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TRIAL OF RICHARD BARRETT, ESQ.

Proprieter of the Pilot.

—ot> PP E o

Tuesday having been appointed for the trial of
the prosecution instituted by the Crown against
Richard Barrett, Esq., Proprietor of the Pilot,

the court was crowded at an early hour, nod the
utmost interest was manifested to witness the pro-
ceedinge at this ¢ trial at bar.” Tn the coluty
jury-box and other parts of the court several fa-
shionably-attired ladies were in attendance from
the commencement of the trial.

Alhout a quarter before eleven o'clock the At-
torvey-(General eotered the court, accompanied by
the Crown._Solicitors, Messrs. Kemmis and Carmi-
chael. As soon as the learned gentleman had
tnken his seat, Mr. Forde, solicitor for the (ra.
verser, told the crier to call Daniel O’Connell,
Esq., nnd the other gentlemen retained as counsel
to defend Mr. Barrett, The crier was engaged in
calling these gentlemen, when the Solicitor-Gene-
ral, Mr. Sergeant Pennelather, Sir Thomas Stae
ples, Mr. Greene, and Mr. Martley, appeared and
took their places, Mr. Sergeant Perrin and Mr.
[1olmes, also engaged as counsel for the Crown,
appesred in court fora short time during tie day,
but took no active pact in the prosecution.

At eleven o’clock the Lord Chief Justice and
the three other judges, came vpon the bench. Mr,
O'Connell, Mr. Sheil, Mr. Woulffe, Mr. Pigott,
and Mr. O'Dwyer, counsel for the traverser, were
at the time in court. Mr. Barrett appeared at the
side bar, near his counsel, '

The Clerk of the Crown proceeded to call over
the panel. Ten of the joryonly answered to their

ounies, when'the Chief Justice directed that they:

should be called upon a fine of £20. In a few
minputes a sofficient namber appeared in the box,
when the following  gentlemen were sworn as the
Ury e |
] \{’m.'Lnng, Foretan, Charles Hamilton,
seorge Halaban, l Francis Beggs,
Thomas Finlay, Thomas . Richardson, _
James Ferrier, Thomas Maxwell,

1saac M. D'Olier, W S Hamilton, and
H S Close, Isaac Hinds, Esors.

The Clerk of the Crown—Is Mr. Barrett in
court ? :

Mr. Barreft—I am here. 24 =

- The Attorney-General—Oh, yes, he is in court.

Mr. Martley, ‘jun., opened the pleadings; he
said that Richard Barrett was indicted’ for a libel

printed and published by him'in'a newspapercalled °

the Pilot, of which he is the registered proprietor,

on the 8th of April last. The indictment con-
tained two counte, The first count set out the libel
with the inducements ; the second count referred
to the inducements and set out the libel.

The defendant pleaded not guilty.

The Attorney-General addressed the jury nearly
as follows : —My Lords, and Gentlemen of the Jury,
the defendant, Richard Barrett, is charged by this
indictment with baving, on the 8th of April last,
published a seditious libel in a newspaper called
the Pilot, of which he is the registered proprietor.
The publication, which we say contains this libel,
purports to be a letter addressed to the people of
Ireland; by Mr. Daniel O’Connell. Gentlemen, on
the present occasion, neither you nor I have to in-
quire whether Mr. O'Connell was the author of that
libel or not. The defendant is responsible for its
publication here, as the proprietor, legally regis-
tered, of the paper in which it was published, and,
therefore, the question whether he is the aathor
of it or not, or whether Mr. O’Counell be the author
of it, is a matter with which you have nothing to
do. The main subjects for your inquiry are these :
First, whether the defendant is the publisher of this
libel, and whether it be, in your estimation, such a
libel as we charge by this indictment. And here,
my lords and gentlemen of the jury, I cannot avoid
expressing 1y deep satisfaction, that after uvex-
ampled difficulties, I am at last enabled to submit
to that tribunal the guestion whether this be or
not a libel. I have alluded, gentlemen, to the
length of time, during which I have been endea-
vouring fo have thig question tried, and as that
delay and length of time, though not a legitimate

matter of defence, may be made an invidious topic
of observation before you, I now beg leave to state,

in the hearing of the public and in younr presence,
the circamstances which caused tbis delay, and they

- are these—that from the day on which the indict-

ment was found by the grand jury, my exertions
have been unceasing to have the case submitted to
n jury of the country ; there has not, I aver, been

- aday or hour lost on the part of the crown, and

when I gay so, 1 begleave to follow up that asser-
tion by simply’ detuiling to you, what the course
of proceeding bas been, on which you will be sa-

_tisfied that, so far as'the power of the crown could
-prevail, thisis the first instance in'which I'was able

to bring the case before ajury. The bills were found
in'the last Easter term, and from the time at which
the'defendant plesded, it wasimpossible to have a
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trialsoonerthan Trinits term,and evenifI had triedit
as a case of Nisi Prius,I could nothave trieditsconer
than the 13th of June. But, gentlemen of the jury,
I did, in concurrence with my learned friends who
assist me on this prosecutlon, come to the concla-
sion, that it was a case fit and proper to be ftried

by the full court, at bar, and knowing how very
urgent the business of the court was in Trinity

term last, I did not think it right to avail myself
of the prerogative which the crown possesses to
have it tried in that term ; but I did apply for a
trial at bar, and I called upon the court to fix the
earliest day that it could appoint for the trial out
of term, which was the 13th June, and on that
day I appeared in court to prosecute on behalf of
the crown, and I need hardly tell you that it was
not my fanlt that the trial did not take place on
that day. There was not a sufficient attendance
of jurors, Then, from the 13th of June to the 2d
of November, I need searcely tell you, being the
long vacation, it was impessible for me take one
step, and having declined to call on the court to
try the case in term, I did not fail, when Michael-
mas term came on, tocall on the court, as soon as
I possibly counld, to fix a day for the trial. I made
that application, and in deing so, I called on the
conrt to appoint the earliest day after term, which
day is that on which I have the honour to address
you, Therefore, ifit should be urged by thecounsel
who shall defend the defendant that there was de-
lay on the part of the ecrown, and if unworthy
motives are assigned for that delay, I beg leave
to present this detail of the facis and dates to you
as a refutation of any such.  observations. Gena
tlemen of the jury, it is now right to calli your at-
tention to the publication in guestion—that publi-
cation, as I have already stated, took place on the
8th of April last, and it is contained in a letter
purported to be written in London en the 4th of
same month ; and it would appear fo me that the
mmediate occasion of the writing of that letter
was the passing of the act of parliament which is
usually called the coercion bill, which received
the royal assent on the 2d of April, and which
was, therefore, the law of the land at the period
when the letter was written. Gentlemen, the
circumstances under which that act was passed
are too receat in our recollection to be forgotten,
It is a severe and unconstitutional act—it was pro=
posed for the adoption of parliament by his Mas
jesty’s ministers, who did not dery the character
of the bill ;. but who avowed the character of it,
and rested its proposal for adoption by the legise
lature on the ground of the most absolute and
imperative necessity—a necess’ty nothing short of
this, a necessity for the protection of the lives
and properties of a very large proportion of the
King’s subjects in Ireland. The characterof the
bill was never denied by any person who voted for
it ; but the vindication of it as a measure was

