — all
deposed to the frequent resort to the house ofandrwoman of bad character, and to
the continual fighting, cursing, and swearing cfs parties; but neither of them had
heard Belcher use any such language, or take patihe conduct, he being an
industrious man; nor had either of the witnesses direct proof to offer that the
house was used as a common brothel. The benchsdeinthe case, cautioning
Belcher against allowing such conduct, and commgntin such proceedings being
allowed to go on unchecked in the immediate neigh@od of the lockup.

ILL TREATMENT OF A GIRL.

A case somewhat similar to that for which Mr. ancsM5loane were tried in London
has recently come to light in Brisbane, and thecpedffice proceedings are reported
in the Moreton Bay papers of thé Instant. A girl namedSABELLA M’EVOY

was some time since hired for five years as a sérbg Mrs. JANE ELLIS, of
Brisbane, M’Evoy's aunt having told her that shestrgend her to the orphan school;
Mrs. Ellis promised the girl that she would treat las her own child, but no wages
were mentioned in the written paper signed by theMjEvoy. After her arrival in
Brisbane the girl appears, by her own statemerdstia evidence of others, to have
been well fed and clothed, and to have had a cdatiter bed to sleep in, but to have
been from time to time barbarously beaten by Mils,Hor various acts of alleged
misconduct, one of which was that she made messrsg the house. These beatings
almost always took place in the absence of ---Hlis,fhusband of Mrs. Ellis, because
on one or two occasions when he discovered his sdfacting he compelled her to
release the girl, and beat his wife for so ill-tneg her. The girl M’'Evoy is now about
thirteen years of age. The last beating the giteived was on Friday, the"1Dct.,

on the head, with a stick, and was thus interrupiegllis, and the girl then ran away,
and his herself near a neighbour’s house for twes @and nights, and then came out
and desired the chief constable to be sent foryhom she gave herself up, after
which proceedings were instituted against MrssEllThe girl stated that she usually
allowed herself quietly to be tied up to be beatduse she was afraid to refuse, Mrs.
Ellis threatening to kill her if she did; althougin the other hand, Mrs. Ellis used to
reproach her for her dirty habits, and say thappewould never believe she was her
child if she continued them; and used to say dladthe girl should have their money
when they died. The specific beating charged agars. Ellis was committed on
Wednesday, the 150ct., and was thus described by the girl: “On Westiay in the
same week she had tied me up to the rafters a$kiti®n. She tied my arms across
with a clothes line, and beat me for about a quafteén hour. She tied my clothes
round my middle. | was bare. She beat me witaghler strap, sewed in three parts;
she had borrowed it the day before. After beatiggfor about ten minutes she stood
by the table for two or three minutes, saying shs going to spell herself, and would
give me some more when she had done. She thenmzeaigain. | put the rope
through the rafters myself, to be tied up by. d di by Mrs. Ellis’s direction, and was
afraid to refuse.” The girl described several otheatings she had received of a
similar character. Some of the neighbours deptissidthey had heard cries from the
house or the sound of beating, and one of thdhOMAS WILLIAM
HARGRAVE , deposed as follows: “About Christmas last | wasging along the
road, about two hundred yards or more from MrdsElhouse, and heard the child’s
cries. | went up to the house, opened the back,dawmd walked in. | saw
complainant with her wrists tied across, and draywrover her head to the bed post.
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Her clothes were stripped bare off, drawn to hastvand Mrs. Ellis was beating her
with the other end of the clothes line that she tied with. She held it in her hand,
doubled seven or eight times. The girl's back wash marked. | made her desist
from beating the child, and she promised to unée Bhe said the devil was in the
girl, and she would knock it out. | told her thiashe did so again | would bring her
up to court. | have known the girl to be brutallged, and would long ago have
interfered only that, until yesterday, | always ieetd that she was the prisoner’s
daughter.” The girl gave also the following evidenwhich is stated to have made a
great sensation in the crowded court room: “MréisEbmpelled me to eat filth every
day for a week. | felt very ill after it.” The ®kence of the female neighbours, and of
the medical men who examined the body of the dfierder escape, was to the effect
that her back, from her shoulders to her knees, weag much bruised and cut with
whip-marks, and that there were marks of old semeser knees, head, and other
parts; the girl appeared in good health. Whencts® was concluded the defendant,
Mrs. Ellis, acknowledged having beaten the girl engeverely than she ought, for
which she expressed sorrow, but she had been pedvbk her filthy habits. The
defendant was committed for trial at the Circuitu@p bail being allowed. So great
was the manifestation of public feeling against Mt8is, on her leaving the police-
office, that the bench had to grant her police getidn on the way home.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/771, 22/11/1851

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - ELLEN FARROLL , who has been several times
remanded in consequence of the inability of thesgeatrix to attend, was placed at
the bar, yesterday, charged with having on thénStant, violently assaulteddARY
DUNBAR, on the Parramatta-road, by striking her sevelav® with a hoe on her
head and face. The prosecutrix was accommodattd avchair, being in a very
exhausted state. The case was clearly proved sigam prisoner, who is evidently
insane, and she was committed for trial at the gaarter session€Empire, Nov. 18

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/772, 26/11/1851

ASSAULT. - YesterdayMARY FLINN appeared before the court, charged with
assaultingSAMUEL and SARAH BAILEY . It appears that a little girl, a daughter
of Mrs. Flinn’s, has for many years lived with, aoelen brought up by, Mr. and Mrs.
Bailey, and Mrs. Flinn has for some time wanted teereturn home; but being of
violent character and drunken habits the littld igirafraid to go to her, nor will Mr.
Bailey force her to do so. On Wednesday last Mliein went to Mr. Baileys’s, in
liquor, and abused Mr. and Mrs. Bailey grossly, dlwhg a large stone at Mrs.
Bailey, and subsequently a piece of iron. The wanteappeared, also runs after and
threatens Mrs. Bailey’s children in the street.e ench convicted her, and sentenced
her to pay £2 and costs, or to be imprisoned fornvenths.

SYDNEY NEWS.

CATHERINE COSTELLO was committed for trial for a violent assault anad
woman namedROSANNA ALLMAN , about a week since, by striking her on the
head with a poker. The prosecutrix was unablev® lger evidence till today.

A DANGEROUS MAN.

Some time since a then constable of the MaitlandgonamedlOHN RAFTERY ,
was committed for trial at the Quarter Sessionstten charge of assaulting Mrs.
DICK in her own house, turning her out, and threatehgrgand others with a pistol.
Raftery was a quiet man when sober, but was digahis this outrageous violence,
committed while he was drunk. Since then Rafteag heen drinking occasionally,
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and generally shows the same uncontrollable spfriviolence when drunk. On
Monday last he was brought before the bench, halveen apprehended drunk, on
Saturday, for violent conduct. It appeared thatam namedOHN DENNING had
taken out a summons against Raftery for assaulttlzat on Saturday Raftery went to
Denning’s house, and abused him for doing so, awhuse Denning kept closely
within doors, Raftery took a piece of paling fronfleace near, and tried to burst the
door in, damaging the lock, at the dame time tler@ag he would will Denning, and
then be off. The same evening Raftery alarmedahnidlady, Mrs.RAE, by trying to
force in an empty house next hers in search oWifis, having an axe with him; he
had on previous occasions threatened Mrs. Mae whemk, but did not do so now.
Raftery, on the charge of threatening brought agamm by Mrs. Rae, was
discharged with a caution; and was remanded, itodyson the charge of assaulting
Denning on the Saturday. Yesterday Raftery wasiditbup on the first charge of
assault brought by Denning. It appeared by thdesdge of Denning and a witness
namedJOHN M'GOWAN that on Tuesday, the t’1‘,8Denning was in M'Gowan’s
shoemaker’s shop, when Raftery came in with twdldaof ale, and insisted on both
of them drinking with him; M’Gowan did so, but Deng refused repeatedly, on the
ground that he was a teetotaller; Raftery got aagyenning’s refusing to drink, and
twisting a handkerchief round one of the bottles, declared he’d smash it on
Denning’s face if he would not drink, and swungoiind; Denning caught the blow
on his arm, and at the moment the bottle slippedobthe handkerchief, and fell to
the ground, breaking; Denning said he’'d get a qoiale in place of it, and hastened
out, but Raftery shouted and went after him, whemiidng ran for it, and got away.
Raftery, in defence, insisted that all he did wadriendship, and that he had no
intention of striking Denning; but in answer to Hgsiestion both Denning and
M’Gowan said the blow was intended to strike. Tench convicted Raftery of
assault, and fined him £5, or in default of immésligpayment two months’
imprisonment; and then to enter into sureties &pkihe peace for six months, himself
in £40 and two sureties | n £20 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/776, 10/12/1851

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday three charges of dssaere heard before the
bench. The first [crease in paper, part line mgsSDEALTRY [?] STEEL . This
case had been commenced on Tuesday, tfiebBt was postponed to allow the
defendant to call evidence. The defendant, whd saanswer to the bench that he
was a member of the Church of England, keeps aos@toWNoodville, and Lock’s
children some time since attended it, buL&@CK stated he took them away because
the drunken habits of the defendant prevented dirsgdiustice to the children. Lock
deposed that on Sunday, the 30gth ult., the deférgiame to his house, drunk, and
wanted him to promise to send his children backmagack refused to do so, on the
ground above stated, and they continued arguingdare time till the defendant got
abusive and threatening; Lock, who was laying uhaela sofa, got up to pout the
defendant out, when defendant went out, Lock falmaclose behind him for a bout
a rod from the door, when defendant turned on himad, knocked him down by a blow
from his fist, and when Lock rose knocked him doagain; Lock got up again and
returned into his house, and got a large stick kignedle of a pitch-fork), with which
he went out to defendant, who was standing stitl] knocked him down with it, with
a blow on the side of the head; they struggledttierweapon, and defendant got it
from Lock, and after defying Lock to strike him agaent away. No person saw the
quarrel inside the house but Lock’s young childteut, a person named/ILLIAM
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FERGUSON was riding past, and saw Steel come away from sgalace, and saw
that Steel was all bloody about the head; Stedlwatiness that he and Lock had been
fighting, and he had given Lock a d------ good troimg; Steel was not drunk, but had
the smell of liquor on him. In defence, Steel @enihat he was drunk, and stated that
he went to Lock’s house on receiving a messagehthatanted to see him, and did
not strike Lock until he had been struck himselhew Lock knocked him down
nearly senseless with the fork handle, and beat ¢rinelly. He called several
witnesses, two of whom saw the struggle outsidettierstick, but neither saw any
blows struck by either side; and two others, whoksponly as to the message, and as
to Steel's appearance afterwards; of these fouresstes only one observed any smell
of liquor about him, and all were positive he was$ drunk; all noticed that Steel was
very bloody about the head. The bench dismissectdlse of assault, and expressed
their disapproval of the conduct of both partiesadsabbath Day; while they said they
considered Steel a person not deserving of holdimgsituation for the instruction of
youth.

The other two cases werdVILLIAM DUCKWORTH and MARY
DUCKWORTH v. AGNES GOODYEAR. The parties are neighbouring farmers,
living on the Bolwarra Estate, and Mr. and Mrs. Kworth deposed that they stood in
great dread of Mrs. Goodyear, from her violent abter, and the threats made at
different times. On the™instant she went to their house to complain ofrthigs
trespassing, and got so abusive and used suclafayuage that Duckworth, who was
unwell, got up and put her out, after vainly redimgsher to go; she turned on him at
the door, seized his hair, and got two good hasdbeffore a man who was present
could release Duckworth; and in the next momentsslized Mrs. Duckworth in the
same way, and got hold of her finger, and bit @t tetting go until Mrs. D. half
choked her. The substance of this was corrobofayea neighbour, MrsKENNY ,
who was in the house. Mrs. Goodyear denied thiedensents, denouncing them all
as false, stating that the Duckworths both asshudtel beat her, of which she still
bore the marks; in her cross-examination she regbBaticcused the witnesses of
telling lies. The bench convicted her of both aftsafining her £1 on each, and
ordered her to enter into sureties to keep thegactwelve months, herself in £20,
and two sureties in £10 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9.777, 13/12/1851

CHARGE OF THREATENING. - YesterdayILLIAM POWERS was brought
before the bench, charged with threatening thediflis wife, MARIA POWERS.
Mrs. Powers deposed that he had threatened to sena&sM’'NAMARA served his
wife, but Powers, who admitted having made somé shieat, said that he told his
wife if she sold all his property for drink whileelwas away at harvest work he would
take her life, but this he said without any sudemntion. It also appeared that he had
never struck his wife, and that she had duringahisence sold the house furniture.
The bench dismissed the case, recommending MrseBpwhose children were well
dressed, and in good health, to go home with heiédmd.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/778, 17/12/1851

ASSAULT CASE. - Yesterday a charge of assault Wweard before the bench,
TERENCE MAGUIRE v. FRANCIS ROGAN. Maguire charged Rogan with
knocking him down with his fist, on Sunday, th8 ihst., in consequence of some
words about breaking the pledge, and afterwardsking him down again with a

rail; Maguire, when cross-examined by Mr. Turnesnigd that he struck Rogan first,
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or that he struck him with a door-bar. MAMES KERRIGAN , at whose house the
quarrel occurred, deposed that Maguire struck Rdigstn that they got into a fight,
and that he separated them, but that afterwardsuiagame running up to strike
Rogan with a door-bar, when Rogan put up a radlééend himself, and laid it on
Maguire’s shoulder, but did not strike him with iThe case was dismissed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 9/782, 31/12/1851

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday several charges ohualssvere heard before the
bench. The first wadAMES COMPTON v. ELLEN BRENNAN , and the second
wasELLEN BRENNAN v. SAUL HARRIS . Mr. Ward appeared for Mrs. Brennan,
and Mr. Turner against her. The parties are ciesghbours, living in rooms in the
old house formerly the Albion Inn, West Maitlaneshdaan unfriendly feeling has long
existed among them. On the"2December Mrs. Brennan and Mrs. Harris had some
words about Mrs. B.’s children, and Compton ran @uprotect Mrs. Harris, as he
said; he stated that Mrs. Brennan then turned wnamd threw two brickbats at him,
one of which struck him on the arm; she then seized and knocked him down
twice, when he was rescued by Harris coming toalssstance with another man,
THOMAS WILLIS. He called Willis as a witness. Mrs. Brenna’'s detewas that
Compton assaulted her, and she caldEXANDER MAHER to prove this, but
Maher did not see what passed till he found Mr&nBan having hold of Compton
by the shirt, Compton’s hand being then raisede bénch convicted Mrs. Brennan,
fining her 10s. and costs, or fourteen days’ ingpmeent.

The second case was the n proceeded with, MennBn charging Harris with
using violent threats and bad language to herjngutier in bodily fear. The bench,
having heard her evidence, came to the conclubmtthe complaint [crease in paper,
line missing] violence, and they dismissed the caderming Mrs. Brennan that if
she could prove that Harris had used the obscemgdme she alleged, he could be
punished under the Vagrant Act.

