MURDER IN CONTEMPT OF COURT.

—_———— ——.— -

WARREN TATE FINED $10,000—ALSO TO
BE PROSECUTED CRIMINALLY AND SUED

FOR $100,000.
Special Dispatch to the New-York Times.

Inp1aNAPOLIS, Nov, 25.—Judge Burns, of
the Superior Court, before whom the case was
on trial out of which the murder of William
Love grew, to-day ilned Warren Tate, the mur-
derer, $10,000 for econtempt of court. In
answer to the rule igsuerl apgainst him, Tate
made an affidavit that the offense wascommitted
out of the view of the court Love being
shot in the corridor, outside the door ; that it
was not done in contempt or disrespeect of the
court’s authority, but because he believed at
the time, and still Lolieves, that Liove intendad
bodily harm to him, and that the deadly as-
sdult was made in self-defonse. He also
objected to  beinz compelled to give
oral testimony in the «case, for which
he was to answer Dbefore another
tribunal. A long argument arose upon the
question whether the contempt was direct or
constructive, the defense holding that if it
were direet the court could not adjudicate upon
what it knew of its own Lknowledgze; and if it
was constructive, under a dceision of the Su-
preme Court the affidavit of non-intentlon
purged the defendunt., The court said it had
sufficient information to proceed directly
against Tate, but deeided to hear testimony.
This was objected to, but the objection was

overruled, and Hobbs, one of the eye-witnesses,
detailed the eircumstances of tho murder. At
the conclusion, Hon. Jonathan W, Gordon
asked the court only to consider the actual in-
terruption to the businesg of the court, and, in-
asmuch as that was only momentary, the case
then on tria! being at once procecded with, the
actual damages could not amount to much,

In its decision the court said it cou d not con-
sider the result to Mr. Love, but it could and
must consider what effect such occurrences
would have upon the administration ot justice.
Witnesses come into court by compulsory
process, and must be protected in their persons
and opinions by all the power the courts can
command. Love was a witness before the
court ; his further restimony was needed in the
case, and it appeared that the affray in which
he lost his life grew out of & difference of opin-
ionbetween him and Tate upon the very (uestion
in controversy, and upon which Love had testi-
fled. If such acts ag Tate's were allowed to be
committed, the administration of justice would
be a faree. The wenker party would be always
at the merey of the stronger, In this view of
the ease, the court must act and make punish-
ment exemplary. A fine would be entered of
$10,000, to be made out of any property sub-
ject to execution,

The action of the court created a pirofound
sensation, attorneys appeared bewildered and
Tate looked an.azed. Lawyers very generully
expressed disapproval of the course of the
court. DPeople generally are well pleased, how-
ever. Tateis wea'thy, being worth $200,000.
Besides, lawyers did not generslly know the
egrounds upon which the ecourt based
its judement, and several who op-
posed it, since reading the opinions,
have changed their minds, The counscl
have usked an appeal, but one of them said this
evening that his hope was in having the Gove:-
nor remit the fine ax eruel and unu-ual. Gen.
Harrison has been retnined to prosecute Tate,
and it is understood that Gov. Hendricks de-
clined an engagement on behalf of the Stae.
Next week the family of Love, throuch the
Administrator of the estate, will begin suit
against 'Tate for 100,000,
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