rested, as I said before, on the paramount duty of

those who had the prerogative and the power to
protect the King’s subjects ; and when I speak of
the. necessity of this measure, I donot refer to
matters outsideof this record, for it is a most sine

gular circumstance that in the composition which
is the subject of the present indictment, we find
that measure recommended in stronger language
than I could use. Listen, gentlemen, to one pa=
graph of this publication. I shall read it.—*¢ The
first of these measures is the suppression eof
¢ Whitefeet’ outrages. I use the word * Whites
feet,” becanse it is the last name assumed by the
miscreant wretches who have, in so many shapes,
and ip so many years, plunged various parts of
Ireland in horrible crimes against property, and
stained our country with the turpitude, the atro-
city, and the demoniacal repetition of murder—
crimes demanding the vengeance of man, and,
alas, bringing down the punishment of God.”—
Now, gentlemen, you will be pleased to bear in
your recollection the paragraph I haveread to
you. This paragraph, in whieh such atrocions
crimes are denounced, calling for the vengeauce
of man, and the punishment of Heaven. And
how cculd any man who has thus recorded his
opinion protest against this measure, which is not,
let me say, one of vengeance, hut which, I admit,
is an unconstitutional measure, but which acts as
one of prevention, and has been, thank God, efl-
fectual. Keep in your minds this subject, that
it is the vengeance of man the writer of this let-
ter would call down on those who are guilty of
those crimes which he has designated. Yet, oy
lords and gentlemen, the writer of this Ietter goes
on in the very next paragragh to describe this
act as one of ungualified despotism and tyraony,
and heving done so, he draws this conclusion, and
inculcates this lesson—tbat the legisiature, which
was then capable of such an an act of despotism,
are sufficiently alien from the country as nolonger
to be trusted or confided in, and ti:ze people of
Irelandare forbidden hereafter to place auvy reliance
on the humanity or justice of the imperial legisia-
ture. And in order to prove to you thai tohat les-
son has been inculcated by the writer, I shall read
to you more particularly the present libel, which
appears to me to juastify this repetition ; but be-
fore I d» that, gentlemen, let me advertto a
portion of the composition which, I admit, is (ar
rom libellous. I liave read to yen, gentlemen
of the jury, a passage from it, in which the aue
thor, in strong terms, denounces the commission of
those outrages which was the occasion of the pass-
ing of that bill, and you will find many paragraphs
in this same paper to the same effect. Geuntlemen
of the jury, it is unquestionably true, thatin this
composition there are paragraphs of deubtiul
meaning, and the party who has written it, or

published it, has a right, in his address to you, to

refer to other parts to show that it does not Dbear
the libellous character that the indictmentim-
putes to it, but how one passage of this compo-
sition can be used to defead the other I don’t know,
and when I find the principles and license of dis-
affection strongly inculcated in the leading para-
graphs of this compasition, 1 can give very little
credit indeed to the writer who offects, in strong
language, to condemn those outrages which are
the necessary results of that dissfiection which he
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cecks to instil into the minds of the King’s sub-
jects. It may be, gentlemen, that the writer was
anxious to prevent the commission of those crimes
which made the individuals who committed thcm
amenable to the justice of the country, and that,
at the same time, he did endeavour to instil
into the minds of the King's subjects those
principles of disloyalty which he would govern
and keep down, sp as to prevent them from ex-
ploding in violence or criminal outrage. I will now,
geotlemen of the jury, having said so much, call
your attention to the words of this libel, and
which warrant the imputation which the indict-
ment charges, = That indictment charges, that this
libel was written for the purpose of creating hos-
tility between the King’s subjects in England and
Ireland, causing it to be believed that the rights
of the King’s subjeets in Ireland are neglected by
the legislatare, and they are oppressed and injured,
so as to engage them in acts of insubordination, and
by means of intimidation to carry into effect the
repeal of the Union, and to frustrate the laws of
the realm. This is the language of this indictment,
but it is not necessary that you should find all the
counts; itwill be sufficient if any oneor more ofthose
imputations is found. I will now read some pas-
sages for you, which appear to me to be highly
libellous. I will not go through the whole of
the letter ; and, as I said before, whoaoever de-
fends the defendant can read it all if he wishes,
for he has the right to go through the entire of it,
(The right hon. gentleman here read several pase
sages of the letter commenting on them as he pro.
ceeded.| If the language used in this letter, ree
garding the imperial. parliament, were believed,
and acted vpon bythose to whom it was addressed,
they should necessarily look upon the legislature as
a body actuated by national hostility—they sbould
regard it in the light of a pational enemy. Ifis
should be said by the defendant that the object of
this prosecution was to stifle the discussion of th

question of Repeal, he was ready unequivce

cally to disavow any such purpose. If the letter

did not contain other matters of a dangerous cha«
racter, whatever was stated respecting the Usion
might bave passed unheeded. The learned gen
tleman concluded by calling on the jury not to ba
influerced by eny consideration but* their own
sonpd judgment. He felt that the jury would
act like conscientious and honorable men, and he
would, therefore, commit the case to them with
entire confidence, and with satisfaction, at having
at last brought the case before the tribunals of the
country. St

Mr, Veroon (registrar ot newspapers in the
stamp-office) was produced for the purpose of prove
ing that the defendaunt was the registered propri-
etor of the Pilot. |

Br. O’Convell wished to know if he woald be
permitted to ask for what reason the gentleman
wes produced ; beceuse if it were to prove that
Mr. Barrete was the proprietor of the Pilst,
he (Mr, OConnell) would save that troubla by at
once and upequivocally admitting that bis client
was the proprietor ; he was not looking for non-
suit points,

The Solic itor-General said, there was anather
point on which he would wish to ask the witness one
question, and it was this : Did the witness under-
stand the ‘“ Anglesey Algerine Act” to mean the
third of William the Fourth ?

Mr. O’Connell—It means, gentlemen, that very
act which the Attorney-General called unconsti-
tational,—( Lauvghter.)

Mr. (’Connell—Before tha publication is read,
I mean to call for the pestea of the last trial, in
order that we may have your lordship’s opiaion
upon it.

Solicitor-General—There is no pestea. '

Mr. O'Connell—My learned friend is right; I
said postea—there was no postea, [ mean the re-
ecord.

Solicitor-General—The recorid may be hrought in.

Mr. O'Connell—No time will bs lost by this—
as in the mean time the publication may De read.
I suppose the Atitorney-General meauns to call for
having it read, and I hope lie Will have some oné
who can read legibly. (Laughter.)

Solicitor-General— Let the officer read it,

Mr. Sheil—If you choose, I will read it.
(Leughbter.)

The officer then read the entire letter.

Mr. Pigott said, upon lockisg atthe record,
their lordships would find that it was defective—
there was no coatinuance marked upon it.

The Solicitor-General sald, on the making up
the recerd cortinuances wera entered, If it was
objected that the distringas was not entered en
the racord, the distringas was in ccurt, and never
was on the record. 'The continuances being bot
matter of form, were puton the record on aak-
ing it.

Mr. Pigott—The record was defective in the
absence of the award. His friend was mistaken ns
to the distringas, for that was no! the cbjectiom.
The courstold them the question was open on tho
record—there wasnothing oo the record for them
to move an arrest of judgment uvpon. T'here mussg
be something to connect the jury with the matter
to be tried. This went to the very peint, the
gubstarce of which bhad been argned the day before.