The third case waBATRICK HOW v. ROSE M'GUINNESS and RICHARD
M'GUINNESS. Mr. Turner, Mr. Ward, and Mr. C. Nicholl were retad for the
defence. The evidence on both sides was veryhgngtit we must compress it into a
few words. How’s son worked recently for MMHEPHERD, shoemaker, of Polka
Castle, West Maitland, and had returned for a datyvo to work for himself or Mr.
S.; Howe wished his son to return home to go tovdsirwork, and he went to
Shepherd’s house on the™® get him back; the lad was unwilling to retuont his
father insisted; Mr. S. interfered to prevent theylbeing forced; high words
followed, and Mr. Shepherd, finding How would natitg his premises, told him he
must put his forces on, and directed his apprenfitiehard M'Guinness, and a
carpenter DENNIS CLANCY, to put How out; this they immediately did, and a
battle royal took place outside between How andh&id M'Guinness, who was
assisted by his mother and Mr. Shepherd’s dog, Hetting considerably the worst of
it among them. Evidence was produced on both s@psove which commenced the
actual fight. The bench convicted both the defatsjeand fined them each 10s. and
costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment.

The fourth case wasOUISA M’KINNON againstbONALD M’KINNON , but
Mrs. M’Kinnon declining to press the charge agaihst husband, the case was
dismissed, M’Kinnon being cautioned.

USING INDECENT LANGUAGE IN THE STREET. -  Yestmy BRIDGET
HENRY, THOMAS HENRY, and MICHAEL M'DONALD , appeared before the
bench, charged with using obscene language inttéets Dr.EDYE deposed that on
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Friday morning last Henry was dragging his wife aibthe street, when M’Donald
interfered; Henry then turned on him and inviteoh ltd come on, using words which
Dr. Edye repeated; neither of the other defendasésl foul language. Mr. Turner,
who appeared for Mrs. Henry and M’Donald, appliedtheir discharge, as notbhing
was proved against them. The bench assented adidhdged them. Henry appealed
to the mercy of the bench, on account of the strmegocation he had received from
his wife’'s conduct, and the bench discharged hiso,ahfter a caution that the new
Vagrant Act would be pout in force against all wised such language.

CHARGES OF USING THREATENING LANGUAGE. - Two casef this
character also came before the bench yesterdag. fileh wasJOHN SCOTTOWE
PARKER v. CHARLES FITSIMMONS. Mr. Parker deposed that he was in fear of
personal injury from Mr. Fitsimmons, that gentlemzaving on Friday last, in the
Northumberland Hotel, in consequence of words puesly occurring, told him he
was a liar and a vagabond, and that whenever hdimehe would insult him, at the
same time shaking his fist at him; no threat tospeal violence was made by Mr.
Fitsimmons, and witness, who had just been holdimgnquest, told him he should
apply to the law for protection. Mr. Turner corded for the defence that there was
no case for magisterial interference, no threanfiict personal injury having been
made, while Mr. Fitsimmons lived 300 miles from Mand, and was therefore not
likely to see Mr. Parker often. The bench held timcase for their interference was
made out, and dismissed it.

The second case wadARIA POWERS v. CATHERINE FULLER. Mrs.

Powers deposed that Mrs. Fuller came to her dootherevening of the 23 and
invited her to come out, telling her if she did giMrs. F.) would put her into the
creek; she feared personal violence from Mrs. Fuifdess restrained. In answer to
the bench Mrs. Powers (the strongest woman ofwiog said she did not think Mrs.
Fuller could put her in the creek if she knewTihe bench dismissed the case.
SYDNEY NEWS.
A man giving his name aSEORGE SOMERVILLE has been out on bail for a
week on a charge of violently assaultidiIELIA BAIRD , on Sunday week, about
two o’clock in the morning, since which time thengolainant has been in the
infirmary. This day Somerville was fined £5 foretlassault, or in default to be
imprisoned for 2 months. He is, however, detaimedustody on suspicion of being
HENRY STANTON, who some time since made his escape from Melleoganl.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/820, 12/05/1852

A LUNATIC. - On Thursday morning police serge®@TCHAM was called upon
to remove a man namégaRAHAM from Saint Philip’s Church, into which he had
forced his way, and refused to retire. Ditchamniibdim in the pulpit, turning over
the leaves of the books; as he took no notice efstdrgeant’s call to cone down, the
latter then went up to bring him; Graham then, withfurther ado, kicked Ditcham
down the stairs, desiring that he would keep h&eel “I'm the parson, and you're
the clerk,” said the unfortunate man, and proceddedeliver a text. Ultimately
Ditcham effected Graham’s removal. He was yesiefstaught before the bench,
and was sentenced to Darlinghurst Gaol, for thee stkmedical treatment, for a
period of fourteen daydHerald, May 8

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/821, 15/05/1852
ASSAULT. - M'VITIE v. KETTLE. - This case wasatled on yesterday pursuant
to remand. The information set out that on thénngf the # instant, at the Victoria
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Hotel, JOHN EEKE KETTLE , landholder, did assault, beat, strike, and wound
HENRY WALLACE M'VITIE , doctor of medicine, for which offence it prayéa
the defendant might be committed to prison or helBail to answer an indictment —
expressly stating that the bench were not asketeab in their summary jurisdiction
in the premises. The case came on on Friday, wWienJOHNSON having
addressed the bench on the case he was aboutni lbefore them, called Dr.
M'Vitie, who deposed that on the evening of th&idstant he went to the Victoria
Hotel, accompanied by LodAREDERICK MONTAGUE , to see a friend, and in a
room through which they passed to the billiard roleensaw the defendant and Mr.
BURGESS sitting; almost immediately afterwards he wasda#d into the billiard-
room by defendant, who, after putting a questiow, @without affording time to reply,
struck him a severe blow in the mouth with his, fegt the same time using insulting
language, and threatening to murder him (the winesefendant took up a cane and
made several blows at his head, which however t&ved on his arm; the blow on
the mouth forced a tooth completely through his tie was at length taken away by
some stranger to him (witness). Lord F. Montagas walled, who corroborated the
complainant’s statement. MJ.R. HOLDEN proved that some days prior to the
assault complained of, the defendant in the coofrsenversation n with him (Mr. H.)
said he would take the first opportunity of givimgmplainant a thrashing; this
conversation was in reference to a legal proceedgajnst Dr. M'Vitie in which
defendant’s daughter is concerned. MORNING saw a scuffle between the parties,
but not the commencement. The case was then agjpuryesterday MINICHOLS
addressed the bench (MPOWLING and Mr.GRANT,) on behalf of the defendant,
addressing himself principally to combat a positimken by Mr. Johnson, who
conducted the prosecution that under the speaial fif the information in this case,
their worships were not at liberty to deal sumnyanl the matter, but that they must
either commit the defendant to take his trial oscarge him altogether. The
defendant was committed for trial at the Quartessms. Bail was allowed,
defendant in £40, and two sureties in £20 eattrald, May 11

MAITLAND MERCURY, 120/822, 19/05/1852

CONJUGAL QUARRELS. - YesterdayOHN TINLING appeared before the
bench, charged with assaulting and putting in feswwvife, SARAH TINLING . Mrs.
Tinling deposed that her husband had frequentigeltl her, and on Wednesday last
knocked her down and kicked her in the mouth, dtetveards turned her out of the
house, it being then late in the evening. Tinkvas ordered to enter into sureties to
keep the peace for twelve months, himself in £4d,®vo sureties in £20 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/823, 22/05/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdayHENRY CURLEWIS was brought before the bench,
charged with assaultinOHN LEE. It appeared from Lee’s evidence that on
Tuesday he and Curlewis were at Mr. Portus’s, Mibrpand were about to start
together in a boat for Raymond Terrace, when som&dsvarose, and Curlewis
threatened Lee with a good thrashing if he steppe#df the boat; shortly after Lee
got on to the wharf from the boat, and Curlewisaalted him, pushing him into the
water; Lee got out again; when Curlewis struck hamg Lee returned the blow, and
subsequently Curlewis produced a knife, with wHiehpursued Lee, who ran away;
Lee afterwards gave Curlewis into custody. RONALD PORTUS saw part of the
transaction, and his evidence corroborated Le€wsrlewis was convicted, and fined
£2, and £1 costs, or one months’ imprisonment.
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LUNACY. - YesterdayMARY CAREY was brought before the bench, charged
with assaulting her husbandODHN CAREY, with a knife. It appeared from the
evidence that on the {3nstant Carey was awakened by feeling his heached and
on looking, found his wife standing by him with aife in her hand; as she has for a
length of time been out of her mind, and constaatigusing him of ill-treating her,
while latterly she has become more violent in henner, he was greatly alarmed,
and feared she would do him or some person fajalyifirom the state of her mind.
Mrs. Carey made a violent and incoherent accusatgainst her husband, in reply to
this statement. DrSCOTT and Dr.WILTON certified that Mrs. Carey was a
dangerous lunatic. The bench committed her to gaal dangerous lunatic.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/824, 26/05/1852

THREATENING. - YesterdayCHARLES USHERWOOD WARDELL was
brought before the bench, charged with threateB@¢HIA M'GRANE. Wardell,

it appears, is already bound over to keep the ps@teon Sunday last he threatened
to poison and to stab Mrs. M'Grane, his neighbawualking up and down the
common yard with a knife in his hand, and frightenMrs. M'Grane so much that
she was compelled to keep within doors fro somesioWardell was ordered to enter
into recognizances to be of good behaviour, himsef20 and two sureties in £10
each, and to be imprisoned until that was done.

CONJUGAL QUARRELS. - Yesterda)/ILLIAM CONSTABLE appeared before
the bench, charged with assaulting and threatamsgife, SARAH CONSTABLE.
Mrs. Constable having deposed to the treatmentretwived from her husband, he
was ordered to enter into sureties to keep theepdmmself in £40, and two sureties
in £20 each.

MURDEROUS ASSAULT. - A woman nameWARY ANN BROWN, alias
KILMURRY , who has been frequently dealt with at the potioart, was charged
with having committed an assault of a serious matypon a female nametANE
SMITH,, residing in Sussex-street. Inspec®NGLETON deposed, that he went to
the residence of the injured woman, and found dloercovered with blood. She had
been stabbed with a knife over the eye, in the magk, and elsewhere, and she told
the Inspector that the prisoner had broken intorbem and stabbed her in bed. The
prisoner denied all knowledge of the affair, butdactor Singleton deposed that her
dress was in several places spotted with bloock ififared woman is in the infirmary
and unable to attend at the police court at presiéns not supposed that the wounds
will terminate fatally. The prisoner was remandedil Monday next. Empire, May
21.

STABBING. - At the Police-office, on Thursday, amfortunate creature named
LINFIELD , was committed to take his trial for stabbing dpavVID LEWIS ,
employed as cook to ME. COHEN. The prisoner is well known in town as a sort
od quack doctor, earning a shilling wherever hel¢@ick up a person willing to put
himself under his practice, especially in the pssfen of chiropodist or corn doctor,
but has for several years been looked upon asensarranky, although generally
considered more comical than destructive. Lewiseéms, had thrown some flour in
the doctor’s face, while the latter was standinthatbar of the Glasgow Arms public-
house, in George-street, and this so exasperagefbimer that he threatened to stab
him. In the course of a few minutes he went updwis, who had gone outside, and
struck him a blow in the abdomen, which Lewis pesmg from the trickling of blood
was a stab from a knife. On giving the alarm, Mr.Cohen instantly pursued the
prisoner, and having secured him, conveyed hinméoPolice-office. DrRUTTER,
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on examining Lewis, found Linfield had inflictedveound of about four inches in
length, which, though it divided the whole skindhaot penetrated the muscles. A
knife was taken from the prisoner by Mr. Cohen indiately on his apprehending
him — Lewis having had a most narrow escape wehlife. Linfield was committed
for trial. People’s Advocate, May 22

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/825, 29/05/1852

MURDEROUS ASSAULT. - On the evening of the lastydf the Gunning races,
several persons, armed with bludgeons, fell uponHEENRY PATERSON, one of
the stewards, and his brother, and belaboured thest unmercifully. The assaulted
were struck several times about the head, and wbrrescaped with their lives.
Goulburn Herald, May 22

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/826, 02/06/1852

SYDNEY NEWS. - Several cases of stabbing haveuwed lately. JAMES
LAWSON was this day remanded on a charge of stabbing>&@RGE BRYANT,
with a knife, during a squabble. The prosecuttthoagh not dangerously wounded,
was unable to attend today.

STABBING. - JOHN JONES, a cabinetmaker by trade, was on Thursday night
apprehended by constabl®ONG, for having stabbed with a chisel od©HN
DALE, in the left breast and arm. The sufferer was atule to be in attendance
yesterday to prosecute, and prisoner was remamdgdadl until Tuesday next. Dale,
we understand, is a decent hard-working man irCiporation service, with a wife
and family; Jones is addicted to intemperance vea®lvery much under the influence
of liquor at the time of this offencederald, May 29

MAITALND MERCURY, 10/826, 05/06/1852

ASSAULT CHARGES. - Yesterday four assault caseae before the bench. The
first wasMARGARET REID v. WILLIAM MARNANE. Mrs. Reid deposed that
she went to Marnane’s house to get her husband,dmayhat he and her husband
were ruining her; on which Marnane ran out, pusheddown, and dragged her by
the hair through the mud, by which she lost her aag umbrella. In defence a
witness name&IMON SMITH deposed that all Marnane did was to push her en on
side as she was abusing him; she fell afterwamis fdrunkenness. The case was
dismissed.

The second case wa4ARY HENRY v. ELIZABETH HORNE . Mr. TURNER
appeared for the complainant, and MMCHOLL for the defendant. Mrs. Henry
deposed that on the evening of th& May Mrs. Horn came to her shop window; and
in another instant a brick came through the windamd passed close to her (Mrs.
Henry's) head, breaking the partition wall beyotie brick produced was the same;
Mrs. Horn was already bound overt to keep the pealeut a quarter of an hour
previously witness had told Mrs. Horn not to taker lwindow curtain away.
DANIEL HENRY , son of Mrs. Henry, deposed that he was outsidmesshort
distance off, and saw Mrs. Horn go cautiously frber own door to his mother’s
shop, and after looking in a while throw someththgough the window, witness’s
mother being inside the shop at the time; there evdg one house between their
house and Mrs. Horn’s; witness hastened to the, spdtMrs. Horn got inside her
house before he could reach her; witness was pesitwas Mrs. Horn. In defence
Mr. Nicholl said he believed he could prove tha¢ tharge was not true, but was
made from ill-feeling between the partieSAMES DAVIDSON, a neighbour, was at
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home that evening, and heard no disturbance; had beard the parties abusing each
other; heard no window breakFRANCIS HAMILTON , who lives between the
parties, was in Horn’s that evening perhaps halhamr; Mrs. Horn appeared quite
quiet; heard no disturbance at Henry's that nightany windows smashed; there are
three panes smashed at Mrs. Henry's, two brokemdyy himself, withess must
have known it had a window been broken that nighMbps. Horn; witness was also
down the town that evening for some time. Crosaygred:- Witness could not be
positive that it was the evening of the™Be had been speaking of; had heard no
scolding between the parties since he went totleee, from the 18 April. ELLEN
HAMILTON , wife of Francis Hamilton, had never heard any dgomade or
disturbance raised between the parties; witnesscaastantly at home GEORGE
DEVINE, who lives nearly opposite the parties, heard istutbance on any evening
about a fortnight ago; was always at home at wditke defendant was convicted, and
fined £3 and costs, or in default two months’ ilspriment.

