The Admiralty minute on the late serfons dis-
turbances in the Naval Barracks at Portsmouth,
znd on the Courts-martial held in connexion
therewiih, was Issued yesterday, sod tvas
read in the Xouse of Commons by 3Iir.
RosErTs0X. Tt will e remembered that eleven
stokers in a1l were put upon their trial .om;
varions charges, that one of them, XMooDT, was
senienced io five years' penzl servitude, that
eight others were sentenced to terms of imprison-
ment varying from eighteen months to six weels,
and that the remaining twowere seguitted. Atb
a subsequent Conrt-martial held on LIECTENANT
CoLLARD, Who was in command of the men on the
afternoon of Sunday, November 4, when the first
disturbances took place, that officer was found
miilty on the charze of committing an ach to the
prejudice of good order and naval discipline “* in
‘ ordering ope single man to go on the Inee in
*“ order to reprove him ccnirary to the eastom
“ of the service.”” 'This took place in Novem-
ber, 1905, and Lirvrexaxt ComMaAnDd was sen-
tenced fto be reprimanded aceordingly—a sentenca
which is noted by the Admirally in their minuta
withoat farther comment. As regards the sen-

nces on the stokers, their Tordships have.
decided, in eonsideration of 2ll the ecircum-
stances and also of the evidence givem at the
subseguent: Conrts-marfial, to modify the sentenca
passed on the stolter MooDy by reducing it from
five yezrs’ to three years’ penal servitude ;3 and
in the case of Stoker DAY, who was sentenced to
eighteen months’ imprisonment, they have decided
10 remit six months of the imprisonment in view
of the fact that one of the three charges against
him was notb clexrly provedd. i



The sertence pasaed oh Moody by the Cotrt,
thongh severe®and almost exemplary, was nob
regarded as excessive by the general opinion of
the naval serviece. MooD¥ wzs fonrd gmilty on
the charge of laving on two successive days
incited stokers in the barracks fo join in a
mutinous assembly. This Is a very serious charge
indeed, and no one who vzlues the discipline of
the Navy can doubt that when fully proved, asin
ihis case, such a charge must needs entail very
severe punishment on the calprit. MNevertheless,
we shall see; as we examine the minute further,
that. their Lordships are of opinicn that in this
deplorable occurrence there were some extenunat-
ing cireumstances. The outbreal: of November 4
was, they say, unpremeditated, and cerfzin canses
contributed to it for which, as theyplainly imply,
the officers in charge of the barracks were in no
small measure responsible. These canses are
stated to be ** (1) a feeling of resentment on the
“ part of the stokers cavsed by the misuse of the
“* drill order * on the' knee ' 3 (2) retention of the
“¢ siokers on parade cn the Sunday safternoon
“*'doring rain, and the subsequent want of judg-
““ ment shown in dealing with them 3 (3} the want
““of proper supervision and conirol in the
“ eanteen.'”” - As to the second distorbanes on
Naovember 5, which is justly pronounced to have
been of a more serions nature, sinece it was 2ccom-



panied by a contemporaneous riot ouiside the
barracks, their Lordships affirm that it would not
hava occurred ‘“ had -those in authority. taken
preuntmnmy measures o prevent a Yeourrenca
“of the disorder of the previous day.” Thus
though the men were gravely to blame and have
been severely punished for thelr mutinous and
riotous eonduct, yet it was impossible for the
Admirslty in considering the sentences passed.
upon them to overlook the fact that such eonduct
might- never have been displaved—ceertziniy net
o thr:, second and for more serions occasion—if
the officers in authority bad not proved wanting
in firmness, judgment, tact, and discretion. A
drill order was misused and thereby invested with
something of 3 penal character.  The men were
ineonsiderately kept in the rain and afferwards
dealt with irjndiciously ; there was no proper
supervision and contrcl in the canteen; no
Proper precautions were taken to prevent tha
recurrence of a disturbance, originally unpre-
meditated, sand not entirely devoid of provoea-
tion. Having repard to all these circumstances
we cannot deubt ihat their Lordships are well
advised injreducing the sentence passed on Stoker
Moeopy from five years to three. ' The paramounnt
reqguirements of naval discipline are vindicated,
but at the same {ime the. "wmgh of =:u(-h
extenuating circumstances as there were is duly,
admitted. : : ;
Au the same time the Admiralty have dealt
firmly and faithfolly with the officers whose short-
comings they have pointed out. CoMMopoR®:
STOrFoRD—an officer of high repute who en;n'rsu
the respect of the w‘mle naval service—iam:
adjudged ito have failed to deal with 'thﬂr
disturbances with firmness and resource. He is
therefore relieved-in his appoiniment as mul.-?
officer of ihe ‘barracks,” CoMMANDER Dxomy.)



Lowe is adjudged to have failed in the pe.l:fu“m
ance of his duties as execcutive offcers .and is
accordingly auijﬂranﬂe.l CoaniaNper Mrrons
the commander for thne*’*y duties, is also to‘
relieved in his appointment for ]1.nanrfmlecl g
exereise proper supervision by allowing a drill
order to be wused for other than drill purposes
These are no light punishments. They must affeet
very serioesly the future prospeets of the officers

qus heavily censured, even.if they do not blight
their earcers "th-‘}”{}ﬂl&_. Eat paval diseipline id
inexorabie and it must be apnlied inflexibly an
impartially to 21l ranks of the service. As ic
Lizorevast CoLianp, he has :ﬂrezd;r bee
reprimaended by o Courb-martial, and their Lord
ships in duly noting this fact "E“Dll]d. seem to have
intimated not obscurely that he must displa
better judgment in the fufure if he is to retrieve
his position in the service. No one ean havd
Iziled to note that in the midstof a certain slack
ness of disciplive and contrel revealed by thd
whole course of the inqguiry into these deplorabld
occurrences LIEDTENANT COLIARD stands out as
an oilicer who tried to do his duty, though he

displayed grave lack of judement in its (11‘313}1’1.1'”9
His misuse of a mere drill order by converting i
into something like a penal order is not to he
defended or esxcused. Bubt the faulb of hid
superiors who neglected to censure and correct
ids lack of experience and judement in 4hi
respect is a far graver one and is very properl
visited with far heavier consure and pumishment
It will be noted with satisfaction thet directions
have aiready been given by the Admiralty that
the drill order ** on the Imes ’* is not hencefort:
to be used for other than dzill purposes, and
LmoreEsant CormnaAnp will clearly understand
from this thaf, however excellent his intentions
were, his methods were questionable., A
the same iime he is entitled to the sympathy
of all right-thinking men in the semdalous and
unprecedented deluge of calumny and prematu
criticism to which he was subjected even whil
his case was.giill pendine Dbefore 2 Court-mariial,
His spiriled protest against that treatment an
his manly defence of his conduoct deserve to b
remembered 1n his favoor even by those wha
agree with the Admiralty that his judgment o
more than-one occasion was misguided and his
action ill-advised.