Chief Justice—"Tbere 18 no award of a distrin-
gas upon this record.

Mr. Pigott—INone whatever. Yesterdnyit was
argued that it was indispensable to hiave o writ of
oclp tales, and that a distringas should be issued,
Here there was nothing to give the conrt authority.

Chief Justice—If this trizl was in teris, and
that there was this objection made, could he (Mo,
P.) now argue this point ?

Mr. Pigott—ZHe was prepared toanswer only
Gguestions which were consistent to the facts of
this case. Ou the record there was no reference
to an order for the court new sitting out of term.
This day was appointed for the frial of a perfect
record, and it was impossible for them to try.

Solicitor-General —Supposing the court could
entertain Mr. Pigott’s objection, ha had en answer
to it—there was a venire ordering the attend-
ance of a jury on the 13th Juns. There the re-
cordentercd. They had not on the roll a vecord
of the distringas ; butit could not be made,

- g
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Chief Justice—We are at present satisfied with
your answer to the objection,

Mr. O’Connell said it was a point of which the
Court, perhaps, would not thengive them thebenefit.

The canse ended en the 13th June, and there it
ought to end. (Laughter.)

Chiaf Justice—The traverser can have the be-.

nefit of it hereafter.”
Mr. O’Connell then rose to address the jury.—

Gentlemen of the jory, said he, I never felt greater
pleasure at my client not succeeding on a point of
law, for there is much of the profession about me
in other cases that I should have felt it ; but his
not succeeding here is gratifying to me. I am
glad that the fact is to go to you. I own that I
feel not a little anxiety about this trial. Perhaps
it is from & recent want of habit in my profession,
and I am, therefore, the Jess prepared to meet the
resnlt, should there be a disastrous result by your
verdict against this publicatlon ; but I myself be-
lieve that the result will ha anything bat disas.
trous. It is a contest in which we are all strog-
gling, and this trial is but a part of that contest,
It is not o guestion of erime or offence 3 but it is
part of the steeggle which they are making who
seck to turn Jreland from a province into a nation.
A part of the controversy which leads to that epd
is carried ou bere.  'The administration feel, and I
feel, that that part of the stroggle now making for
the regeneration of [reland is to be decided here,
Some of you have seen Ireland a province ; you,
too, have Dbeheald her a nation, and I trust that
you wiil see Ireland a nation sgain. This trialis
Dutan attempt, on the part of the Whig minisiry,
to endeavour to prevent us peaceably, quietly, tran-
quilly, and, above all, by a.combination with each
other, to ¢fiect the regeneration of Ireland. « In

their attempt to do that, they think they can set

'y

o eve class of Irishmen against the other. = One

time they ivsult tie Orangemen of the North,

an¢ at ancther the Repsalers of the South—
that they can play off Catholic against Protestant
—at one moment dismissing a magistrate, and at
another puiling dewn the liberty of the press; and
thus, by setting off outrage. agsinst outrage—both
perpetrated agaiast Irishgxen, they can.rule and
domineer over the country. [ h,am now the hﬂﬂﬂi‘f
to address jurymen, eleven out of tywelve of whown
& 1clrichmen ; and I ask them will they lend theic
countenance to any progeedicgs of this description ?
Unallectedly I declare, that is the question Lere,
and you bave no cther guestion to decide upon,—
This iz a cabinet prosecntion ; it orgipates with
them, end they hayeallthe glory of it. [tisa Whig
cabivet prosecution,: As to-the, werits of the pro-

secution, the Atterney-Generanl can bave nouglit te,

¢éo with them ; oa to ita merits, le. is perfectly

free of them. It is not any selection of his ; it

is liis act in bis capscity of public prosecutor, for
he must do Lis duty in . that capacity, and, of
course, he dees: it.. Iie must, however, ba re-
gulated in bis movements by those who must ba
respensibie to the parliament and the country. Itis
their uct, not. his; his is a purely ministerial
office, end he dues his duaty . as such. It is. evi-
dent that it must be so ; for I recoliect his strong

ed then in ¢‘ a bottle of smoke.”

‘dignity.

stitute the reasons for it,
four long skins of parchment; that comprise the |
indictment, of intention to libel the Whigs, and |

powers of mind, the acuteness of his intellect,

‘the forcible, I may say, vivifying strength of his

language, and yet from the manner in which he
addressed the jury, it seemed to me, my Lords, as if

his powers had failed him—these ﬂpmursmhinh he |

&

certainly has notlost ; but -which seemed to.lan-
guish before the task that wasimposed upon him,

1 admit that he did his duty; but he:.did not ge

beyond the strict letter of his -duty.. This is a |
cabinet prosecution. His Excellency the Marquis
of Wellesley is now our chief governor ; he is.fond |
of prosecutions—he has tried - them before, and
they ended with no great renown—they terminat. |
(Laughter.)— |
That was the bottle - treason. He is.rising in |
It is not yet high- treason to call for a |
repeal of the Union. - Do you, however; but sancs |
tion this prosecution with the authority of :your

verdict, and it will-be high treason before we are |

six morths older. If you sanction with your ver- |
dict that the discussion of such a question is to be |
put down, because it is alittle warm—if you |
sanction with your verdict, Protestant gentlemen, T
the suppression of the discussion of such a question, |
beecanse itis a little warm, then woe be toyour-

‘selves. Do you look to favour from the Whigs? ||

Do you think that those who oppress us will spare |
yon ? Think you, that if you sanction by your|

verdict the writing against anact, which the Attor. ]

ney-General himself has called an unconstitutiona
act, that your turn will not come, and that soon |
a simple procession will be evidence of hLigh trea. |
son, as the looking for Lhaviog an Irish parliament |
again is now sough¥ to be denounced as seditious,
Is there a single man in that box who does not
love his country ? if there be, let him stand aside; |

_for I address not myself to any man who does not |

love Ireland, but to Lim who loves his country I |

say, that Ireland never can expect again to rise |
 to Ler diguity of a ration-—never can her liberties |
- be fully asserted, untilall -party feelings sre for- |

gotten. This is astate prosecutisn—this is a pro- |

secationbrought, because the document on which it

is founded denouncesthe Whigs— because itaccuses
them of baseness and treachery. These, indeed, arc
not the pretences of the presecution, but they con-
Nothing is laid in the |

yet the strongest passages centained in thealleg-
ed libel are ‘those ‘which consure the Whigs, and
above all, the sting containod ia it is, that there
is no satisfying Lord Plunizett. And.yot there s |
no attempt here made to turs upon the publisber |
and call for punishment on him, for jibelling the |
Whigs. I wish: they 'bad dene that directly. |