The two next cases were cross-charges, one bBR{YODGET HENRY v.
FREDERICK STEVENS and ELIZABETH STEVENS, and the other Elizabeth
Stevens v. Bridget Henry. The evidence given oth Isades, by witnesses who are
neighbours, was almost directly contradictory. Mkenry and her witnesses
deposing that Mrs. Stevens on thé"28ay first knocked down Mrs. Henry with a
stick, and then held her down till Stevens camenhgn he struck Mrs. Henry several
blows in the face with his fist, and kicked her taily in the side; while Mrs. Stevens
and her witnesses deposed that Mrs. Henry got antpuarrel with Mrs. Stevens,
dragged Mrs. Stevens out of her own house by hier dxad caught her finger in her
mouth, and knelt on her, keeping her down in gpitdhe exertions of two neighbours
till Stevens came up, when he knocked Mrs. Henfyhid wife, but inflicted no
further violence on her. DECOTT, who had attended Mrs. Henry, found a cut head,
and a heavy bruise on her forehead. The bencér p#tiently investigating the
matter, were unable to decide which ought to bevicted of assault, but bound all
three over to keep the peace for twelve monthansledves in £40 each, and two
sureties in £20 each.

STABBING. - JOHN JONES, remanded from a former day on the charge of lgavin
stabbed oneJAMES DALE, who was unable to attend and give evidence, was
yesterday brought before the Police Magistrate, ,vetiter hearing the depositions,
committed the prisoner to take his trial at the QeraSessions. James Dale, residing
in a lane off Pitt-street, deposed that after tetook on last Thursday evening he was
sitting by the fireside in his own house, with amg-child on his knee, when he heard
the prisoner, who lived within a few yards of hiomming up the lane and making a
noise, as if under the influence of liquor; in ardeat he should not be tempted into
prosecutor’s house, he caused the door to be ghaginer passed witness’s house,
but presently the door was burst open, and prisarsgdred in, exclaiming, “You -------

- rascal, you strung up my cat;” witness deniedrghad anything to do with the cat,
and as quietly as possible put him out of the hpunsa minute or two afterwards he
returned with a a carpenter’s tool of some kindhisnhand, stabbed him therewith on
the chin, and on the left breast, and slightly fust right arm; DrHOUSTON had
attended him from that day to this, and he is stilable to attend to work. Dr.
Houston described the wounds he found on the putseche was at one time of
opinion that Dale was in danger, but the woundsewavourably healing up, and he
did not now consider his life in any danger frons tbause. Prisoner was admitted to
bail for his appearance, himself in £100, with suveties in £50 each.
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MARY ANN BROWN was committed by AldermalBGAN to take her trial at the
next criminal session of the Supreme Court, forifgvon the 19 ultimo, stabbed
with a knife oneJANE DEACON, alias SMITH. The prosecutor deposed that about
one o’clock in the day, on the 1®ay, she was lying in bed in her own house, when
the prisoner burst open the street door, took kpife lying on the table, with which
she inflicted several wounds on the head, face,muik; she threw at her head an
iron-pot, which knocked her senseless; she nexidderself in the Infirmary, where
she had remained under DM'EWAN'S care until the present day. Dr. M'Ewan
gave evidence of the nature and extent of the wgiumsecutrix is getter better, but
is not out of dangerHerald, June 2

MURDEROUS ASSAULT. - Two men, one whose namel®3HN BARBER,
having brought a team in from the country, calledla Simons’ , Chequers Inn, on
the night of Tuesday last, for the purpose of ggtsome refreshment. A man named
THOMAS HYAMS was there at the time, and he and one of the mamm&nced
tossing. Barber left the house and went up thento8hortly after ten o’clock, Barber
returned, and a scuffle ensued between him and Blyamfront of Mr. Simons’
premises. Barber was underneath Hyans, and tmeefortaking a knife from his
pocket, cut Hyams under the jaw. On the followtlay, from information received,
two constables were sent after Barber and his coimpaand they were brought back
and lodged in the watch-house. Barber has bearmghtaip, and committed to take
his trial at the Circuit CourtGoulburn Herald, May 29

SHOOTING WITH INTENT. - WILLIAM ROBINSON boatswain's mate on
board H.M.S Acheron steamer, was brought up in custody of const8QIARLET,
who took him into custody on Saturday, by virtueaaokarrant, charged with shooting
at, and woundinggOHN STRONG, a marine on board th&cheron on the 21 of
last December. Strong deposed that on the nigtiteodccurrence, he was on duty on
the starboard side of the poop, when he hearditise and sudden report of a musket.
He was wounded in one of his legs, and fell todbek. He was at once conveyed to
the military hospital, where he has since been.e Wound is healed, but witness
believed he should be always rather lame. It vicmgianine o’clock at night when he
was shot. At about five o’clock the same day, &e& the prisoner with a musket in
his hand, and told him to put it back among thedtaf arms, from whence he had
taken it. Prisoner did so. He was on good teritis thve prisoner. A great number of
witnesses were called, consisting of officers, ssganand marines, belonging to the
Acheron. From their united testimony it appeared that theomer had been found
fault with by some of his officers. One officerchatopped his grog for drunkenness,
and had censured him as useless in the vessel.pridmer had muttered indistinct
threats of vengeance. It was also stated thatbebken kept in irons ever since the
21% of December, the night of the occurrence, as he kept in expectation of the
arrival of Sir Everard Home, for a court martialdie held upon him. Robinson was
fully committed for trial at the Central Criminab@rt, which commences on Monday
next. The prisoner, prior to his removal from theck, protested his innocence.
Empire, June 1

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/828, 09/06/1852

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday several charges ohassame before the bench,
arising out of the ill-feeling between parties d#sg near each other, near the Long
Bridge. The first wasMARY HENRY v. ELIZABETH HORN, and the second
Elizabeth Horn v. Mary Henry andANIEL HENRY. Mr. TURNER appeared for
Mrs. Henry, and MrNICHOLL for Mrs. Horn. Mrs. Horn as fined £3 on Fridagtla
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by the bench for assaulting Mrs. Henry by throwangrick at her through her shop
window; that same evening the quarrel was re-consetenMrs. Henry and her
witnesses deposing that Mrs. Horn threw a bottleeatfter tearing away her window
curtains, threatening to rip her up, and also tmiher house down, and at a later hour
threw some pieces of brick and stone in at the kackow, one of which struck Mrs.
Henry and another her son; on Daniel Henry purshermghe saw Mrs. Horn running
into her house, and Horn closing the door on ihrs. Horn denied the truth of these
statements, and deposed in her own case that shassaulted by Mrs. Henry as she
was passing the house, Mrs. Henry striking her fen face with her fist; Daniel
Henry, her son, threw a stone at her which strueckom the back of the shoulder, and
knocked her down insensible; this last occurrediat Kerrigan’'s tap. The bench
required Mrs. Horn to point out where she stonecéther, and she placed her hand at
the back of her head, saying her shoulder was ihuthe fall. A great deal of
evidence was called, to support this statementtheubench, having closely examined
the witnesses, dismissed the case, without callimlylr. Turner for the defence. The
bench took some time to consider the case agairst Wbrn, and then convicted her
of assault, and fined her 20s., or in default ahmdiate payment to be imprisoned for
fourteen days.

The next case wasLLEN HAMILTON v. DANIEL HENRY . Mrs. Hamilton
deposed that on Friday evening last, on remonsgawith young Henry for
challenging her husband, an elderly man, to figktstruck her in the face, knocking
out one of her teeth. ----- Horn, who was sittmigh Hamilton at the time, described
it as a backhanded blow with the open hand, sthyckdenry on her interfering to
prevent Henry and her husband, who were quarreijomg to fight. In defence this
statement was denied, and it was stated by Mr.éfuhat his witnesses would prove
that Hamilton and his wife, who were drunk, assalltHenry. Two witnesses,
WILLIAM HALL and THOMAS CHARLTON , having deposed to this effect, and
that Henry did not strike Mrs. Hamilton, the berdibmissed the case. - The next
case wa€LIZABETH HORN v. ARABELLA HALL , but Mrs. Horn declined to
prosecute it.

INDECENT LANGUAGE. - YesterdafLLEN HAMILTON appeared before the
bench, charged with using obscene languageDANIEL HENRY , on Friday
evening, in High-street, West Maitland. Henry anditness having described Mrs.
Hamilton’s actions and words, the bench convicted bnd fined her 20s. and costs,
or 14 days imprisonment. The caseEbl EN HAMILTON v. DANIEL HENRY

(the elder), remanded from Friday last, was then called orhe Witness for the
prosecution, for whom the case had been postpavasi not in attendance. For the
defence two witnesses were called. The bench sisgudithe case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/829, 10/06/1852

CHARGE OF ASSAULT. - YesterdaMARGARET CHISHOLM appeared
before the bench, charged MARY HYDE with assaulting her. Mrs. Hyde deposed
that on Sunday last she was passing Mrs. Chishoiplese, when the latter
commenced abusing Mrs. Hyde; Mrs. Hyde remonstraiéid Mrs. Chisholm on this
conduct, when Mrs. C. stepped up, put her fistanface, and threatened her. She
called a withnessALFRED BAKER , who heard the scolding, but saw no blows. In
defence Mrs. Chisholm called a witneS§EPHEN WRIGHT , who represented that
Mrs. Hyde began the affair, and that it was simgplcolding match without blows or
threats, excepting that Mrs. Hyde shied a stickiat on his venturing too near. The
bench dismissed the case.
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CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT.

Monday, JUNE 7, 1852.

SHOOTING WITH INTENT TO MURDER. - WILLIAM ROBINSON was
indicted for shooting alOHN STRONG with a musket, in Port Jackson, on thé' 21
December, 1851, with intent to murder him.

The facts of this case were recently publisted the occasion of the prisoner’s
committal. Prisoner was a seaman on board H.McBeron and Strong a corporal
of marines on board; Strong was shot on a darkiegein the leg, while he was
speaking to Mr.NOEL, master's mate, with whom MWLEVELL , the second
lieutenant, was standing at the time; the evidéadadicate the prisoner as being the
man who fired the shot was circumstantial, andaswroved that he had previously
uttered threats against Mr. Levell for having répdrhim for drunkenness, and had
repeated those threats the same day.

His Honor pointed out, that as the evidence subwo previous intention of
shooting Strong, and as the real intention washis tlass of offence a material
ingredient, the prisoner could only be found gudfycommon assault, as being the
cause of the injury sustained by Strong, unlesguheshould think that there was a
real intention to murder the latter.

The jury found a verdict of common assault, that Solicitor-General did not feel
himself justified in the present case to rest cointeith such a verdict. He therefore
entered anolle prosequi and Robinson was again arraigned under an indigtm
charging him with having fired the musket with imtéo murder Napoleon Levell.

Upon this information prisoner was again triedd the same evidence as before
having been given, he was found guilty of the fglotHe was then sentenced to be
worked on the roads or other public works of thimeg for the period of ten years.
STABBING. - HENRY LINFIELD was indicted for tabbin@AVID LEWIS , on
the 9" May, at Sydney, with intent to do him some grievdadily harm.

The case was recently reported. Lewis and angikrson were in the habit of
playing practical jokes on Linfield, who is regaddas half-witted, throwing water
over him, &c., and on this day Lewis threw someuflon his face, and Linfield
threatened to stab him, and subsequently, in dlscdfd so, inflicting with a knife a
wound in Lewis’s stomach.

Prisoner’'s defence was, that he had inflictedl wlound accidentally, having been
grievously irritated and ill-used by Lewis, and my while under excitement, cast
his arms about, without meaning to injure any one.

The jury found a verdict of not guilty, coupladth an expression of opinion to the
effect that the prisoner had been irritated byphesecutor, and that the wound had
been inflicted accidentally while the prisoner Matsouring under this irritation.
Saturday May 22.

ASSAULT. - SANG, a Chinaman, was indicted for assaulti®PBERT
FLEMING , at Hawkwood, on the 2°2December, 1851.

Mr. Fleming is superintendent of the Hawkwooalieh, and Sang was a shepherd
there; he had been twenty months on the statiahflsum of £10 wages was due to
him, when one day he came to complain to Mr. Flgnahthe bad rice supplied to
him, bringing 5 Ibs. of it, which he wanted Mr. Flang to buy; after some altercation
Mr. F. put him out of the store, but the Chinamansbthe door open again, and came
in in a very angry state, throwing the rice on fle®r, and making a blow at Mr.
Fleming, as the latter stated, with what appeavdukta knife, but which proved to be
a sheep-shear blade; Mr. Fleming avoided the blowl, Sang was knocked down,
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secured, and marched off next morning to prisonhe Dther witnesses called
generally corroborated this statement, but nonesshiew made or offered by Sang.

Not guilty; discharged. His Honor remarked ttiegt £10 due to Sang ought at once
to be paid.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/830, 12/06/1852

ASSAULT CASES. - Yesterday several charges cfuassvere brought before the
bench. The two first werSARAH BAILEY v. SAMUEL CLIFT , and SARAH
BAILEY v. THOMAS WISE. These charged arose out of the fact that a nunfber o
young men assemble opposite Mr. Bailey's househenlf instant, to keep up the
ancient but disagreeable practice of ushering weading by unmusical noises,
beating tin kettles, smacking stock whips, &c.; MBsiley not approving this, went
out and tried to disperse them, and words provmgféctual, she tried a whip, but
was obliged to give it up, and as she retreatesl ssdited that she was struck by some
bones on the back, thrown by the young men, anal §tgpck whip lash curling round
her; she charged young CIift with the latter offenand young Wise with throwing
the bones. In defence young Clift proved by twnesses that he had some trouble
to keep off Mrs. Bailey's whip, and did not strikeblow himself. The case against
him was therefore dismissed. Wise was less fotéyraand was convicted, and fined
20s. and 4s. 6d. costs, or in default one monthgrisonment.

The third case wakOHN ROBERTS v. JAMES ALLEN. About the 28 May,
late in the evening, Allen struck Roberts in theefavith a brick, knocking him down
in sensible, and leaving him so much injured thatwas for a week or ten days
unable to come in to give evidence, he residinghat Rutherford boiling down
establishment, where Allen and he were employeds. RRoberts however came in
and made affidavit to the facts, when Allen wasrappnded on a warrant, but was
subsequently remanded from time to time on his awoognizance, till the
magistrates were led to believe that the matter Ibaein compromised, and that
Roberts did not intend to press the charge. Asirthgy had been severe, they
refused to allow this, acting on a written opin@irthe Attorney General in a previous
case, and insisted on Roberts appearing to givderwe. Yesterday, therefore,
Roberts attended, but entreated that the case imghithdrawn, as he had long since
forgiven the injury inflicted, while both were drunby a man with whom he had
always been friendly. The case was gone into, kewend although Roberts would
or could not say who injured him, or how it was dpNirs. Roberts described a fight
between her husband and Allen, Allen’s being turoed of the house, and his
returning some minutes afterwards and knocking, wReberts opened the door
against her wishes, and was instantly knocked dowvAllen by a heavy blow in the
face with a brick, the blow leaving him insensib&d blood issuing from the
wounds, and from his mouth, eyes, and ears; Rob&rssunder medical care three
days, and was not yet as strong as before. Aes convicted, and fined 20s., and
20s. costs, or fourteen days’ imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/829, 10/06/1852

NEWING, THE MURDERER. - It will be remembered thahenNEWING, the
Chinaman, now lying in Bathurst gaol, awaiting higl for the murder of his
countrymanING, was first confined, he refused to take any foadd long period,
and nearly starved himself to death. Subsequémtlyelaxed from his sulky mood,
and ate freely, becoming in the course of a fewkwees sleek as a mole. A few days
ago a sudden change came over him, and he relapsedhe sulks. When his
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morning’s meal was offered to him, he dashed thfloor of his cell, and with the
fury of a wild beast, broke the vessel containihg Having no other object upon
which he could expend his fury, he commenced breplip a bucket, and could only
be restrained by being placed in irons. When spa&ehe barely lifts up his head
towards the person addressing him, and shakesatstyle nearly approaching the
ferocious. As the time of his trial is now fastpapaching, it is a question for serious
consideration, whether any steps have been takeards obtaining an interpreter,
and if an interpreter is not procurable, how theerable being is to be disposed of.
Bathurst Free Press, June 5

THE GOLD FIELDS. - TURON. - | omitted in my lasbmmunication to you, to
notice a melancholy fact, showing the uncertairithhaman life, which came under
my observation, in a short space of twenty fourrBpwhilst | was staying at the
Golden Gully, namely three cases of sudden deathal within a short distance of
each other. One man dropped dead, while workirtgarnole. Another had recently
arrived in charge of a bullock-team. And the thivds standing before the bar of a
public house. The former, | believe, leaving aenahd young family.

