
During the next 4 years Daniel, Mary Jane and the family lived on the farm located on Salt 

Pans Rd, Coleraine.  There were various families living along this road which was referred to 

as the ‘Golden Mile’ because of its productivity in livestock and milk.  One of the adjoining 

neighbours at that time were the McAnally’s who lived at the end of a straight lane.  As 

sometimes happens with neighbours a series of incidents led to a ‘Turkey Feud’ in June 

1890! 
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At the Coleraine Police Court on Tuesday, before Mr. Johns PM, a peculiar “turkey” case 

came on for settlement. 

The plaintiff was Mrs. Kane, wife of the well-known contractor, and was represented by Mr. 

E. Silvester; while the defendant, Mrs. C.A. McAnally, a neighbour of plaintiff, had Mr. 

Samuel on her behalf. 

Mr. Silvester said the facts of the case were that Mrs. McAnally’s children were seen urging 

a dog to attack a flock of turkeys belonging to plaintiff. She was afterwards interviewed and 

admitted that some turkeys had been killed by a dog urged on by her children. 

The witnesses to the case were ordered out of the court until called upon. 

Mr. Silvester argued that only trespassing geese could be destroyed under the Impounding 

Act. 

Mary Jane Kane disposed: I am the plaintiff in this case, and I owned 13 turkeys prior to June 

14. Consequent on information received by me, I went to Mrs. McAnally’s place on that 

date. She has 9½ acres joining us. I asked her if she had been killing my turkeys, and in reply 

she said she had and would kill more yet. 

I told her if she did, I would make them dear turkeys for her, and she defied me, telling me 

with bad language, to do my best. 

Mrs. McAnally told me that she could kill them but must not touch them. 

I went towards the potato patch and saw one turkey dead under a wood heap. 

It appeared to have died a violent death, found another between defendant’s fence and 

ours – which was also dead. I took them home, and we ate what was edible of them. 

By Mr. Samuel: I have never quarrelled with Mrs. McAnally. I have impounded horses of 

theirs. I did not take down any fencing recently. I am not a boundary rider. (Laughter) The 

turkeys were tough when stewed. (Laughter) 

Margaret Kane, (daughter of Daniel Kane) a little girl, prior to giving evidence, stated, in 

reply to questions from the Bench, that she was 12 years of age, and that she went to 

Sunday School and knew the nature of an oath, and that she would be punished if told a 

falsehood. 



The witness then disposed: The last witness is my stepmother. I recollect June 14. I was at 

our house and heard a dog barking, and the young Moyles  sooling a dog after turkeys with 

sticks and stones. 

The dog was called “Friday.” I went home and reported this to my mother. I saw the remains 

of some turkeys brought home by my mother afterwards. 

By Mr. Samuel: The boys called out to the dog, “sool them Friday.” I did not see the turkeys 

killed. I saw the boys and the dog running turkeys towards the house. 

Mr. Silvester recalled Mrs. Kane. 

Mr. Samuel objected to the witness being asked any questions, as the object of ordering 

witnesses out of court was to prevent them corroborating one another. 

Mr. Silvester said he simply wished to question the witness as to the appearance of the 

turkeys, so that the court could form an opinion as to how long they had been dead. 

The witness then entered the box, and deposed: The turkeys appeared warm and were 

bleeding when found by me. 

Mr. Silvester said this was the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. Samuel suggested that, as there was another action in connection with the turkeys, the 

Bench should not adjudicate until the evidence in both cases had been heard – the two 

depending on the same facts. The second action was to recover 10 shillings, the value of the 

turkeys. 

Mr. Johns expressed his intention of suspending his decision until he had heard both cases. 

Mr. Samuel said the defendant’s sons stated that they did not sool on a dog, but had drove 

the turkeys off with a stick, and, in doing so, killed some. The plaintiff annoyed defendant 

with turkeys and pigs, and it was very annoying to have turkeys trespassing on a grass 

paddock. 

Kane v McAnally: Claim for 10 shillings, damage done to poultry by a dog. 

Mr. Silvester for complainant, and Mr. Samuel for the defence. 

Caroline Ann McAnally deposed: I recollect June 14. Between 2 and 3 o’clock that say I was 

sitting with my baby by the fire when I heard a noise of turkeys. I went down the road a 

little distance, and when I came back, I saw the children in a shed with some turkeys. Mrs. 

Kane came down afterwards and asked if her turkeys were there. I said they were not but 

believed some had been killed. Gave her permission to come on the premises to get them. 

The turkeys were damaging the crop by coming on the ground. 

By Mr. Silvester: I have no animosity against Mrs. Kane. I put an advertisement in the paper 

cautioning the Kane’s not to trespass on my ground. I did this because I had 2 bags of 

potatoes in a paddock which their pigs had destroyed. 



I never passed any remarks to Kane until the 16th when she was driving her buggy along the 

road, and she stopped it and jumped off to drive my cow off the road. I got it off first. I 

register my cow on the common same as you do. (Laughter) I said to Kane “Well Mary Ann 

Cook, you’re not smart enough this time.” (Laughter) 

It’s false that I said I would kill all the turkeys I could. My wood heap is on the main road, 

and the dead turkeys were not in it. One was at the back of my shed, and the other was 

kicking between my pig sty and Doulls fence when I left it. 

The one that Mrs. Kane took from the back of the shed was bleeding. There were no 

feathers from the turkeys unless from where she was. All that are in the court can search my 

paddock and they won’t find feathers unless Mrs. Kane put them there. (Laughter) 

Mrs. Kane had both the feathers and the flesh of the turkeys. I brought the stick with which 

they were killed into court, but not the dog. I was sorry the children killed the turkeys. Mrs. 

Kane declared was when she took the turkeys. 

By Mr. Samuel: I did not interfere in any earthly way. I saw the bodies after the turkeys were 

dead. 

Mr. Samuel wished to examine the little boys who were stated to have killed the turkeys, 

but as Mr. Johns thought it was unnecessary, they were not placed in the box. 

The Bench said that under common law, poultry were liable to be killed if trespassing. The 

only question was if they were destroyed with unnecessary cruelty. He would, however, like 

to impress upon the parties in cases of this description that it was the duty of owners to 

keep poultry on their own premises, and not their neighbour’s duty to keep them out. 

The cases were dismissed, with each side to pay their own costs. 

 

Commentary on the court case: 

So now we have it - the Kane v McAnally feud. At the time Mary Jane Kane was 37 years old 

from the 2nd marriage to Daniel Kane. Her stepchildren still at home were John 19, James 

17, Daniel 16, Margaret 13, Patrick 11 and Uncle Ned aged 5. The two boys were James 

(Jimmy) Moyles aged 14 and Patrick (Paddy) Moyles aged 11. Catherine McAnally was 

married twice also, her first husband dying at aged 30 and her son from the second 

marriage referred to in the story was Andrew aged 1. 

Catherine McAnally was 30 years old at the time and seem to have a good sense of humour. 

Catherine McAnally was a very capable women and Mary Jane was educated, confident 

enough to defend herself in court and also displayed humour. 

A wonderful piece of history. 

Mary Jane (Stevens) Kane after 1890 inscribed and gave family album heirloom to her 

stepdaughter Margaret. 