. Geutlemen of the jury,  here is . s jibel en the

Whigs—those blessed Whigs, who have produced |
such glorious and admirable results to Eogland

and Ireland since they -obtaiped (i admivistra- |
. tion of aflairs !—thoso admirable TWhigs, who,
~when they were out of office, daciied every thiog
.as & abues. which - they have sanctionsd in prac
‘tice since they came ‘iato offico | =Find a gerdict

for the Whigs——oh, {ind' a verdict agninst us hero

for presuming to libel those most exquisite Whigs |
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[t is mot ih termsa prosecutiun for li&e’ﬂiﬂg——lt
is directly charged here as a crime that they are
sbused-; but thereis vot s man emongst you who
must oot pereeive that it is intended as a revenge
for the Whigs. They seek to attain vengeanre
by setting of one party against the other.” They
would first have satisfied what they consider their
just resentment against any one who spoke ill of
thew, and with that to possess the double advan-
inge 'of suffocating the question of the Repeal of
the Union. Bat I tell them, and I tell you, that
it will be impossible to put down that question.
[ hope T shall live to see, and I frust you all will
live to see, when Irishmen will be combined and
united together ; that day will come as sure as to
morrow's sun will arise, and when it does, the act
of Unionis at once repealed.  Your verdict, how-
ever, is now desirable to the Whigs. The post of
yesterday told us of a change of administration ;
the mews comes to us through more than onhe
chanunel ; how admirably convenient a verdict
would now Le to the Whig administration ? How
aseful to a declining administration if they could
point to your verdict, and say that it sanctioned
their ncts, and was a proof of how popular they
are in Ireland—acling agaiost each'party, aod in<
dependent of all 2 The verdict of a jury of the
citizens of Dublin would be extremely urefuol to
them nt such a crisis as this. I know the talent
of my learned friend, the Solicitor-General, and he
will use that talent to obtain it, We all know
that the Attorney-General wants a verdict. Much
as it Is necessary for him to feel anxiety in the
office that he now holds, he has that anxiety ; but
he bas left the triun.ph of gaining it, if it is to be
gnined, to the honorable gentleman who will follow
mo. T'he learned Solicitor-General will, I know,
come before you with fervent zeal—he will come
with no conscientious repugnance in sapporting the
Whigs in office, here or any where else. Philip
of Macedon was nothing to him - (Laughter. )—
tle will address yon at great length—he will show
yon his friends the Wligs are worthy of regard,
and oh ! how you ought to protect them ! (Laugh-
ter.) DBut il you give him a triumph, to-morrow
there will be a message from him to his ‘dear
friends the Whigs, that he has so much served at
such a juncture, and if he does not supersede the
gentleman at his side, it will only be the result of
bis own modesty and moderation. (Loud lavgh-
ter.) It is a sad story, gentlemen, that of our
unfortunate country. Some of us are too young to
remcmber 1782. I wus n child myself, like most
of you, at that period. It was the first—(and
such recollections will come upon us)—it was the

first year that I put down in writing—the memory

of it is still engraven on my mind. What'a glo-
rious scene it was—what a noble, what an exciting
one, when the Irish people shook off the depend-
ance that hung upon them—when the combined
Irish people entered in & moment of virtue, '(fo:;
I use language that was used before,) when they
extorted that liberty which was their birthright,

which thﬁj forfeited by no "crime, and which was

lost by no fault of theirs; but was taken from them
by a horrible system of bribery, which was as

~ in the hope

disgraceful to those who offered as to those who
participated in it.- It was a period. of joy and of
me-riment, and would that such a period could, as
[ believe it can, again be revived: ~ Could I induige
of secing another opening of parlia-
ment in the city of Dablin, it would be the closing:
of your meddicity shop —it wonld be giving wages
to every one of those who are now unemp loyed—it
would bring to their properties from sixty to eighty
noblemén—it would cause two hundred of the
highest of our gentry to have their habitations in
Dublin, and their residences perpetually in Ireland
—it would confide the care of our trade, manu-
factures, nnd commerce, not to the rival jealousy
or loeal prejudices of hostile establishments, but
it would place over them guardians such us you
are, and men like you. Can we look to these
advantages, or to any of them, and all 1 expect
would follow, from the day that we would see a
parliament in College-green, its opening attended
by crowds, who would bless the connexion with
Eugland, for it would then be blessed, and who
woald then ‘obtain from the fostering guardiaoship
of a‘domestic legislature that- protection which
I'never expect to see until we have our parliament
fn Ireland ngain. Gentlemenof the jury, are you

‘prepared to “stand between Ircland and those ad-

vantages ? It is because such an object is sought
for that this publication is prosecuted. Look
to this publication—Ilook to it from one end to
the -other, and ses whrt ere the leading to-
pics. - I do not call upon you: to do that which
the Attorney-General has done--to pick out
a particular passage and view it by itself, nor
to weigh a single phrase by itself. Look at the
publication altogether. We are nct, and ought
not to weigh in scales of gold particular phrases
when we are looking to make a great peopla a
nation. Upon such a topic and with such an enno-
bling sahject, he would be a poor critic, who would
be offended by any but lady-like phrases. The
Solicitor-General may tell you that there should bes
nothing but the strict rules of lemperance observ-
ed. - (Laughter.) 'He may only think of milk-
and-water topics, and [ do not evea know whether
le strenghens his water with milk. (Laughter.)
But those who are looking for their rights cau-
not speak in cold water terms; they mast be ani-
mated with better spirit—not the spirit of intoxi-
cation, but the animating spirit consistent with
the expression of the feelings of those who declare,
that the sufferings of Ireland require, and her
grievauces demand, the restoration of a domestic
legislatare. The Attorney-General, in bis address
to you, has imputed motives-—that was ‘his duty.
Hehas, too, ingeniously suggestedintentions—that,
too, was his duty, and I do not complain of it.—
Let him not suppose that I am here to arraign
this prosecution. He went into & most unnecessury

‘'yindication of himself, and I should not now say
“one word of it, butthat he has suggestedmotivesand
supposed intentions which should net be ascribzd.

“ He has, indeed, in reading this document, quar-

relled with the words - Algerine act, and he hus

told you that there was - great impropriety
in applying such epithets to an act of par-
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lianent. Perhaps there is—perhaps it is not good
taste, hut did you ever hear of such a thing as,
«¢ the Russell purge 2” Did you ever hear of the
« Church robbery bill ” Will he call on you for
a verdict ageinst the man who uses such phrases?
1 will not say what he thinks of the bill, but this
I am quite sure of, that he will not venture to pro-
secute before you any man who speaksofit asthe
“ Church robbery bill.” Now, ifin this conntry
of Tevolutions and strange changes, it should by any
chance occur that I were for any one moment filling
the office which he now fills. (Laughter.) If that
shonld so chance, and that I, with my feeble mind
and veryinadequate abilities, were dischargingthose
duties which he now performs, and that there was
in that box a jury exclusively of Roman Catholics,
and I called upon you to find 2 verdict rgainst a
defendant, because he had heen so monstrously
eudacious as to call that bill I have adverted to
a “Cbuorch robbery bill”—is there one of you
who listened to me on such wun occasion, who
would mnot bless the Whigs for having given you
such an ** Attorney-General ?” (Loud laughter.)
The term ** Algerine bill” is complained of here,
Why, that bas been the description given of a
bill with such powers since Lord Wellesley was
here before. In parliament, if you may trost the
newspaper reports, it was called anothing but an
Algerine Lill, and the phrase became so common,
that its supporters did not call it by any other
denomination. But his Majesty’s Attorney-General
has decided that it ought not to be called an Al-
gerine bill.  What isan Algerine bill ? It isia
bill ageinst constitutional liberty—it is a Lill es-
teblishing absolute despotism—it is one that even
his Majesty’s Attorney-General calls an unconsti-
tutionel bill, because it is an Algerine bill. Itis
wn Algerine bill, for it takes away all protection
from the subject ; and those who are aggrieved by
any law have, I consider, a right to call it by any
natae which may conduce to its being abolished.—
This, bowever, is only one mode of coming at the
thing—rthe real object is toretard the Repeal ques-
vion. It is the object of the Whigs, by this pro-
secution, to prevent that question from extending,
and because such an object is defeated in this let-
ter, they wish to punish its publisher, There is the
deicndant, and the proceedings are against him—
he has sought for no compromise, and the question
is now, will you prevent, by your verdict, such
publications as that for which he is now proceeded
against 7 When the Attorpey-General declared
that he was not toblame for the trial not coming on
sooner, I will say, that the publisher of this letter
took no step to retard it, The Attorney-General is
rot to blame; but have you watched the proceed-
ings in this case? On Saturday there appéared
in the newspapers a requisition, with the signatures
of fifty-two individuals, calling for a discussion on
the repeal of the Union, and a petition to parlia-
ment on the subject. Ou’the Monday morning
following, the Attorney-General appears in court,
and applies for a day to be fixed for this trial? Do
you undertand that? Is there one amongst you
who does not understand those proceedings? In
the North the Whigs strike a magistrate off the