FATAL ACCIDENT. - An unfortunate accident occudren board the brigantine
Waterlily yesterday morning. It appears that the vessellbveasy smoked; the fires
having been lighted at six o’clock the previousremg, and all the hatches and
skylights put on and secured, and a watch kepoufbix o’clock in the morning, the
watchman observing one of the skylights open, |dakawn, and perceived one of the
seamen, in a sitting position in the cabin, apphresleep; on going down he found
the man to be dead. DIM'KELLAR was immediately sent for, who pronounced life
to be extinct. An inquest will be held on the badyday. Herald, June 7

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/830, 12/06/1852

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 9. - (Before Mt. Justice Dickimgo

STABBING. - MARY ANN BROWN was indicted for stabbindANE DIXON, on
the 19" May, with intent to do her bodily harm.

Dixon deposed that she was lying down in beduabaudday, when Brown pushed
the door open, said the house was hers, and imtegdiaok up a knife, and stabbed
her in the eye and about the head and neck, infiighany slight wounds; she then
went away.

The defence was a plea of drunkenness, andesrsat that somebody also stabbed
the woman, whose state prevented her clearly estolp it; and it was proved that on
a former occasion Dixon had been stabbed by thewmitanwhom she was cohabiting.

Not guilty; discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/831, 19/06/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdasARAH BAILEY appeared before the bench, charged with
assaultingWILLIAM PARSONS . Parsons was one of the young men gathered
together outside Mrs. Bailey's house, on the ewgroh the 10 instant, making
insulting noises, and he now charged Mrs. Bailethwiriking him with a whip on
her running out to disperse them. The bench halveagd the evidence to support the
case, convicted the defendant, and fined her omaypewithout costs, the bench
condemning the conduct of Parsons and his compsuiothe strongest manner, as
most disgraceful.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/832, 23/06/1852
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DISTURBING THE PEACE. - Yesterday two lad$HOMAS TAAFE and
THOMAS NICHOLS , were brought before the bench, having been appdsd on
Monday, in High-street, for fighting. ConstabROOL’s evidence to that effect
having been taken, they were cautioned and disebdarg

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/834, 30/06/1852

ASSAULT. - On Friday a man namd®HN MULHOLLAND was brought before
the bench, charged with assaulting MREILLY . Mrs. Reilly did not appear to
prosecute, but it appeared from the evidendeRANCIS M'GUIGAN andJAMES
DIXON that on Thursday evening Mrs. Reilly was procegdinMorpeth, M’Guigan
being with her, when Mulholland, who was drunk, eanp, and seized hold of Mrs.
Reilly, saying she was the woman who robbed hims.NReilly said if he would come
to a house she would satisfy him that she washeowoman, but he refused to listen
to her, and pulled her about very rudely; M’Guidestened to a house for assistance,
and Mrs. Reilly escaped from Mulholland througheamde, calling for help, when
Dixon hearing her cries, ran out; Mrs. Reilly tdlin how Mulholland had ill-used
her, which Mulholland did not deny, abusing her aadling her a vagabond; the
police were informed of the affair, and Mulhollanés apprehended. The case was
remanded for Mrs. Reilly’s evidence. Yesterdawdts again brought on, when Mrs.
Reilly appeared, and said she did not wish to prbes case, believing that
Mulholland’s conduct was only caused by drunkennedshe bench, after some
discussion, discharged Mulholland, cautioning hsriahis conduct.

Yesterday three cross charges of assault, greaih of one transaction, came before
the bench, the parties beif§ARAH SCANLAN v. MARIA SIMS, SARAH
SCANLAN v. ELIZABETH LLOYD, and MARIA SIMS v. SARAH SCANLAN.
Mr. WARD appeared for Mrs. Scanlan, and NMMMCHOLL for her opponents. It
appeared that on Thursday morning last a quar@lroed between Mrs. Sims and
Mrs. Scanlan as to who had the best right to adbgvood, which, having been
brought down by the fresh in the river, Mrs. Scardand her two step children had
got; Mrs. Sims’s mother, Mrs. Lloyd, ran down te tbpot, close to the edge of the
river, and took part in the dispute, and eventu#tly parties got to blows, Mrs.
Scanlan and her step-son deposing that Mrs. Liexgthggd Mrs. Scanlan into the river
with the log, and that afterwards Mrs. Lloyd andsM6ims struck Mrs. Scanlan
repeatedly, and threw her down. Mrs. Lloyd on diieer hand said that Mrs. Sims
went to get the log from the river itself, and tiMts. Scanlan interfered, and that
Mrs. Scanlan struck her and her daughter, and tadgtrow her into the river. Mrs.
Sims deposed to this effect, denying that theycktriirs. Scanlan. The bench
ordered all three parties, by their husbands, terento recognisances in £10 each to
keep the peace for twelve months.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/835, 03/07/1852

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - A man name@€LOUGH was yesterday brought before the
Mayor, charged with having committed a violent afisaThe prosecution was about
to proceed, when DRUTTER entered the court, and intimated to his worshat th
the defendant had received such injuries as thvabitld be exceedingly dangerous to
detain him in court at present while the case shdd heard. The Mayor then
adjourned the case for a week, and directed thendeht to be instantly conveyed to
the Infirmary. Herald, June 29

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/836, 07/07/1852
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ABUSIVE LANGUAGE AND ASSAULT. - YesterdayOHN MASON appeared
before the bench, charged, under tfe section of the Vagrant Act, with using
abusive and insulting language@HARLES WHITAKER , on Sunday, the"4inst.,

in Newcastle-street, East Maitland. Mr. Whitakespdsed to the facts, and the
language used. It appeared that Mason was alsmyezhawith assaulting Mr.
Whitaker, and the bench heard both cases befoididgeither. Mr. Whitaker said
Mason’'s wife took refuge in his house for protectidrom her husband, late on
Saturday evening; he wished her to go over to WIOOD the chief constable’s
house, but she preferred remaining at his houseasti Mrs. Whitaker tried in vain to
get Mrs. Mason’s children; the next afternoon Massame to demand his children,
who had just been brought there by their mothed, Mn Whitaker said he was quite
welcome to take them, if he would leave his hotisat, he did not want either Mason
or his wife there; Mason became very abusive, dnength struck him. MMWARD
cross-examined Mr. Whitaker, and addressed thenhémalliation of the case. The
bench convicted Mason of assault, and fined him 26d costs. Mr. Whitaker did
not prosecute the other case.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/837, 10/07/1852

SYDNEY NEWS. - MARIA DAVIS was committed to take her trial for having on
Monday last violently assaulted oSAMUEL BISHOP, inflicting upon his head
sundry wounds with a saw and a knife. Davis atlethat she was alone, except two
or three children, in her own house, at Canterbwhen Bishop burst in, set his dog
at her, and threatened to take her life; underettigumstances she attacked him,
preferring rather to kill even than to be killed.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/838, 14/07/1852

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS.

This Court opens on Monday, the"28uly instant, ... The following are already set
down for trial:-

JAMES BROWN, two charges of stealing; Maitland bench (this el in gaol, as
previously reported).

THOMAS MARSHALL , assault with intent, Murrumbidgee bench.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/839, 17/07/1852

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - JAMES HANN, andJAMES ROSS were brought before
the magistrates by InspectdiGGINS, for committing a violent assault upon a man
namedGRADY, in Durand’s Alley. The Inspector produced a pi@t iron about
two feet in length, with which Grady had been woethdn the head. The Inspector
stated that Grady had informed him, the wound heehbnflicted by Hann, who was
remanded till Friday, on account of Grady’s indlilio attend at present. Ross was
discharged from custodyEmpire, July 14

STABBING. - On Sunday evening, about dusk, a guman namedCOLIN
MUNROE, was standing on the road leading from Blue’'s diorth Shore, when a
man namedJAMES RUSSELL came up, and after some angry words passed
between them, Russell drew a clasp knife and sthbhenroe in five or six places
about the body. Russell then ran away, and hadbeeh yet apprehended. Dr.
HARRISON dressed Munroe’s wounds, but cannot say decidetbther they are
mortal. Russell is about thirty-two years of agefeet 10 inches in height, brown
hair, sandy whiskers, and long visagétmpire, July 13
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MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/840, 21/07/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdayJOHN BALLARD appeared before the bench, charged
with assaulting his wifeELLEN BALLARD. Mrs. Ballard having deposed to the

particulars of a violent assault on her by her amsbon Wednesday last, when he
threatened her life, the bench ordered him to d@ntersureties to keep the peace for
twelve months, himself in £40 and two suretie<£P0 each.

SYDNEY NEWS.

COMMITTAL. - CATHERINE SCOTT was this morning committed to take her

trial for assaulting on the finstant, with an axe, orRETER MALONY , inflicting

on his head a very severe wound, the danger oftwias not yet passed away. The
prisoner alleged that the prosecutor had made uresrbf an indecent nature, and in

order to prevent his accomplishing his purposeswsiee compelled to defend herself

in the manner he had described. She did not denfatt of the assault; but he denied
the truthfulness of her allegations as to the cause

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/841, 24/07/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdayPATRICK CLEARY appeared before the bench,
charged byPATRICK FITZGERALD with assaulting him. Fitzgerald deposed that
on Monday last he was drinking in Mr. Cleary’s tilhhe got struck by Mr. Cleary in
the face, but did not know the cause till, he addedCleary, when the latter said he
struck him because he (Fitzpatrick)(sic) called h@nscoundrel; he could not say
whether he did or not, nor could he say (when eexssnined), whether he was
disorderly that evening, or was ordered out in egngnce by Mr. Cleary. Mr.
TURNER, who appeared for the defence, said this wasabe &nd he could prove
this, and that Mr. Cleary did not strike him. Atméss, name@HOMAS BYRNES,
deposed that Fitzgerald was very disorderly, imsglpeople, and that he threw down
his (Byrnes’s) wife; Mr. Cleary insisted on Fitzgkt's leaving the house, and
Fitzgerald refused; Mr. Cleary put him out, andzg@rald fell as he was being put
out, but was not struck by Mr. Cleary. The benismissed the case.

CUTTING AND MAIMING. - JAMES RUSSELL was yesterday brought up
pursuant to remand on the charge of stabbing@®eIN MUNRO . Munro deposed
that he resided on the North Shore; that on lasid8§y week he had words with the
prisoner and struck him twice; he went into his $®uand in about three quarters of
an hour afterwards went out and proceeded towaels/harf, he passed the prisoner
on the road but neither then took any notice of dkbi®er; when on the wharf the
prisoner came to him with a knife, stabbed himha thigh, threatened to rip him
from ear to ear, and inflicted several other staf®r receiving the second, which
was in the stomach, he felt giddy, and faint, amdld not say what took place; he had
been attended by DHARRISON. Dr. Harrison, residing at Miller's Point, depdse
that on the evening of Sunday, theé"litstant, he was sent for to see Munro at the
North Shore; he found him very faint, from the lagsblood, but the bleeding had
ceased. On examining him he found six puncturednas, one on the fleshy part of
the arm, and one on the thigh, one on the hip,itvoediately over the region of the
heart, and one on the left side of the abdomewhic¢h latter he was for several dyas
exceedingly apprehensive of a fatal result; nit was only dangerous wound; he
considered, however, that Munro was now out of dangcommitted to take his trial
at the Central Criminal Court. Bail refusederald, July 20

VIOLENT ASSAULT BY A MAN ON HIS WIFE. - CHARLES SMITH,
otherwise Gipsy Smith, well known in pugilistic circles, was yesterdayobght
before the police magistrate by Police SergdBlRtGDEN, who deposed that in
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consequence of information received, he on theiguevevening proceeded to a
lodging house kept by on@OLLINS, in Erskine-street, where he found a woman
named Smith (the prisoner’s wife), bleeding proludeom several wounds on the
head and face, which wounds she, in the presenpesoiner, said were inflicted by
her husband with a broom handle, breaking the weaphbis assault; prisoner did not
deny the charge, and witness took him into custdgyhad this morning received
from a doctor a certificate (handed up) to the afflat Mrs. Smith was severely
injured, was in a very precarious state, and wooldat the best be able to attend and
give evidence for eight or ten days. The prisom&s remanded until Monday. Smith
has recently returned, we are informed, from tlygitigs, where fortune smiled upon
him. He had in his possession when apprehended, £8dl is said to have besides a
considerable sum to his credit in one of the barkesrald, July 16

MAITLAND MERRCURY, 10/842, 28/07/1852

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS

ASSAULT, WITH INTENT. - THOMAS MARSHALL was indicted for assaulting
THOMAS HAYDON , at Murrurundi, on the ﬂApriI, 1852, with intent to wound
him, and thereby to do him bodily harm.

The witnesses called were Thomas Haydd@HN M'GIVNEY, and MILES
EGAN.

Mr. Haydon, a magistrate of the territory, savisgmer in Murrurundi, on the 34
April, riding furiously, and shouting out; and latehe same day he saw himself
exposing his person in the open street, just intfod Phoenix-street; having sent for a
constable Mr. Haydon insisted on prisoner’s renmgriill he came, but prisoner, who
had got on his horse, dismounted, struck at Miseieral times with his fist, and then
took his knife from his pocket, opened it, and b at Mr. Haydon several times,
Mr. H. then having hold of him by the collar; Mrakton succeeded in keeping him
at arm’s length and thus escaped the stabs, rtaitonsiderable struggle prisoner
got away from him, and rode away, and when Mr. laytbllowed him and stopped
his progress, in Haydonton, more than a mile offsgmer again dismounted and
rushed at him, with the open knife, and finally gatay fro that evening. Chief
constable M’'Givney and constable Egan followed qures next morning with a
warrant, and having overtaken him 14 or 15 milesnfMurrurundi, apprehended him
after a violent struggle, in which prisoner opered tried to use a knife, swearing
that they should not take him alive; the knife veasommon pocket knife, with a
strong blade, sharp pointed.

In defence prisoner denied that he exposed mspeand asserted that Mr. Haydon
came up and stopped him without cause, strikingdmrthe head with a whip.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty. The jmer [who had it appeared been guilty
of similar violent conduct since he had been inljgaas sentenced to two years’ hard
labour on the roads or public works.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/843, 31/07/1852

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - CHARLES, alias Gipsy SMITH, charged with having, on
last Sunday week, committed a violent assault snwliie, was yesterday discharged
from custody, his wife declining to prosecutelerald, July 27

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/844, 04/08/1852
FEARFUL EFFECTS OF A VIOLENT NATURE. - The unfartate woman,
MARY JOHNSTONE, who had been several times tried in our courtsviolent
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assaults, and once for manslaughter, and who had been only a few weeks
released from gaol since serving her last sentemag,on Monday brought before the
bench on a charge of cruelly assaulting her own adittle boy of eight or nine years
old. Dr.SCOTT, being sworn, deposed that he had that morning baked upon to
examine a boy, the child of Mary Johnstone; theeeewarge contusions on the whole
back part of the body and the extremities, two vasuon the head, the right foot and
the left knee extensively burned, and also the skirthe posteriors; there were also
several scratches on various parts of the body,atswdseveral small burned patches
on various parts of the body; the child was likedyrecover; it could not move its
limbs owing to the burns, and it would be sevemjisdbefore it could attend court; he
was told by the child that his mother had beatenhieiad against the floor, and also
beaten him with an iron bar and a keg; that hish@othen threw him into the fire,
and when he crawled out threw him in again, antigha also took him to the lagoon
and threw him in. He (Dr. Scott) saw blood on keg. The woman was remanded
by the bench for eight days.

THE GOLD FIELDS. - THE TURON.

SOFALA, JULY 26. - On Thursday night two brothefshe name oT IKE , one of
whom is a butcher well known here, quarrelled, wtrenyounger stabbed his brother
in the right groin, inflicting a very severe woundde was immediately taken into
custody. The wounded man is doing well.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/845, 07/08/1852

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT.

MONDAY, AUGUST 2, 1852. ((Before Mr. Justice Diclsion)

STABBING. - JAMES RUSSELL was indicted for stabbinGOLIN MUNROE ,
at the North Shore, Sydney, on théhJJ]JIy, with intent.

The evidence was contradictory. For the prosacut was deposed that as Russell
was passing Munroe’s house, Russell used insuimguage, on which Munroe went
to him, knocked him down, and kicked him; that Raisshen went away, but
afterwards came back with a knife, and stabbed biin several places. For the
defence it was asserted that Munroe was in the blittacking and beating Russell,
an inoffensive man, and was doing so on the dayuestion, at which time Russell
had an open knife in his hand with which he wasimgitobacco, and that in Russell’s
defending himself Munroe was accidentally cut witle knife; the evidence to
support this statement was not exactly alike, the witnesses all deposed to
Munroe’s habitual ill treatment of Russell.

The jury retired, and had no agreed on theidiceswhen the court adjourned for the
night; they were therefore locked up.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/846, 11/08/1852

CONJUGAL QUARRELS. - YesterdaJAMES REID appeared before the bench,
charged with threatening his wif§JARGARET REID , and striking at her with a
knife. Mrs. Reid having deposed to what occurtegt, husband denied the charge.
The bench held that the evidence did not supperirtformation, and dismissed the
case.

ERRATUM. - In theMercury of Saturday last we reported tHaBREDERICK
MILLHAUSSER , a German, was on the previous Wednesday convisjethe
bench of threatening MANDREW LANG, and ordered to find sureties to keep the
peace. We were in error as to the nature of tfenoé, Mr. Lang having brought up
Millhausser for the protection of his (Millhauss®rfamily, as he was clearly out of
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his mind, and threatening them with violence. Milisser had not threatened Mr.
Lang himself. Millhausser was sent to gaol in défaf finding the sureties.
CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT.

FRIDAY, AUGUST 6. — (Before Mr. Justice Dickinson)

EDMUND MAHER was indicted for woundingOSEPH WARD, at Parramatta, on
the 26" July, with intent.

He was also indicted for an aggravated assauE@MUND FRANKLIN , on the
same day.

Prisoner, a powerful man, met the two men togrethnd they were answering some
casual question of his, when he attacked Frankian, fand then Ward, with a brick,
beating them both heavily about the head with gl anflicting on both serious
injuries.

Guilty on both charges.

A former conviction of a similar nature was pedvagainst him. Remanded for
sentence.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/847, 14/08/1852

THREATENING. - On WednesdaJOHN GIGGINS appeared before the bench,
charged with threatening his wif8ANE GIGGINS. Mrs. Giggins having deposed
to the threats uttered against her by her hustdeod, whom she had been living apart
for some time, he was ordered by the bench to emtersureties to keep the peace,
himself in £40, and two others in £20 each.

GOULBURN CIRCUIT COURT

This court opened on Monday, th® thstant, before his Honor the Chief Justice —
JOHN BARBER was found guilty of woundingHOMAS HYAM , at Goulburn, on
the 28" of May, with intent to do grievous bodily harm dawas sentenced to twelve
months’ imprisonment in Goulburn gaol.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/848, 18/08/1852

GOULBURN CIRCUIT COURT. - TUESDAY, AUGUST 10, 185

ATTEMPT TO SHOOT. - JOSEPH WOODCROFT was indicted for attempting
to shoot atOWEN JAMES GORMAN with a loaded pistol, at Cooma, on thé"28
March.

Guilty of assault. Twelve months’ imprisonmentdao enter into sureties to keep
the peace.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/849, 21/08/1852

GOULBURN CIRCUIT COURT. - WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 11.

JOHN MURPHY was indicted for stabbinGEORGE WALTER , at Jacqua, on the
27" June, with intent. Guilty; five years on the read

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/850, 25/08/1852

ASSAULT CASES. - On Friday several cases of dssaere brought before the
bench. The first wa3OSEPH ECKFORD v. ARCHIBALD CASEY. It appeared
from the evidence that the parties had some wardBaist Maitland on the 1yth
instant, and that after Mr. Eckford had left fomm®in a gig, Casey followed him on
horseback, and for some time kept up with him, aslsing insulting language to him,
which Mr. Eckford retorted; at length on Caseysaltdnging him to fight Mr.
Eckford got out to fight, but after some words ¢paick again into the gig; some
further insulting language passed, and Mr. Eckfapplied some to Casey's wife;
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Casey then rode up, and struck Mr. Eckford threeedi over the head with a whip.
The bench convicted Casey, and fined him 1s. astsco

The second case w&¥ILLIAM WINDETT v. ROBERT CANVIN. Windett
charged Mr. Canvin with kicking him, without prowaimon, as he was trying to
remove his (Windett's) drunken wife from Mr. Can'siin n on the 18 instant. Mr.
Canvin on the contrary said all he did was to cdicll of Windett to restrain him,
believing he was about to kick his wife. This wa®ved by a witnessJOHN
HENDERSON, who deposed that Windett was carrying his wifé¢ without any
interference, but when he got to the door he l@ddown, and appeared to be going
to kick her, when Mr. Canvin, who had come roune tlounter, caught him by the
arm. The bench dismissed the case.

The next cased wa#/ILLIAM BURGESS v. CHARLES PRENTICE. Mr.
Burgess deposed that on the"lBistant he was having some words with Mr.
THOMAS PRENTICE, the father of the defendant, when defendant camand
interfered, putting his fist in witness’s face, ahteatening to knock his teeth down
his throat; defendant struck witness on the armnstableKENNEDY deposed that
he saw defend ant push against or strike Mr. Bergefter witness had interfered to
separate the parties. The bench convicted thendafe, fining him 5s. and costs, or
seven days’ imprisonment.

The last case wANILLIAM WINDETT v. WILLIAM CHAMBERS , the charge
arising out of the same transaction as the casel&ttin. Canvin. The bench, having
heard the evidence, dismissed the case.

Another case, which had been commenced the peday, THOMAS HUNTER
v. WILLIAM M'VIE MITCHELL, was dismissed, in consequence of the non-
attendance of witnesses.

INDECENT LANGUAGE. - On Friday two charges of mgiindecent language in
public places were brought before the bench, bosing out of the assaults reported
above. In the firsIOSEPH ECKFORD was convicted of using indecent language
during his quarrel wittARCHIBALD CASEY , and was fined 40s. and costs, which
was paid at once. In the secohnHHOMAS PRENTICE was convicted on using
indecent language during his quarrel WwithLLIAM BURGESS , and was fined 10s.
and costs, or seven days’ imprisonment.

BATHURST ASSIZES.

These Assizes commenced on Friday, the 2oth instefiore Mr. Justice Therry.
MAURICE CONNOLLY was indicted for kilingWORTHY CARLISLE , by
stabbing him with a knife, on"7June, at Ophir. The blow was inflicted in the 1=zu
of a row at a public-house. Guilty; with a reconmai@tion to mercy. Sentence
deferred.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/852, 01/09/1852

A DANGEROUS CHINAMAN. - On SaturdayIN SAM, a Chinaman in the
employ of Mr.C.M. DOYLE, of Midlorn, was brought before the bench, charged
with assaulting him, and with stealing. From thedence given on that day and
Monday by Mr. Doyle, and by two servants who wenespnt, WILLIAM
PURCELL, a half-caste, an8EBASTIAN KARL , a German, it appeared that Lin
Sam, who was employed by Mr. Doyle as general sérvead shown great violence
of temper on one or two occasions when refused paymaf his wages before his
regular days, the last of these occasions beinghansday evening last; Lin was told
then by Mr. Doyle that he was very busy, and tleatMould pay him next morning,
and let him go to the races. Next morning Mr. [Bogave Lin one or two small tasks
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to do, and at eleven o’clock went to pay him, whenfound that Lin had not done
what he had told him; on being remonstrated with, hecame very insolent, saying
he had been there long enough, and at last he ttogw his hoe, and said he would
do no more work; Mr. Doyle said that he would des he did, and would make him;
Li n then became still more violent, and ran ofbithe room he occupied, and Mr.
Doyle heard him tearing and breaking up his (Linttehgs; Mr. Doyle went in and
remonstrated with him on his violence, when Linevetl him out, and on Mr. Doyle
taking hold of his wrist to restrain him from bre&ak any more, Lin struggled to get
away and then struck Mr. Doyle on the face withflsis after some further struggling
Mr. Doyle got hi m out, but Lin ran back to get tiex out, still gesticulating and
shouting in a violent manner; by this time Purt¢ell come up, and Mr. Doyle sent
him for the German to help him put Lin’s box inteetstore, Mr. Doyle intending to
send for the police, and being desirous to prek@ntrom destroying more things,
and suspecting also that Lin had stolen articlesealed in the box. The German and
Purcell came up, but Lin got hold of a baker’'s peeld ran at them so viciously,
ordering them to leave his box, that they retreaddd Doyle sat down on the box,
but Lin came up to him, and struck or pushed hifroafthe ground; Mr. Doyle then
knocked him down, and kept guard over him whilellead Purcell got the box partly
into the store, but Lin got at them, and frightetleein away again; Mr. Doyle again
interfered, when Lin ran and got a butcher’s knifegd came back at him; Mr. Doyle
quickly retreated into the house to arm himself,veas closely followed by Lin as far
as a wicket-gate, where he made a stab at Mr. Bost®ulder, the blade of the knife
going within an inch or two of him. Mr. Doyle archdimself with a blunderbuss in
the house, and came out, on which Lin, who had dawn the knife, tore open his
clothes, inviting him to shoot him, and coming upse tried to seize hold of the
weapon from Mr. Doyle. The police were now semt &md on their arrival Lin was
secured, after a struggle, and his box was opemetljn it was found a blanket, and
two bottles of wine, belonging to Mr. Doyle, a natk and some smaller articles, and
a gold ring, belonging to one of Mr. Doyle’s soaad which had been missed by him.
Lin had nothing to say in defence, and was comuhittg the bench for trial on two
charges, one of larceny, and one of assault wigmirto do bodily harm.

ASSAULT CASES.

Yesterday several assault cases came before tleh.bérhe first wasCHARLES
KENT v. GEORGE GEDDES. Some of Geddes's goods were recently sold under
an execution from the Small Debts Court; Kent ateehthe sale, and bought a boiler,
then set in brickwork; on the $4August he went to the place with an axe to loosen
the brickwork, intending to remove the boiler; Gesldnterfered and told him to
desist, but Kent began to use the axe in loosahiadpricks, on which Geddes seized
it from him and threw it into the creek, at the satime pushing and threatening Kent.
The bench, after some discussion, held that thierboeing a fixture Geddes might
have doubts as to the legality of its sale, ang themissed the case.

The second case w&EORGE M'FARLANE againstJOHN EDWARDS for
allowing his children to assault him, and the th8@®@PHIA EDWARDS against
ROBERT PIGON for assaulting her children. Mr. Edwards and MgolA occupy
adjoining houses, and on the"24August the children of each establishment were
amusing themselves with throwing stones at eacérptr at least so it was stated;
Mr. M’Farlane, who was in Mr. Pigon’s yard, wasustk by some stones thrown by
Mr. Edwards’s children, while Mr. Pigon, to end tisturbance, threw some missiles
at one of these children, and, as Mrs. Edwardsskghdhreatened to throw one at her
on her coming out to remonstrate with him. Mr. Bdds was not at home at the time.
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The bench dismissed the first case, and convittedieéfendant in the second, fining
him 1s. and costs.

In the fourth casedOSEPH GEARY was convicted of assaulting his wit€EZIA
GEARY, in the course of some dispute as to who showe bharge of the children;
he was fined 5s. and costs.

BATHURST CIRCUIT COURT. - MONDAY, AUGUST 23

STABBING WITH INTENT. - JAMES TOM was indicted for stabbin§AMUEL
DIXON, at the Heifer Station, Orange, on théhllbbruary, with intent to do bodily
harm.

While Dixon was leading away to the pound somesés belonging to Tom, a
guarrel ensued, and a fight, in which it was adediffom had recourse to a knife after
some time, and stabbed Dixon. Dixon and his sqosked that while the elder Dixon
was only scuffling with Tom, a young man, the la&uck him a sharp blow on the
side, after saying, “You wretch, I'll settle youwghd that Dixon shortly after found that
he was wounded. On the other hand Tom’s brother WWESLEY TOM , deposed
that Dixon and his son both assaulted Jame s Taogking him down thrice, and
kicking him, and that Tom’s face was wounded; wHiiggnes Tom told him that he
was compelled to resort to the knife to save himfsem being murdered. A very
high character was given to James Tom by many sse®

The jury were unable to agree, after retiringdeveral hours, and were discharged.
The prisoner was then discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/853. 04/09/1852

DISORDERLY CONDUCT. - Yesterdd3EORGE BREWER appeared before the
bench, for disorderly conduct in a street in Eastitnd. It appeared that Brewer,
who was intoxicated, and two other men were fightiith sticks and brickbats, and
Brewer, seeing he was getting the worst of it,lrame for a knife. When he returned
with one, a bystander endeavoured to pacify hini,Byewer got more enraged, and
chased the person for his life, at the same timéngiexpression to an oath.
ConstableSTOUT apprehended Brewer. The bench sentenced Brewmayta fine
of 40s. or in default of payment 14 days in thésce

SYDNEY NEWS. - CATHERINE LAUGHLIN was committed to take her trial for
a violent assault on on@NN CARRON [?] on the 18' ultimo, since which time
prosecutrix has been under treatment in the Infiym&he had received a wound over
the right temple, inflicted by the prisoner wittheavy cleaver. The only surprise is
that she escaped instant death.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/854, 08/09/1852

FIGHTING IN THE STREETS. - Yesterday two méROBERT CONWAY and
WALTER WATERS , appeared before the bench, charged with figrdaimd) assault.

It appeared from the evidence of MHITTAKER that on the % September he
saw the two defendants fighting; there had beemsmrbance there, in which the
defendants and another man naBBREWER were concerned. The defendants were
ordered to enter into recogizances in £20 eacle¢p khe peace.

CRUEL ASSAULT ON A CHILD. - We mentioned some Wessince thaMARY
JOHNSTONE had been apprehended on a charge of cruelly éisgpahd burning
her son,WILLIAM JAMES JOHNSTONE , about eight years of age, on Sunday,
the T of August. The poor child has since been in thepital, and having now
recovered, the evidence was taken by the benchhoms@fay and Saturday of the
neighbours who heard the screams of the poor bdytlanloud voice of his mother,
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with the sound of blows, but who, being afraid tdee the hut, came into Maitland
(from Lochend) to inform the police, when chief stableWOOD immediately went
out. On Saturday the woman was committed for foalthe assault, at the ensuing
guarter sessions.