roll, and they will not gratify a brother magistrate
by telling why they did so. Why, what is this
doing more than they doin Algiers? but with
this difference, that they strike off the head, and if
another asks thereason, theystrike off his headalso;
while here they only strike one magistrate off the
roll, and strike off another magistrate because he
mecely asks the reason. (Laughter.) Such is
the mode of the Whigs proceeding in Ireland, and
they must think us mad when they think they can
get us to aid them. On Saturday there was an
advertisement in the newspapers for a meeting to
petition parliament for a repeal of the Union.
There are many men opposed te Repesl ; because
they suppose that they would be worse as Protes-
tants than they are as Irishmen by that measure
being carried. There are many—I am delighted
to say, whothinkotherwise,and amongst them wers
some of the requisitionists whose names appeared
in the newspapers on Ssaturday. On the fol-
lowing Monday there was the order from the Cas-
tle to institute this prosecution. Can you now,
then, tell the meaning of this prosecution ? The
real object is to suppress; if possible, all agitation
on the subject of the Repeal of the Union. And
I nowask you is it a crime to agitate that ques-
tion ? The Union is but an act of parliament—
1s it mot right to discuss it ? Is it a crime—should
it be punishable as a crime, in one who believes
that the Union has been injurions to Irelend, and
that its repeal would give trade and cccupation
to the poorer class, benefit to all, and. confer
prosperity and happiness on the country? If 2
man believes this, is he not, in conscience, bound
to agitate the subject ; and if ho proposes to do that
by no other but legal and constitutional meavs,
should he be punished forit, asif he were guilty
of a crime, or some heinous offence 7 Eefore I
sit down, I shall read for you the opinions of the
leading characters in 1800 with raspect to the
Union, who prophesised the evil consequences that
would ensve from it, and who did their utmost to
prevent that degradation which the event has most
unfortunately realized. I do put it tc you, gen-
tlemen, whether or not you consider thosa prophe-
cies have bzen fulfilled—whether you believe or
not the union has been beneficial, yet I ask you,
will you say, for it is on you the experiment is
first tried, that it is right that all discussion on the
subject should be suppressed ? Supposing you
believe that Irishmen are not fit to govern them-
selves—supposing you thiuk that we are an infe-
rior race, and that Irishmen should bow their
heads before the people of every cther nation—
you may even suppose that an increase osabsen-
teeism tends to benefit a country ; that the drain
of the income of a country is beneficial to its
shopkeepers ; that those who are not acquainted
with a country, are from abstract reascning best
suited for legislators. You may suppose—
you may believe all this—yon may be all anti-Re-
pealers; yet, I am sure, youare &ll men of inte-
grity, and as such asyou cannet believe it consis»
tent with honesty or justice to punish a man be-
cause be discusses the justice of repeal. Even if
yoube twelve anti-repealers, Iappeal toyou to pro-




tect the discossion of the measure—to Jeave it open
for discussion, and recollect it was not discussion
that brought about the Union. This I tell you, that
If you prohibit discussion in ona instance, the cha-
lice which you have preparsd for another will,
with its poisoned ingredients, be commended to
your own lips. The publication which is prese-
cated hero is a long one, and I shall be obliged to
trespass long upon your time in the reading of it.
The Attorney-General has culled upon you to lis.
ten with respect to the opinion of the Court. I
call upon you to do so too—of couvrse I do.—
The Attorney-General counld not conceal from
you that the verdict which is tor be given in
this case is yours—yours only, and npon youn will
be its entire responsibility. The court may ad-
dress. you, if it feel it to be jts daty to do so—
or it may not, if such he the feeling of its duty ;
but whatever be the line thecourt may lay out for
itself the law leaves the entire publication to you,
It is your verdict that is te stamp the publication,
and you are to rest upon your own cousciences,
8ud wot upon that of any vne else. The decision
i to be yours—your solenn decision upon your
oaths, and it is for you to determine whether the
question of the Union is to be an open question,
or one closed to pleass the administration—]
would say to please any administration—even sap-
pose it to be the best administration that ever
ruled the affuirs of a country-—suppose that it was
oune which did good to évery party in the country
~—Suppose it was an administration which did not
iosult the Protestants one day, and the next per-
secute the Catholics—who did not at one time
strike down the Orangemen of the North, and the
uext trample on the Catholics of the South. The
Whigs, oh ! the Whigs, as an administration,
have done no such teings.  (Laughter.) Any
oune that would say that of them would libel
them most foully, They bave been the best
of all possible ministers! Their only object is
to serve Ireland, and to make her happy and
prosperous I "They come here bousting of their chi-
valry, and their devotion to the country—we hear
of nothing but their love for Ireland ]  Three
years have now elapsed since they came Into office
—Ifor three years the same tune has been chanted
in our ears ; and yet, alterall, what one good act have
they done for Ireland ? Not one ; bat then they in-
tend to do it. Bat Supposing now, gentlemen of the
jury, that yoo should believe the Whig adminis-
tration the Dbest that possibly could be, still I
Would call apon you to leave the Repeal question
open for discussion, and do not you permit your-
selves to be the means tostrike down every attempt
at diEEUEHng it. I sball now, gentlemen, call your
“ltention to the publication itself. The Attorney-
General very skilfully confined himself to the read-
g for you a few passages, and what I beljeve
ever before occurred in a trial for libel, he ‘ad-
mitted that there were some passages, which, taken
by themselves, he highly approved of, I shall not
®ufine myself to a few passages ; but I shall give
You the entire letter, and you can see whether
the writer was not most anxious, zealously anxions,
0 procure the peace, and maintain obedience to
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the.laws, quietness, peace, and tranquillity in the
Country. You will, gentlemen, say, whether or
not there are sentiments in it which will meet with
your approbation, or are deserving of your censure.
The letter commences with a quotation from Moore :

* Far dearer the grave or the prison,
“Illum’d by one patriot name, _
““ Than the trophies of all who have risen

,“* On liberty’s ruins to rame ! _
““ London, 4th April, 1833.