VIOLENT CONDUCT. - YesterdayRICHARD WINNETT and ELLEN
WINNETT were brought before the bench, charged with bdiegally on the
premises ofCHARLES RANDALL , lodging-house keeper. It appeared from Mr.
Randall's evidence that the defendants had lodgéddsi house some days, but being
drunkards, and using much bad language when irsthtg, he noticed them to leave
on Saturday night, and then insisted on their goibgt at their employer’'s
intercession allowed them to stop till Monday maogjion Sunday evening they
recommenced their violent conduct, and broke tweepaf glass and a looking-glass,
and he had to call in the police; on Monday evgniduring his absence, they
returned to the house, and took possession of iésswedroom, from whence he
could not dislodge them till he sent for the peliand constablPOOL came and
took them away in custody, as they would not leatherwise. On the promise of the
defendants not to repeat such conduct, they wenhaiged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/858, 22/09/1852

CHARGE OF THREATENING. - YesterddyUKE MILWARD andELIZABETH
MILWARD appeared before the bench, charged with threatesnuly putting in
bodily fear ANGEL MARIA COOKE. Mr. Ward appeared for the defence. Mrs.
Cooke having described the language and acts ayance she said the defendants
had used, the bench said that she had not madengutse for their interference, and
dismissed it.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/859, 25/09/1852

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - This court opens dvonday, the ¥
October. The following are the cases yet knowbedor trial, ...

LIN SAM, a Chinaman, two charges, assault with intent, aedlisg; Maitland
bench;

MARY JOHNSTONE , wounding with intent; Maitland bench.

ASSAULTING A WIFE. - Yesterda)PATRICK PURCELL was brought before
the bench, charged with assaulting his wil®@HANNAH PURCELL . It appeared
from the evidence of Mrs. Purcell and MRISBY, that Mrs. Purcell was in the
service of Mr. Risby, and that on Thursday aftem&wrcell, who she had left on
account of his ill-treatment of her, went to thaib® and had some conversation with
her, claiming her to return to live with him; MmBurcell was in great dread of him,
and replied that it was useless her returning o, lais he would only ill use her, and
had no place to put her in if she returned. Heabecvery violent immediately, swore
he’d serve her alIACNAMARA served his wife, and would be hung for it, and he
ran at her; she immediately ran away, and Mr. Rislhose attention was fortunately
directed to them, ran up and caught hold of Puliedibre he could catch his wife, and
with the assistance of another person succeededldmg him till he was given into
custody. Purcell said in defence that he knew ingtbf the circumstance, and he
denied having ill-used his wife. He was orderedh®s/bench to enter into sureties to
keep the peace for twelve months, himself in £80,two sureties in £40 each.
SYDNEY NEWS. - COMMITTALS.

PETER HORAN, a mere lad, was committed for trial, charged wiging violently
assaulted on6EORGE FULHAM , by striking him on the head with a gun.
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ANOTHER CALIFORNIAN. - QUENTIN WILSON , perSpeedfrom California,
was yesterday committed by the Police Magistratéake his trial at the Supreme
Criminal Court for an assault by him committed upglsting InspectoMOSS. Mr.
Moss deposed that between five and six on Sund&ynabn, in consequence of
information from a resident in Clarence-street thalrunken man was carrying a
pistol, one barrel of which he had fired off, andther disorderly conduct being
apprehended, he (Moss) went to the spot indicated found the prisoner very drunk,
behaving in a very disorderly manner, and a greatlrer of persons collected about
him; as he was proceeding towards the prisoneehsdhsomething said by some one
in the crowd about a policeman coming; the prisosi@w from inside his vest a
revolver, and presented it at Moss, at the same timeatening that if he came near
him he would shoot him. Moss receded a little,edained to watch for an
opportunity for disarming the gentleman, whereufdison returned the revolver to
his bosom, saying, “You have your eye on me, alhitdep mine on you; if you come
near me, I'll shoot you.” A person in the crow@nmedSLATER, as soon as the
pistol was out of Wilson’s hand, tripped him up,emupon Moss seized him, took
possession of the revolver, and made the Califaraigrisoner. Two barrels of the
revolver were loaded with ball. Inspector Mossegawery gratifying statement as to
the conduct of the assembled multitude on this siooa but for whose assistance
Wilson could not have been captured, in which dase more than probable that
something more serious may have resulted from sagfhuse of the revolver. Wilson
was admitted to bail for his appearance — himseE200, with two sureties in £100
each. Herald, Sept 21

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/860, 29/09/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdafCHARLES WOODHOUSE appeared before the bench,
charged with assaultinglARGARET BAYLEY , at Glenalvon, on the Yinstant.
Mr. NICHOLL appeared for the defence. The case arose outispate as to the
right of the neighbouring tenants to pass over gheund of Woodhouse, on the
Glenalvon estate; for nine years Mrs. Bayley degabat she had passed over his
land, on her way to her father’s, but on Thursdest Woodhouse stopped her; she,
however, persisted in going on, and he caught keth®é arm and threw her down.
JAMES NOONAN, in Mr. Bayley's employ, saw Mrs. Bayley stoppeg Wir.
Woodhouse as she was walking along, and saw hirn persdown; he was not near
enough to hear what passed. In defence, Woodlaersed touching Mrs. Bayley,
but admitted that he stopped her, as there wasau across the ground, and he had
put up a notice to that effect. He called as vesi®OSEPH SPENCER who was
working with him at the time, and who described wimassed, stating that
Woodhouse ordered her to go off the land as the® e road, but that Woodhouse
did not touch her so far as he saw, only standinigoint of her with arms extended,
when she made a rush to pass him, and slippededindtie then called out murder,
and said he'd struck her, and that would do. Th&chbeonvicted the defendant, and
fined him 10s. and costs, or fourteen days’ impmsent.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/862, 06/10/1852

MAITLAND QUARTER SESSIONS. - ASSAULT WITH INTENT.- LIN SAM
was indicted for assaultif@YRUS MATHEW DOYLE , at Maitland, on the pa
August, 8152, with intent to stab and wound hind drereby to do him bodily harm.
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The witnesses called were Cyrus Mathew DoW4lLIAM PURCELL , and
SEBASTIAN CARL. The latter witness is a German, not speaking thgli&n
language, and the Rev. MEIPPER was sworn in as interpreter.

The particulars of the case were fully reporitedhe Mercury at the time of the
prisoner’'s committal. Lin Sam was a Chinaman, e employ of Mr. Doyle as
general servant, and on that day Mr. Doyle had icoao reprimand him, and after
some discussion Lin got very excited, and sworgvbeld do no more work for Mr.
Doyle; he then went to tear up his things in a vexgited mood, and Mr. Doyle
seeking to restrain his passion, he became morenanel excited, and at length, in the
course of Mr. Doyle’s trying, with the assistarudeghe witnesses Purcell and Carl, to
secure Lin’s box in the store, till it was searchwdthe police, Lin struck him more
than once, and at last ran for the butcher’s kigfeduced, when Dr. Doyle made for
his house, intending to arm himself; Lin ran aftem with the knife, and nearly
reached Mr. Doyle as he passed through a wicket maa fence, stabbing at his
shoulder with the knife, which went within aboutiach of the shoulder; while Mr.
Doyle was getting a blunderbuss from the houseldithdown the knife, and on Mr.
Doyle’s coming out Lin ran up to him, baring hisehbst, inviting him to shoot him,
and kept closing up, trying to take away the guut, Mr. Doyle kept him off. The
police were then sent for, and Lin was secured.eWMine box was then searched a
blanket and two bottles of wine were found in e tblanket having Mr. Doyle’s
brand on it, and the wine being colonial wine, ely similar to Mr. Doyle’s own
wine; other articles were also found in the boobging to Mr. Doyle’s family.

The jury returned a verdict of guilty.

Lin Sam was then charged with stealing the ptgpenumerated by Mr. Doyle as
being found in the box — but he was not tried as ¢harge.

In answer to the court Mr. Doyle read a listtloé various articles found in Lin’s
box, the property of Mr. Doyle and his family.

Lin was sentenced to be worked on the roadsvoryears.

WOUNDING WITH INTENT. - MARY JOHNSTONE was indicted for wounding
WILLIAM JAMES JOHNSTONE on both sides of the head, the right foot, and the
left heel, at Maitland, on the“]August, 1852, with intent to do him bodily harm.

The witnesses called were DOHN SCOTT, GEORGE BRIDGE MULLINS,
JOHN WILLIAMS, JOHN NEWMAN, PIERCE BUTLER , and GEORGE
WOODS.

Dr. Scott was called on on that night to see aahithe hut the prisoner lived in; he
was from home, but went in the morning; the chitvrbrought into court was the
same; he found it suffering from severe injuries;tbe left side of the head was a
severe wound, inflicted by a blunt instrument; ba other side of the head were other
slight wounds; its back was black with bruises frtime neck to the buttocks, the
injuries appearing particularly heavy about thaoe®f the kidneys; on the buttocks,
there feet, and elsewhere, were severe burns; timsees were all of recent
infliction; more than a dozen blows at least muateh been inflicted; the child
appeared seven or eight years old; the child mestiothe name of a person as
inflicting the injuries. The wound on the top bEthead might have been inflicted by
a fall, but the serious one must have been intlictg a blow; a blow with the buckle
of his belt could hardly have done it; he requingedical treatment. The boy was sent
to hospital. - Mr. Mullins, resident medical a#r at the hospital, gave a similar
description of the injuries on the body of the dhihe never saw a boy so beaten
before; the child was named William James Johnstomdnad now been three weeks
out of danger; did not think he was competent t@xemined on oath. - Williams,
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living not far from prisoner’s residence, hearclttat evening the prisoner talking in
a loud and excited tone, and going nearer he Heardalling out “Come out, come
out, you b------ wretch, or I'll have your life,’he latter expression only once, but the
others repeatedly; the little boys voice answeiddther, don’t;” witness went away
for the constable with others, and after some tiney returned and entered the hut,
and they found the little boy much swelled aboet lead and body, and very much
burnt; the other children were also screaming auha time. - Newman, also a
neighbour, gave similar evidence; he was near dntugear violent blows struck on
a table, as prisoner was calling out “Come ouhé ¢hild was crying, and calling out
“Don’'t, mother;” when they eventually entered tlmubke the child was in such a state
that he could hardly stand. - Butler, anotheghkour, gave similar evidence. - Mr.
Wood, chief constable of Maitland, went to the pmisr's house when fetched by the
previous witnesses, about ten o’clock that night be described the condition they
found the poor child in; he took the prisoner irarge; she had been drinking; the
clothes produced were those the child wore thatiege and they were covered with
blood. Cross-examined: Prisoner told witness tbhg bad been up in the pigeon
roost, and had fallen down and hurt himself; sheé bt say the child had been
playing with the fire, and burnt himself. - Drcdt recalled: He found in the ashes
thee iron bar or poker produced, and seeing blaod de sent it into the police-
office; the wound in the head might have been chbssit.

In defence the prisoner put in a written stateéinéo the effect that she was
chastising her child in a proper manner for usiagd language, after her having been
away from home, and was not aware, until told bg ohthe other children, that he
already had a severe cut in his head caused bggdtom the pigeon-house; she
denied having hurt him, and said that the chargasat her were all from spite.

The jury retired for ten minutes, and returnathwa verdict of assault, without the
intent. The prisoner was sentenced to eighteerthmoimprisonment in Parramatta
gaol, with hard labour.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/863, 09/10/1852

ILL-TREATING A WIFE. - On Wednesday lasStHOMAS MOORE appeared
before the bench, charged with ill-treating andtingahis wife. Mr.CHAMBERS
deposed that he saw Moore cruelly beat his wifé tharning; on the previous
evening Moore had beaten her and turned her odbofs, and she was so afraid of
him, that, although by persuasion he afterwardsnmed not to repeat it, she dreaded
to return, and obtained lodgings for the night; h@n return in the morning he was
seen to beat her again. The bench ordered himté mto a recognizance in £20 to
keep the peace for twelve months.

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. - This court opened oretd" October.

Monday, Oct. 4 — Before Mr. Justice Dickinson.

ROBERT BROWN was indicted for stabbingOHN HENDERSON, on the 28
August. In a struggle, arising out of a quarreb@bwages, Brown with a knife
stabbed Henderson in the eye. In defence he dllegeised the knife in self-defence.
Guilty of a common assault; eight months’ impris@mt

QUINTON WILSON was indicted for assaultingdILLIAM MOSS , at Sydney, on
the 19" September. Not guilty; discharged.

Tuesday, October 5 Before the Chief Justice.

WILLIAM CLYBURN was indicted for stabbingOHN WOOLLEY , at Windsor,
on the 11" September. This was also a case of the use affa during a scuffle.
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Guilty; twelve months’ imprisonment, including foperiods of solitary confinement
of fourteen days each.

WILLIAM STEWART was indicted for casting a certain corrosive kbatMARY
M'LAUGHLIN , at Sydney, on the™BSeptember, and thus burning her. The girl, a
woman of the town, was burned, and her dress destrdy oil of vitriol thrown by
some person on her in Pitt-street, at the door midlaic-house; prisoner was seen to
move his hand at the time, but there was a crowehdpand a companion of the
prisoner’'s swore positively that the prisoner dat throw the liquid. Not guilty;
discharged.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/865, 16/10/1852

U NPROVOKED RUFFIANISM. - On WEednesddyENRY CURRAN was
brought before the bench, charged with an unpravo&ssault onQUINTEN
SWIFT, a little boy of five years old, at Morpeth. Ipmeared thaBRIDGET
KEOGH noticed Curran creeping along the outside of aderwithin which a
number of children were playing; he either calleg of them over to him, or else the
little boy Quinten Swift came within his reach, fwhile the child was stooping down
picking up something, Curran put his hand throusgized him by the hair of the
head, and tried to drag him through the fence;itfiqdhe could not do that he clutched
the boy's hair with the other hand, and lifted Hawdily over the fence by the hair,
and then threw him violently to the ground; of csrithe poor little fellow screamed
loudly, but neither Keogh nor Mrs. Swift, who hedrdch scream and saw him lifted
over and thrown down, could reach the spot in timk.second assault was then
committed by Curran. Keogh went for a constabie]l met Mr. Swift on the way,
and told him what had occurred; Mr. Swift ran usézure Curran, and following him
into Mr. Keefe’s yard, where Curran had armed hiimagh the pill of a bullock’s
horn, he approached him; Curran called out, “Staifidyou b------- , here’s at you,”
and struck a violent blow at his head, but Mr.fewutting up his arm received the
blow on it; Mr. Swift then looked about fore a &ibut Mr. TAYLOR , Mr. PEED,
and others now ran up, and Curran was secured,rafiisting violently and striking
at Mr. Taylor and Mr. Peed; as soon as a constedalee Curran was given into
custody. Curran, who was brought up separatelyhentwo assaults, said he was
drunk at the time, and was very sorry for what bd Hone. He was fined 40s. and
costs for each assault, or in default two montimgrisonment for each, making four
months altogether.

THREATENING. - YesterdayILLIAM BAILEY appeared before the bench,
charged with using threats to and putting in fe&RY ANN WOODHOUSE. The
parties have had differences on account of Woodhdasing stopped all passage
over his rented land, and Mrs. Woodhouse depossdathen her husband was away
Bailey came and insulted and threatened her, ash@aon the 1 instant, when he
came on her husband’s land, and up to her docspite of a written notice being
posted up to that effect, and on Mrs. Woodhouserarg him off, he used violent
threats against her, from which she was still ar f&f bodily injury from him. Bailey
denied the charge. The bench ordered Bailey ter emio sureties to keep the peace
for twelve months, himself in £20, and two suretie§10 each.

ASSAULT. - On TuesdaAMUEL CLOW appeared before the bench, charged
with committing an aggravated assault ROSE FAGAN. It appeared from the
evidence that on the {1August Rose Fagan, who was in liquor, called athtbuse of
Mrs. NICHOLAS , Campbell’s Hill, where a glass of liquor was giwe her; in some
way Mrs. Fagan was offended, or words arose, ardoslsame very abusive, using
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much foul language; Mrs. Nicholas called Clow, kervant, to put Mrs. Fagan out;
which he did, and the result was that Mrs. Fagéergswas broken. The accounts
differed as to how this occurred. Mrs. Fagan desdrit as a brutal and unprovoked
assault. She said she went out herself, and haddylrgot outside, when Clow came
up, ran at her, and knocked her down with a blowhéenface; he then kicked her, the
kick breaking her leg; he ordered her to get upgmdut she told him that she could
not, as he had already broken her leg; he then gavanother kick, dragged her to
the side of the road, and left her lying there.ow;l on the other hand, denied
altogether kicking or striking her, and said he eheput her out, when she fell down,
and he took her over to the road, to get her ddf phemises; and he called Mrs.
Nicholas andELIZABETH MORRIS to prove this, but they only knew that Clow
did go to execute the order to turn Mrs. Fagan meither seeing what passed outside.
Mrs. Fagan lay by the roadside some considerale, tbut a gentleman passing told
Mr. MULLINS , of the hospital, of it, and that she said her Vess broken, and
begged him to go and see her; Mr. Mullins went atiogly, and found the bones of
the leg broken, but no mark of a blow near theténag; she told him the same account
as above of how it was caused, and he had her emmimvthe hospital, where she
remained many weeks. Clow was committed by theclbdar trial at the Quarter
Sessions.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/866, 20/10/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdafLLEN CAMPBELL appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultingMARY SPENCER. Mrs. Spencer said they had got into a dispute
about rent, and that Mrs. Campbell knocked her ddwae her ear-rings out of her
ears, and knelt on her. Mrs. Campbell denied tiecking down, but was in some
doubt whether or not she pulled Mrs. Spencer’s.ha8he calledWILLIAM
MITCHELL , who was aroused by a noise, and looking out, Baw Spencer at
Mrs. Campbell’s door, inviting her to come out dight again. The bench thought
this proved there had been a previous fight, am¥icted the defendant, fining her 5s.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/867, 23/10/1852

LUNACY. - Yesterday a man of singularly hairy amdd appearance was brought
before the bench, and gave his nameCdHELLO WILLIAM OVERY . It
appeared from the evidence that Overy had beenimgpdbout Maitland for some
weeks past, and lodging at Mrs. Sampson’s lodgogsé; he was rather eccentric in
manner, but quiet, when he first went there, bt \Wwéhin the last four weeks become
very violent at times, threatening different pesotoncealing a carving knife and a
heavy iron crook between his bed and the stret@rer,swearing he’'d stick or knock
the brains out of any b------- Irishman who came twjce he assaulted different
lodgers, and his conduct had driven many away fitrhouse; constabROOL had
twice or three times been called in to quiet himf lvas unable to succeed on
Thursday evening, and as Overy still continued ataeing to kill some person or
other, he did not care who, Pool took him into ocdgtat Mrs. Sampson’s request.
The bench ordered Overy to enter into suretiesegpkhe peace, for twelve months,
himself in £20, and two sureties in £10 each, dreamprisoned till that was done.
ASSAULT. - YesterdafpENIS CORCORAN appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultingBRIDGERT WATSON. Mrs. Watson deposed that she was living
with defendant; on Tuesday last he beat and kidlexdvery severely, and beat her
children also; he again beat and kicked her fotigethe summons for him; he had
threatened to kill her, and she was in great d@fadim. The defendant pleaded
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provocation, but admitted having beat her. Theenlédnt was ordered to enter into
sureties to keep the peace for twelve months, hinms€40, and two sureties in £20
each.

THREATENING. - YesterdalCHARLES WOODHOUSE appeared before the
bench, charged with threateni®\N MARIA WOODWARD. The parties are
neighbours on the Glenalvon estate, and Mrs. Woatlwigscribed threats made
against her by Woodward on Friday last; she wadr@ad of injury unless he was
restrained. A witnesKRICHARD CANVIN , heard Woodhouse on Sunday last say
he would have it in for her before long; this wasNoodhouse’s house. The bench,
without calling on Woodhouse for his defence, dssad the case, holding that there
were no grounds made out for their interference.

THE KNIFE. - Scarcely a week transpires but we ealled upon to report some
atrocity or other in the perpetration of which th@trument of butchery, the knife, is
called into requisition. On Sunday night last tmen — a shepherd and a hut-keeper
on the employ oR.l. BARTON, Esq., of Boree Nyrang, who had been drinking at
one of those places of infamy, a sly-grog shopturned to their hut in the evening,
when a quarrel arose, the hut-keeper, who goesiédysoubriqguet oTUMBLER ,
seizing a knife, with which he inflicted several wmls on the shepherd. The case
appearing a dangerous one, OREDWEN, of Molong, was called in, who
pronounced the man in a very dangerous state. TBungave himself up to Mr.
Barton, and was forwarded to Molong, where the ematts undergoing an
investigation. A shirt was found upon the premisekich was perforated in three
places with a knife Bathurst Free Press, Oct. 16

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/868, 27/10/1852

ASSAULT CASES. - YesterdayAMES DALTON appeared before the bench,
charged with assaultingILLIAM NEWMAN.  Mr. C. NICHOLL for the defence.

It appears from the evidence that on Sunday JamaésrDand his father went up to
Mr. Newman's inn, but Mr. Newman refused to adrhi¢rh; after a short time the
door was opened to admit an old man, when the Bsltoshed in. and demanded to
seeBill the Painter; Mr. Newman said he was not there, but they iadishat he was,
and after some altercation both assaulted Mr. New(mdno is an elderly and not a
strong man), striking him on the head, face, add,sand on Mrs. Newman running to
her husband’s assistance she was also struck veitbaanstick by young Dalton, and
knocked down. A man nam@&tENRY BROWN was called as a witness, but he got
in after the assault, and saw Mr. Newman picking wife up from the floor. In
defence the assault was positively denied. Theltbeonvicted the defendant, and
fined him 40s. and costs, or in default one monthgrisonment.

MICHAEL DALTON , the father, had also been summoned to answegeharf
assaulting Newman and Brown, but he had been dignland was noisy, and was
ordered by the bench to be removed in custody.

MARGARET M’'LEAN appeared, charged BWARIA ADAMS with assaulting
her on Sunday. It appeared that a dispute aras#t abme eggs sold by Mrs. Adams
to Mrs. M’Lean, and Mrs. Adams refusing to takenthback again, Mrs. M’Lean
made repeated attempts to get into her house bgdbeor the window, insisting on
Mrs. Adams’s taking the eggs back, and finally §um small egg at her, and then
went away; Mrs. Adams feared some injury from heless restrained. Mrs. M’Lean
denied the throwing. The bench convicted the difat fining her 5s. and costs.

SUSAN BOYD appeared, charged with assaultidg\RY ANN JONES. Mr.
WARD appeared for the defence. It appeared that aitdisgrose about the conduct
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of Mrs. Jones’s children in scraping molasses gasfrom an empty cask belonging
to Mrs. Boyd, and Mrs. Jones remarked, in answerffiensive language from Mrs.
Boyd, that Mrs. Boyd was drunk; Mrs. Jones therkedlaway a few yards, but Mrs.
Boyd, fired by the insult, ran after her and tofeher bonnet, and struck her a blow
in the face, while a large dog belonging to Mrsy@oan to attack a child Mrs. Jones
had been carrying, but let drop; but MESTZGERALD , Mrs. Jones’s sister, rescued
the child. In defence Mrs. Boyd said a consideraplantity of sugar and molasses
was taken from the cask, and that Mrs. Jones usadcoarse and insulting language
to her on speaking quietly to her about it; Mraelafterwards repeating one of the
most offensive expressions to Boyd himself; shersitideny striking Mrs. Jones on
being so insulted. The bench convicted the defemndiaing her 10s. and costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/869, 30/10/1852

ASSAULT CASE. - YesterdaWlICHAEL DALTON appeared before the bench,
charged with assaulting/ILLIAM NEWMAN . This was the case postponed from
Tuesday, whedAMES DALTON , son of the present defendant, was convicted of
assaulting Mr. Newman, and fined 40s. and costs. alld Mrs. Newman having now
given their evidence against the present defendesdrly as before, Mr. Nicholl
called James Dalton as a witness for the defenhe, represented the facts as being
very different from what Mr. and Mrs. Newman stateficcording to him, the affray
commenced by Mr. Newman, without provocation, fgyia turn him out, and several
persons assaulting him and tearing hjis clothegnatre called for aid, and his father,
Michael Dalton, came running up and rescued himnthé&r witness WILLIAM
SHERIDAN, was then called, but his evidence contradicted dabaton’s and
corroborated the previous evidence. The benchicteavthe defendant, and fined
him 40s. and costs, or one month’s imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/871, 06/11/1852

ASSAULTS. - YesterdayMICHAEL DALTON appeared before the bench,
charged with assaultin@HARLES GALE on the pia instant, at East Maitland.
Dalton was at Mr. Gale’s inn on that day, when Nhale asked him to pay a
promissory note for £1 held by him, which he praetb@nd laid down; after some
words Mr. Gale took up the promissory note, to prevDalton from doing so, when
Dalton accused him of robbing him of £1, and, bD#iton and his wife struck Mr.
Gale, knocking him down on the sofa. A withe3®HN JOHNSON, corroborated
this evidence, describing Dalton as severely asegulir. Gale, who was suffering
from illness. In defence Dalton denied assaultihg Gale, and said Mr. Gale
snatched a £1 from him. The bench convicted tHendi@ant, fining him 40s. and
costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/872, 10/11/1852

ASSAULT CASES. - YesterdaWILLIAM MILES appeared before the bench,
charged with assaulting a girl nam&ABELLA PARK. Mr. C. Nicholl appeared
for the defence. The girl deposed that on Sundgiyt she was running through some
weeds, when the defendant ran after her, and leaivith the stalk of one of the
weeds, which he pulled up for the purpose, makirayksh on her shoulders; the
ground was Mr. Weller’s, and not in the occupatidrihe defendant, whose ground
she had not been on; she had gone in after Mrsn&/arcows; another girl was with
her, who was also beaten. In defence the beatasyagmitted, and it was stated that
Miles found the little girls had been on his pressisand had taken a number of eggs
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from under a sitting hen, which they threw down s coming up to them, and on
the spur of the moment he pulled up a weed andlsthem both. A witness named
MARY JONES corroborated this statement. The bench dismidsedase.

In another cas8OHN MARTIN andHENRY ROBINSON appeared, charged with
assaultingADAM STOUT on board theRose steamer, on theth4instant, on the
passage up from Sydney to Morpeth. Stout, whocisnstable in the Maitland Police,
had been to Sydney with prisoners, and was themniag; a row occurred on board,
which Stout helped to quiet, by desire of the stelvéhe two defendants, who had
been in the row, afterwards came to Stout, as henlehis berth, and after much
abusive language they both struck him violently,tlo& head and ribs, and took his
pistol from him; they took the pistol to Capt&®YNE, who came forward with it,
and told Stout he thought he was only there oresaifice, and that he had no right in
the fore-cabin, and that it would be the last tineeshould have a pistol there. In
cross-examination Stout denied that he cockedifitelp A withessROSE FAGAN,
corroborated this evidence, describing it as aackton Stout by several persons,
trying to drag him out of his berth, of whom sheupht Robinson was one; she heard
the pistol snap, but saw no fire, and the pistos$ \wéterwards forcible taken from
Stout, and taken to Captain Payne, who came addtfsaiconstable had no business
down there. Another withnesSOHN HEFFERNAN, who was lying in the same
berth as Stout, said the pistol snapped while Saadtthe defendants had hold of it,
struggling for its possession; witness clearedimmediately, thinking he was shot,
and went on deck, and afterwards witnessed attandis a second attempt by the
defendants to wrest the pistol from Stout, and ®uadly they got the pistol from him;
witnesses did not see any blows struck by the diefetis; constable Stout was neither
drunk nor sober, but he was fit for duty. Anotlparty who was presenfOHN
M'GRATH , was then called as a witness, being in courtdéscribed Stout and
Robinson as both being tipsy, and as quarrellindexk, about some prisoners taken
of their ship’s company; and that afterwards the tefendants went to Stout’s berth,
and insisted on his giving up the pistol which fael;hwitness heard the pistol snap,
and eventually they did get the pistol from himd aiterwards no further row took
place; he saw Robinson making two or three blowStatir, while trying to drag him
out of his berth, after Martin had got the pistairh Stout; witness did not notice any
apparent intention on Stout’s part to use his pisto defence the defendants called
CHARLES LOADER, who said he saw nothing of the affair himselft beard the
pistol snap, he being on the deck at the timertrestable appeared sober just before
they left the wharf, and the pistol row occurred déisey were passing out at the
Heads. In defence Martin said that Stout had tbresl him and quarrelled with
Robinson, and that having seen Stout cock and ewahis pistol, and knowing Stout
had been drinking, he (Martin) saw and told CapReéryne, who advised him to get
hold of the pistol if he could, and he eventualhpk an opportunity of doing this
when Stout and Robinson were again disputing, hagistol snapped at the moment,
Stout snapping it as he believed. Robinson saidruk Stout had several disputes,
and that Stout assaulted him, but that he (Robindmhnot strike Stout. The bench
convicted both defendants, fining each 40s. andsc@s in default of immediate
payment one months’ imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/874, 17/11/1852

ASSAULTS. - Yesterday three charges of assaufewdsposed of by the bench.
One caseELLEN WINNETTT v. RICHARD WINNETT , had been commenced
on Friday last, when Mrs. Winnett described a seoiesevere assaults committed by
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Winnett on her, on the evening of théhJ.With his fist, a broomstick, a table-leg, and
by humping on her arm, so that when the neighbburst the door in, and secured
him, she was bleeding from the head, and neargniible. Winnett was drink at the
time, it appeared, but he denied using the violeleseribed. The case was remanded
for an important witness, and was called on yesterdbut Mrs. Winnett did not
appear to press the charge, and it was statedeohitwere in liquor and quarrelling
bat the time. The bench therefore discharged Winnéth a caution that he might
thank his wife for a case not being proceeded Wit must have subjected him to
sever punishment.

Another case was constab#ENRY M'CABE v. SAMUEL BASSETT. It
appeared that on Saturday M'Cabe saw Bassett irstteet with a dray and horse
team, and observing that Bassett was drunk anchihdtorses appeared likely to run
away, he spoke to him and advised him to go quietiyr him, while another
constable took charge of the horses; Bassettadsiébeing grateful for his kindness,
resented the freedom, and on M’Cabe’s laying higlhan the bridle of the leading
horse, he struck him; Bassett was then securedylhilé he was being handcuffed he
kicked M'Cabe in the stomach. He was convicted fametl 10s. and costs.