“ FeLLOW-CouNTRYMEN.—This is the first of
a series of letters wich I intend to publish on the
present state and future prospects of our country,
locluding the best soggestions I can give for re-
gulating your conduct in the manner most calea-
lated to mitigate the evils of the one, and to in-
sure the amelioration of the other.” [q this pas«
Sage there certainly can be found nothing which
particularly demands censare. The next paragraph
Is—‘“ Let it, however, he al ways recollected, that
the entire scope and object of my political life
now is, to advance and secure the repeal of the Je-
gislative Union between these countries— convine-
ed, as I am, in the deepest recesses of my consci-
ence, that it is linpossible—utterly impossible—ga
do any permanent or valualle services to Ireland,
until the restoration of her domestic parliament,”
This is, certainly, my deep conviction. It is my
wish to impress it upon your minds—it is my de-
sire to do so; for when the minds of such men ag
you are 1impressed with the conviction that re-
peal is necessary, it will be as easily procnured
48 (0 enter an wunbarred door, or into an uu-
protecied  castle, und I give to my learned
friend, the Sulicitﬂrﬁﬁeneral, all the benefit
of the last expression. ¢ This conviction has
long been floating on my mind, but it is now
fixed unalterably and for ever. The manner in
which the Auglesey Algerine bill was received by
the British legislature—the foolish, as well ag
false, allegations by which it was Supported—the
enormous mojorities by which it was ultimately
carried—the shouts of domination and triamph by
which the advocates of Irish liberty were insalted,
and the uusuppressed spirit of national hostility
Which guided and animated our enemies, have
taught me that it is worse than folly to imagine
that the affairs of Ireland can be attended to with
the requisite knowledge of facts, and cordial sin-
cerity of intention, in any other than in an Irish
parliament.” Shall I refer to the hostility which
is here spoken of ? There was, I assert, no ne-
cessity for the measure. In the month of August,
in 1832, a committee of the House of Commons—
one of whom was Mr. Stanley, the former Suere-
tary for Ireland—reported, .that special commis-
sions, held under the authority of the Judges of
the land, and the repetition of those commissions
were sufficient to Suppress and put down the
Atrocious disturbauces, such as bave disgraced
Clare in a far worse degree than they have
other counties. ]t stated—and it was support.
ed by the highest judicial authorities in the land
~—that the Jaw of the land had only to be called
into active and repeated exertion to punish mijse
creant crimes and midnight marders. It stated
that these outrages conld be suppressed without
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calling for any unconstitutional act.
nistry, the Whig ministry reported this in the
month of August, and yet they say the very con-

trary of it in the following month of February ;

nnd all this without having tried the experiment
which tLey themselves had recommended.. Could
such, I ask, have happened, except that we had a
ministry careless of the wrongs of the country, and
a legislature ignorant of them ? This could not
bave happened if we had an Irish Parliament,
which would have addressed the Lord Lieutenant
te send down a commission to a disturbed county
to try criminals, and punish offences against the
law, But then, it is complaived of the manner in
which the Parliament is spoken of. Heard yon
not, or have you not read in the newspapers, the
reports of what have occurred in Parliament 7—
Did you not hear that the conduct exhibited there
wus sinch, that one of the members of that Parlia-
ment was treated in such a manner that he Lad to
designate the shovt raised against him, as “ a
roffian shout,” and have you not read, that one
of the most accomplished gentlemen that ever
lived, the present Speaker of the House . of
Commons, one most anxious, and whose duty it
would be .to vindicate the dignity of that
honse, when appealed to as to the expression, de-
clared, as be was bound to do, that the expres-
sion was disorderly, but thatit was caused by the
very disorderly interruption which had occarred ?
Was such conduct singular—were such inter-
raptions confined to one member alone ? No. [
am well acqueinted with a gentleman whose cha-
-racter you must all respect ; he isone frem whom
I differ in religion and politics, butone that I am
proud to call my [riend—this gentieman is the
actual wember for the Usiversity, asd rot the
political one. (Launghter.) [ donet mean your
Recorder, Lut the other member for the Univer-
sity. You ull know his private eharacter. I De-
lieve there does not live in the community one
more respected, or who deserves to be so—he is a
gentleman universally esteemed, and he is a law-
yer of the first qualifications—he is in his deport-
ment mild, mild even to meekness—he is not an
ndveoturer, but he is really and trnly a geuntle-
man—1he is one by station, by right, by hereditery
fortcune, and yet to look to the mewspapers and
see what anaccount the Evening Mail gives of his
reception by the English House of Commons. It
was on the discussion of the Church Temporalities’
Bill. twounldnot for fearofthe Attorney-General call
itthe Church Robbery Bill. Do you think that the
dominant anti-Irish party spirit, which is spoken of
in the publication which is now prosecuted asalibel,
is confined to one party alone ? Believe it not,
for read this in the Kvening Mail. The publica-
tion is that of Friday evening, May 10th. Mr:
O’Connell theo read a passage which described Mr.
Rocle rising in the house, and that he would not
be heard. This, observed Mr. ’Connell, was ime
proper, for Mr. Roche was a banker of Limerick
~—he was the member for Limerick, and he was
entitled to be heard. The honourable gentleman
then proceeded to read from the Evening Mail
he description of Mr, Lefroy’s reception from the

The Mi.
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house, when all his attempts at discussing the
question were received with leud cries of ‘“ oh !
oh 1” Good God ! said Mr., O’Connell, why
should Mr. Lefroy be thus received—they were
legislating for the Protestant church—this gen-
tleman was the representative of the Protestant
church—his feelings were deeply interested in the
question—his duty was involved in it, and he muss
have felt it to have been an awful duty ; for if thero
be a man who is sincere in his religion, he is the
man who will be believed to be so. And yet he
was put down by loud cries of ““oh ! ¢h !” when
he asempted to speak on this almost awfully iin-
portant question to him. Vho was Lis supporter
on that occasion ¢ Mr. O’Connell then proceeded
to read from the Ewening Mail a description of
the reception of Lord Castlereagh in supporting
Mr. Lefroy, and his telling the members of the
House of Commons that such conduct would make
Repealers of the [rish members, and that they did
not know the feelings of the Protestants of freland.
The Whig Cabinet, ebserved Mr. O’Connell upon
this passage, do net know the feelings of the Pro-
testants of Ireland. The newspaper then pro-
ceeded to describe the conduct of the members of
the English House of Commens. Why had not
the Attorney General prosecuted this as a libel ?
If he did, and that I were the humble advocate,
I should not covfine myself to the mere humble
ptrase in which I now address you. The Evens
ing Mail asks, ‘¢ what advantage has Ireland
guained from the Union?” - It is a very proper
questiion, and never yet has been answered untii
this day. ‘This prosecution is the answer, The
advantage is, that it prevents Protestants and Ca-
tholics from uniting ; that it puts down Mr. Le.
froy, and if therebe a member of the city of Dab-
lin of the same name with myself, from speaking
his sentiments. DBut I proceed with the publica-
tion :—°* I need votdwell on this point. I canrot
describe with any tihing like accuracy the extent
of the innate hatred of Ireland which I have wit-
nessed in many men gince my last return’ to this
country. ‘They hate us, and without avowing it,
even to themselves, they fear us. We must have
a domestic legislature, or we can never le safe iam
our properties, our lives; or our liberties.” So says
my clieut, sosay I. Our preperties, our lives, and
our liberties, never can be safe till they are under
the guardianship of & domestic legislature, and over
which there shall be the control of the public eve.
““ Nay, more—I am thoroughly persvaded, that
the only way to prevent the final separation of the
two countries 1is, to attach Iveland to the coun-
nexion, by giving her the protection from insult
and ipjury, of a parliament of her own.” [ be-
lieve that assertion to be perfectly correct—the
desire for Repeel originates in no wish for separa-
tion. My opivion is, that to prevent separation is
by Repenl, and that the only way to attach the
connexion in the minds of the rising generation
is by that measure. The conuexion cannot
~I will not say ovght not—to continue, un-
less the Union be repealed. ¢ It is, therefore,
my sacred duty toexert every faculty of my mind
to bring about that state of the public mind in