The third case walJLIA AGAIN v. JOHN AGAIN [@ EAGAN] , and this was
one of the many cases, as described by Mrs. Agaerenthe husband, when in liquor,
ill-treated his wife, Agan assaulting her so selyeos Sunday last that she left the
house for protection. He was convicted, and odi&rdind sureties to keep the peace
for twelve months, himself in £40, and two sureire§20 each.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/875, 20/11/1852

ASSAULT. - A man namedOHN FISHER has been in custody for some days,
having been apprehended in consequence of asggaltiomanMARY COTT , and
cutting her head. She did not appear to proseuute however, and the case was
remanded fro day to day till further evidence colédgot, the bench being un willing
to release him without punishment, in consequendesoviolent conduct of Fisher, as
sworn to. Yesterday the case was decided, GHARLES WILSON deposing that
the assault took place in his public house; Fisim was drunk, commenced by
taking indecent liberties with Mary Cott, when stlapped him in the face; Fisher
then seized a form, knocked her down with it, kickeer, and otherwise brutally
assaulted her; Mr. Wilson and his wife interferadg Fisher assaulted them also; and
the police were sent for; even when apprehende€igf ConstableNVOOD, so
violent was Fisher’'s resistance that it took ak thirength of Mr. Wood and a
constable to secure him. Fisher was convicted, faretl 40s., or in default of
immediate payment one month’s imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/876, 24/11/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdapMARIA SKELTON appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultinglOHN SLEATH.  Mr. C. NICHOLL appeared for the prosecution.
It appeared that Sleath is son-in-law to Mrs. Skeltand from some family
differences she on the finstant threw an axe, a flat iron, and two staatesim, one

of the stones striking him on the leg, and cuttmm; Sleath said his mother-in-law
was annoyed because he was trying to get his witeydrom her house, where she
was drinking. A witnessBENJAMIN COOPER, saw some of the articles thrown,
on his coming up, attracted by the noise. In dedeNirs. Skelton said Sleath was
assaulting his wife, and when she interfered tdgmtoher, he assaulted her, so that
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she was the aggrieved party, not Sleath. The beonticted the defendant, fining
her 120s. and costs.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/878, 01/12/1852
ASSAULT. - Yesterday two cases of assault canferbeahe bench. The first was
JULIA EAGAN v. JOHN EAGAN . It appeared from Mrs. Eagan’s evidence that on
Thursday last, because she refused to let her hdstel the last table they had in the
house, he ran at her and kicked her twice violentiyhe body, threatening to kill her
before he had done with her. Eagan was bound tvéeep the peace, about a
fortnight since, for similar ill-usage of his wifedle was convicted and fined £5, or in
default of immediate payment one month’s imprisoninand his recognizances to be
brought before the Quarter Sessions to be estreated

The second case wd#ARY PENNY v. DUNCAN M'GREGOR. It appeared
from Mrs. Penny’s evidence that M’Gregor had bemging in her house, and had
received notice to quit, and that some words agisimout his payment when leaving,
he struck her in the eye with is fist, and agaseatied her afterwards in the street. A
witness, namedAMES WRIGHT , was called as an evidence as to the latter dssaul
but he said he saw no blows struck, although hedhsame harsh wordsJOHN
PENNY, Mrs. Penny’s husband, deposed that he saw no §tlowk in the house. In
defence M’'Gregor said that he did not strike Mrenf®y, although he pushed her
away. The bench convicted him, and fined him 20w costs, or in default of
immediate payment fourteen days imprisonment.

The third case wa3AN SOUI, a Chinaman, vJOHN ARCHY and JOHN
SHARPLES. The evidence oJAMES KINGABY having been taken, the case
was postponed till Friday for further evidence.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/879, 04/12/1852

ASSAULT. - YesterdayfHOMAS SMITH appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultingWILLIAM COX , at West Maitland, on the Y0November. Cox
deposed that he went into Mr. Smith’s house to agét his wife, and found Mrs.
Smith striking her; he caught hold of his wife’seds to pull her away, when Smith
immediately struck him in the face without any proation whatever. In cross-
examination by MrWARD, who appeared for Smith, Cox denied that he ussd a
bad language, or heard his wife do so; both webersoHis wife, HARRIET COX ,
deposed to the same effect. Both Cox and his defeed that they were ordered out
of the house. In defence, Mr. Ward said Mrs. Cas wefused liquor at the bar of the
house, and immediately became very abusive, usughrfoul language, and after an
interval her husband came in, and also used mudHanguage; at length Mr. Smith
was obliged to turn him out, and Cox resisting highthhave got struck by accident.
GEORGE HEILEY , barman at the inn, deposed to this statementridexyy at some
length all that passed, an interval of half an hdwaving elapsed from the
commencement of the noise till the complainantsawerced out of the private room,
where Mr. and Mrs. Smith were sitting. The benigmissed the case.

JOHN ARCHER andJOHN SHARPLES also appeared, on remand, charged with
assaultingTAN SUI, a Chinaman. Tan Sui is in the employment of MEWIS , of
East Maitland, and like all his countrymen has @agfancy when out for calling on
his fellow Chinamen about the town; in this waydatled on the 28 November at
Mr. Gale’s public-house, to see a Chinese servaref but found he had gone that
morning; three men, Archer, Sharples, and anothere eating in the kitchen at the
time, and Archer playfully caught at a loaf Tan wasrying, and it fell to the ground,;
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Tan Sui flew into a rage at what he thought wasault, and Archer squared up, and
gave him a light back handed tap on the face w#lopen hand; Tan was now doubly
enraged, and casting his parcels to the floorusked out for the police, but returned
again, when he found the three men had left. Bugoing homeward Tan met with
them in the street, got into a quarrel with therharBles being now his opponent
apparently, and when the witness got to the spah dnhd Sharples, about equally
matched in size, were rolling over and over in arhale, tearing away at each other
like two dogs. No mischief was done to either ewalty, except the tearing of their
clothes. Archer represented it all as a joke engart. The bench convicted Archer
of assault, fining him 20s. and costs, or fourtdags’ imprisonment, and discharged
Sharples.

MURDEROUS ASSAULT BY THREE ABORIGINALS. - On Momgy night, the
22" November, a violent assault was committed on thiesqn ofJ.K. PANTON,
Esq., of Richmond, by three native blacks, at Hewélley, on the Bulga road. Mr.
Panton andTHOMAS PARNELL, Esq., were on their way from Richmond to the
Namoi, with two stockmen (aboriginals), having thpack horses with them; they
encamped for the night, at the usual camping grartdowe’s Valley, and turned in
for the night. At about 12 o’clock, hearing a dreaise, Mr. Panton got up, and
perceiving a blackfellows’ camp above them, anédhblack-fellows coming toward
him; Mr. Panton having put a blanket round him, iwenmeet them, and after going
about 134 yards, met them, when he said, “hollooladyg, what's the matter?” he
immediately received a terrific blow across the mhowith a waddy, which felled him
to the ground; he was then struck another blowssctbe loins, when Mr. Parnell
came up to the rescue, and succeeded in getting/rgttehes off him, two of them
bring known to Mr. Parnell. Mr Panton had parthid jaw broken, and his mouth
dreadfully lacerated. He is now in Singleton, unte care of DrGLENNIE , in a
very precarious state. The names of the threekblace,JOEY, MORRIS, and
WICKATY WEE. We hope that the Government will cause these westth be
apprehended, as it was a miracle that Mr. Pantoapes! with his life. Singleton,
Dec. 2°. 1852

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/880, 08/12/1852

BRISBANE CIRCUIT COURT — TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 16, 1852

(Before Mr. Justice Dickinson)

BUMBARROWA , an aboriginal native, was indicted for cuttingdawounding
JAMES TREDENNICK , at Brisbane, on the8October, with intent to do some
bodily harm. Prisoner was drunk and disorderlytln verandah of a public house,
and when Tredennick, who is a constable in theb@nge police, approached, he ran
away, pursued by the constable, who overtook aappded with him. Prisoner had a
knife, made of the sharpened point of a shear bladeis hand, and with this he cut
the constable across the arm in two places, usiedknife saw wised, and inflicting
one deep wound, and another of a slighter charaGaiity; five years on the roads.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/881, 11/12/1852

ASSAULT. - Yesterday OUISA PERCOX appeared before the bench, charged
with assaultingWILLIAM SIMPSON , on the 7' instant. Simpson, barman at the
Rose and Crown Inn, West Maitland, deposed thaf wesday last he refused to

supply Mrs. Percox with liquor, as she was drunkemwshe forced her way into the

house, and on his putting her out gently, she kthim on the head, stuck herself up
in a corner to resist, and abused him for a lergjthime in very obscene and
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disgusting language; she then went into the stig®, used similar language; and
about an hour afterwards she again came to theehaml assaulted him with a
couple of parasols. A witness corroborated thisence. In defence, Mrs. Percox
said Simpson used insulting language to her andlstier, and she called a witness,
JOSEPH FOGG, to prove this. The defendant was convicted stal, and fined
10s. and costs, or seven days’ imprisonment. s. Mercox was then charged, under
the Vagrant Act, with using indecent language an dlacasion. She was convicted
and fined 10s. and costs, or seven days imprisonmen The cases were then
reversed, Mrs. Percox charging Simpson with assautter, by throwing her out of
the house. Evidence on both sides having been téhke bench dismissed the case.
HUNTER RIVER DISTRICT NEWS. - SINGLETON.

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - On Tuesday the Court, consigtiof R.A. RODD, JOHN
BROWNE, and JOHN GAGGIN, Esgrs., were occupied for some time hearing a
charge of assault preferred agaikdiGH KING , innkeeper, of Black Creek, and
PATRICK MORAN , on the person dlARY BASSETT, the wife of SAMUEL
BASSETT, carrier, of Singleton. It appeared that on tﬂ‘éi@stant, between three
and four in the afternoon, King and Moran, who bath been drinking, called at the
plaintiff's house (Moran on horseback, and Kingfoat), and having missed a shirt
on their way, accused Mrs. Bassett of having ihisTcharge Mrs. Bassett denying,
King directed Moran to compel her to giver it upaking use of the expression,
“Wring it out of her b----- neck, and make her giveip.” Moran then dismounted
and forced his way into the house. Mrs. Bassatelf-defence, seized a spade,
which Moran wrenched out of her hand, striking kewveral blows with it, and
assaulted her in a violent manner, King being bthad time. Moran then demolished
two windows, and threw some of Mrs. Bassett's @stlon the fire. An infant was
sleeping in the cradle, beside which two bricklvegse found, which had been thrown
through the window by Moran. The screams of Mrasdgtt having attracted the
attention of some children, they informed the chigfistable, who was quickly on the
spot, with two assistants. They then proceededt #fe defendants, and found Moran
planted under a fallen tree; him they took intotedyg; and King was afterwards taken
by a warrant. The shirt was found on the roadhieydonstables. DGLENNIE was
sent for, and found the woman in a very precaristsge. The next day her
depositions were taken in her own house by JohmvBep Esq., J.P. On Tuesday she
appeared at court in a very weak state, and theeatacts were elicited. The bench
dealt with the case summarily, and convicted thierdkants in the highest penalty;
they were fined £5 each. Mr. Turner appearedherdefence.

CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. - CHARLES MELROY was indicted for
cruelly and immoderately beatiddhMES SHEEN, a boy of six years old. The child
was the son of prisoner’s wife by a former husbad] his correction of him and
another child was described as very cruel. Guiltyg months’ imprisonment.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/882, 15/12/1852

INSULTING AND INDECENT LANGUAGE. - On MondayRICHARD
WINNETT was brought before the bench, charged with usimdedent and
disgusting language on Sunday. The evidence)@fN DELOGHERTY and
constableHENRY M'CABE having been taken, he was convicted, and fined di0Os
14 days’ imprisonment.

ELIZABETH NEWMAN and ELLEN WINNETT then appeared, charged with
using indecent language at the same time. Theg w@nvicted, and each fined 10s.
or 14 days’ imprisonment.
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AN UNPLEASANT GUEST. - An unfortunate man whosgeillect was evidently
deranged, and who answered to the n&KELTON HEAD , was brought before the
bench in the early part of the week under the ¥alhg circumstances.HENRY
COOK, of Diamond Swamp, deposed, that Head came tchdise about eight
o'clock of the evening of the"Sinst., and asked for supper; his request was dethpl
with, but when supper was served he refused td,eatd said he would eat no more.
After drinking a little tea he asked to go to bdujt before retiring exhibited
considerable excitement and incoherence of manmdrout 1 o'clock Cook was
alarmed by a loud noise from the bed-room in whiefad slept, and on proceeding to
the spot, found him beating himself about the he@tl a looking glass. Almost
immediately afterwards he leaped through the windemashing the frame and
several panes of glass, and started off to the@olarracks, which are about a quarter
of a mile distant, when he was secured by the olit the time he left he was quite
naked, and in the pocket of the trowsers whicheffieblehind was found £4 12s. 6d.
Trooper FAWCETT deposed that he was aroused by an awful screaamdga
simultaneous smash amongst the window-glass dtdiracks, which was occasioned
by Head leaping through the window. When questdmeanswered that he had been
at Hanging Rock, where he nearly killed a man whigting with him, whom he
believed to be dead by this time; and, again, katvas quite sure the devil had him.
The unfortunate lunatic was bound over to keepptece for one month, and in the
absence of sureties, committed to ga®dthurst Free Press, Dec. 11

SYDNEY NEWS.

Two persons are in custody for stabbing, but tierething of consequence in either
charge.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/884, 22/12/1852

SYDNEY NEWS. - ANDREW KEYS, andANN, his wife, was today committed
for trial at the Quarter Sessions, for assaull@HN and MARIA BLAKE (also
husband and wife); in the scuffle Mrs. Blake logication of her dress, in which was
money to the amount of about 27s. 6d., with stgahich Ann Keys was charged
and committed for trial.

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/885, 25/12/1852

VIOLENT ASSAULT. - About 12 o’clock on Saturdayght, when a publican
namedGOUGH, residing at Brickfield Hill, was endeavouring ¢wse his house, an
onslaught was made upon him by a number of hisomests, the result of which is
that his life is in extreme peril; so far as we &deard, there was no provocation on
his part. He was assaulted by several individuais, of whom wielded a candlestick
with wonderful dexterity and effect, the rest usimgnblers, jugs, &c., as missiles.
The unfortunate publican was most cruelly beatas, Head being covered with
bruises and contusions, his left eye closed, amtbhier jaw broken; he is attended by
Drs. DUIGAN, CARTWRIGHT, andCATLETT. Two men were apprehended on
Sunday, and a third yesterday, as parties concenribd assault. Some evidence was
taken yesterday in the case by the Police Magesttait publication would at present
be premature, and might militate against the enfdgustice. The case stands
remanded for a week, but there is no probabilitg, fear, that Gough will be in a
condition, should he recover at all, to give eviceenn much less than a month.
Herald, Dec. 21

MAITLAND MERCURY, 10/886, 29/12/1852
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STABBING. - Yesterday an old man, nam@&8ORGE TAYLOR , many years a
journeyman butcher in Maitland, was committed ey blench for trial at the ensuing
Quarter Sessions, on a charge of stablshEN HAMLEY with a knife. Mrs.
Hamley was fortunately not injured, the bones afdtays having stopped the point of
the knife, the blow having been struck at her stcmand her outer clothing being cut
through.

REWARD NOTICE. Re assault cbAMES KER PANTON by three aboriginals,
MORRIS, JOEY, & WICKETY WEE ; £20 reward or free pardon for information
or apprehension.