Ireland, in which every good man will be ready to
join with me in the repeal of the Union ; no mat-
ter what may be his party, his religion, bis preja-
dices, or his resentments,” Certainly the Union
ought ‘mot to be repealed until this state of things
is broaght about, When every good man of every
party combines for that purpose, it will be carried,
and if it cannot be brooght aboat in that man-
ner, no good man will wish for Repeal ; and ec-
cordingly you will find throughout this letter this
idea incessantly impressed upon the reader, the
necessity—the absolute mnecessity of combining
every class and party of Irishmen together in
secking for a repeal of the Union. ¢¢ The An-
glesey-Algerine act—so much worse than the
Wellington-Algerine law—has left us no alterna-
tive. It silences for ever those who bia us look
to the justice and humanity of the British parlia-
ment 3 the day is gone by for cant and bypocrisy
of that description. There does vot live a knave
¢0 nodacious ns now to talk of the kindness and
careg of DBritish legislators for Ireland ; and if
such & knave exists, there breathes not a single
dolt so brutally stupid as to give ene moment's
credence to his assertions.” Do you remember
the state of trade in Ireland previous to the Union,
dan do you know what it is now ? I happened
to he goinz elong the bavks of the Dodder a few
days since with -a friend who was engaged in the
paper trade. [le pointed cut to me, on the banks ot
that river, the sites of thirteen different manufac-
tories whizh existed in 180C ; there are now but
four of them. What is become of their proprie-
tors 7 Some of them, who were then rolling in
their carriages, their families might now be found
inthe 1820 mendicants who are collected in Moira
House, Wheat has happened to the remainder ?
Some are vnder the seizure of English revenue
officers, Dutis there any other trade prosperous?
I koow not ; for bow is any trade to be prosperous,
when the purchasers are taken out of the country ?
I want to go throogh this puoblication paragraph
by paragraph ; for it is the whole you are to judge
of—it is upon the context of the entire you are
to decide, and it is not by isolated paragraphs
you are to pronounce an opinion upon the publica-
tion. ** Argument and reasoning are over. The
inevitable conclusion is arrived at. Before the
repeal of the Union no good can be done for Ire-
Jand—until the repeal of the Union Ireland can
reap hut little beuefit from British connexion, I
repeat, that those who oppose the Repeal, are
blindly and ignorantly, but not the. less pow-
erfully or certainly, driving towards separatisn.
To-ws, who are not at present separatists, and
never will he so if we can help it—to us, who
honestly seek the restoration of Irish freedom
and the establishment of Irish prosperity, but one
duty—one great all-abserbing duty remains—
it is, peaceably and legally to effectuate the resto-
ration of the Irish Parliament.” This, gentlemen of
the jury, is o libel 1—*¢ peaceably and legally to
cfiectuate the restoration of the Irish parliament,”
is a sentiment indicted as a libel, and you, upom
your oaths, are called upon to decide so. ““ There
18 but one problem to be solved—that 18, the mode
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of legally and peaceably accomplishing cur object.”
Will you believe it now, that you are asked upon
your oaths to declare that it is by intimidation the
repeal of the Uunion is sought for— that itis sought
for by this publication to carry it by intimidation
and force 7 That is the question which you have
to try. Good Good !  Isit not too bad? Does
itnot even exceed human belief, that there should
he found in the sister country, persons who, as
they are now imported Secretaries or Lord Lieux
tenants, would believe, that because we may be
divided into factions amongst ourselves, they wonld
yet be able toprocure twelve hnoest men who would
swear (for you have a vow registered in heaven)
that the object of the writer of this letter was to
carry the Union by intimidation and by force 7—
I cannot believe it ; I will not believe that men 8o
sworn could find such a verdict upon this letter.—
The Attorney-General kept clear of pressing it.—
He left it to the Solicitor-General to endeavor
to prove that intimidation was sought for in
this letter ; for how other, I would ask, does the
writer seek for Repeal but by peaceable and
legal nueans ? *“ All we want to know is, the man-
ner of doing the thing. The thing itself is ine-
vitable ; so inevitable, indeed, that the *“ Aonglesey
Algerine Bill,” instead of retarding the progress
of the Repeal, has to a demonstration greatly pro-
moted its ultimate and most satisfactory success,
This demonstration I will take up a little later. —
For the present I content myself with some pre-
liminary topics. In the first place, it may be a
matter of surprise to some that with all the mad-
ness of slavery upon me, I should write with so
much of cool calmness.” I enter into the feelings
of the writer completely. What was the uncon-
stitutional law that had been passed P It was oue
that bad been passed by men who held office, be-
cause they announced themselves as the purifiers
of the constitution—men who trampled down every
thing that lind the rust of antiquity upon it—rast
which I certainly will not call venerable, bat they
were men who declered that in order to arrive at
the principle of purifying, as they called, the con-
stitution, no chartered rights were safe, and they
beat down every thing of ancient practice. They
rendered uncertain every property which was cer-
tain the day before. In England, where money
commands everytlhing—where, if it does not con-
stitute a divinity, it at least * makes the
man.” In England, where Lord Monson bad givea
#£150,000 for the estates of Gatton, sold it, since
the reform bill passed, for £30,000—suppose
an individual was so injured, by this ministry, in
what they called their desire for reform and their
determination for charge, what would you expect
from them ? Oh ! they say we are models of per-
fection—we are models of everything that is ex-
tremely useful—we are the men who are desirous
of doing away with every abuse, and yet, instead
of acting up to their professions, they sanction the
passing of an act, which they said butva few months
before would be unnecessary, and that act one
which takes from the subject the right of appeal-
ing to parliament! Sarely such condugt could
not but disgust men who eatertsin my opinions,




-
g T

ey T
i

o o ——

: he alludes o an ac

12 TRIAL OF RICHARD BARRETT, EsQ.

and when yon think

°0, ¥You cannot censure ¢}a British empire. Qgp friends,
writer for saying that

be speaks in calmness when liberty in Great Britain, are up,
lufparliament, which the A¢- and generous SYmpathy ; and ¢
torvey-General himself hag called an unconstitu- which was intended :

tioval act, Jsg that an g0y which is intended to Repeal, actually makes ¢},

he applied to one party alope ?  Not atall ; it can That is true, perfectly trye, With the excepe
be brought i 10 operation as well in Armagh as tion of the allusjon to Lord Apg
in Keery, Thatact s an oulrage on the copsi- Plunkete,

tution, and you, ne well as 7, muss denounce it as tor which

can he called a personal libel, or i
suck. What was i King James did, and which i i :

drove him from the throne? Wae all admit he was de.

*ervedly banished from the throne. What was Ljs dictm
principal erime 2 T‘hatuf:ul]:prensing-the right tope. The ]
tition. The very first ingredient in the bill of bim too much to feel anythip
rights—the BTeat principle involveq ; » OF to indulge in g,
lution was the Fecognition of the right to petition Sonal calumny, There was €naugh in the geg
~—it is the Sentiment implieq in the well-known  that had passed ¢qo instigate the mind of any Iyjch
toast of *¢ (he glorion

Y37 member, and the only motive You perceive that
nnd vet, lﬂﬂ]{ to the act o

Seems to actunte the writep is, the restoration of
the Whigs against Ireland—j¢ tramples upon the the Irish Parliament. Of course there was no ate
right to Pétition,

Suppose that You to-raorrow tempt made hLere (o prosecute for 4 private
were  about o

Petition s Mujesty ogainst libel. The letter
the insult offered (o the me

northern countjps. I know county member Up in heart,
well—he ang 7 differ much j, politics, and thy,” and yet 1

before I kpew him, I supposed him to he a mag of by the Attorne
the most Sangainary lemperament, | have the the trath of t}

happiness of koowing Lim now, and thongh ~ wag meant to ereate ill -will and hatred between
e weuld UOL, perbaps, accept g compliment the King’e subjects in England ang Ireland 1—
from me, I wil say, that a more accomplish. ¢ g,y friends and the friends of lilyerty in Greng
ed gentlemay I W Dot aequainted with, "'hat Britain aye up in heart, courage, and generons
geotlemun woylg DOt even receive g CIVil answep SYmpathy.” QOp1 fays tha Attorney General, you
from tle Whigs, ﬁupp-ming You met to-morrow are exciting to hatred apnq i-will hetween the
Lo petition pan this Subjeet, perhiaps yoy thisk King’s Subjects !  Apg this "you myse and by
You have g right to Petition 2 Yoo have not, The - your verdict—it

Lord Lieutennut has only to jssua o

I8 Dot the only difficulty you
vures lines of a  have to enconnra . I return  ¢o the mogde
Proclamation, nnd if afeer thut you Presume to us.
semble, You go

ali—unf Procuring it peace-
o gaol upon retarning from o ably and Without violating foy law., Attend
meeling go assembled -

i And wonld oot Your bload to me, my cuuutrymeu-—-nﬂend to  me you
boil with Indignation gt the insult offered to You Lave pfteq listened to My volce and taken my

KBS 7 And, yet, instead of the descrip- Counsel. [ can Once again Proudly, becansa truly,
Hon of n writeps feelings being treated with a Fepeat, that no man ever wys sorry for nbserving

SHEEr upon such a subject, should it got rather Lia Iny advice gn political affairs, My object now jq
tiken ag 5 pProof of Kis honest sincerity p to show how We are to repea] the Unijon. It
Proceed with the Publication ;¢ To these PEr= - 8eems’to me that there are tijese two Preliminary
*ons I readily m:knuwlmlgﬂ that an offence hag measures necessary, before e Can arrive gt thae
been com miited against a'] the great Principles of state of moral ang political organization (under the
the constitution, apd against the people of Ireland, now éxisting law) which i« Fequisite in  opdep to
oo deep to e fiy 1e] tuhuevurfurgh produce the Repeal jn the only manpep in
ven. Therap kling woung cavsed IJ_}'DHHUHEHinjll‘iﬁcﬂ which we seek it—that is, wi
and Whig despotism (ol the evep odious W'higt ') out blood.»

I'his, recollect, is in the Publication
I8 too L':n.:m'm:huhl;; ¢ Is this a libe)] 2 which you are to try as » libel,
Perliaps the my 0 day that it ig Pass a long eulogium upon  himself,
§0 will tomorr Sent to gaol, I do not say it will not be g libel —he
do any snch Lhing; if they did self, und what jg worse, he Nay praise
Juld be gp bad as o pParty to he Worthy of other; who do pog deserve it, aad yet it
iend ¢ My, Crampton) wi

; he may do evep this, and Syco-
blication Phant Jike 5.

and the friends of
in heart, Courage,

iberty in Great Britain are
courage and S°nerous  sympg.
le iutentions Jajd in the indictment
y Genera] 4re, and you are tg find
ém on your oaths, that this letter

¢ may fawn upep those in power aud
proceeds :—s« y ¢t 1 am cool, and quiet, and deli- urge them on to prosecu
berate ;3 o Lursts of passion gyx

tions, and Yet it will poe
Yy My soul; ng he g libel. Again [ pead this Passage for yoy—
fervent epithets of eXecration born in my descrip. < g, produce

the repenl in the only m
tion of individual venality, proflgacy op folly. No; which we seek it—that ; ;

I console myself, and [ ym Consoled by the Cer-  out blpod.» I foel pleasure jq reading thgt
tainty that the great mea = Passage twice, for the iudir:lmmt rhﬂrges that this
ration js advance( by worst and  publication Was written with the intentjon of carry -
inostg mnirgnunt enemies j ; 1
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measures is the suppression of ¢ Whitefeet’ ont-
rages. I use the word ¢ Whitefeet,” because it js
the last name assumed by the miscreant wretches
who have, in so many shapes, and for so
many years, plunged variong parts of Ire-
lJand iu horrible erimes against property, and
staived our country with the turpitude, the atrocity,
gnd the demoniacal repetition of murder; crimes
demanding the vengeance of man, and, alas,
bringing down the punishment of God. Long and
long since would Ireland have shaken off the yoke
of ber worst grievances hut that her friends aredis-
heartened, disgusted, and almost silenced, by
reason of the commission of ¢ Whitefeet’ crimes,
whilst every enemy of Ireland is strengthened
end fortified Dy the matural and necessary con-
sequences of that criminality. The present An-
glesey gagping bill could never have been intro-
fuced—hbase and worthless as the 'ﬂ"hign are—
et they never could have introduced (he present
despotic bill, but for the color and pretext afforded
them by the atrocious murders of the villainous
‘Whitefeet.” Oor first concern, therefore, is, to
it down ¢ Whitefeet outrages. In that sentj-
neot every patriotic Irishman concurs. I will,
amy futore letters, develope that organization
f the * Volunteers,” which, without violating the exist-
ng * Algerine’ “law, must enable us to contribute effec-
willy to terminate the predial crimes now called * White-
fetism.” In the mean time, it is the duty of every ho-
st [rishman to exert all his facolties and energies to
pod down ¢ Whitefeetism.” Wherever any of us have in-
luence let it be directed to this object. Let each of us,
1his own sphere, redouble all former exertions to this
ject—und, above ull, let us Impress on the mind of
rerybody within our reach the impossibility of ever giv-
¢ freedom to Irveland, whilst ¢ Whitefeet’ crimes conta-

wate, degrade, and weaken our native land.” | have

al that entire passage for you. I now ask vourselves

\there one amongst you who wonld be ashamed of being
eauthor of that passage ? Is there a man amongst you

wwould not feel indignation if he had composed thae _

ssage, at any improper molive being assigned to
@ an writing it 2 What s manifestly the ob-
ol the writer? Is it not to put down]Whitefeet
noes, and every species of outrage 7 Isit not plain
‘At he who wrote that passage was desirous to remove
- great canse from which those crimes, these borrible
“mes, find their origin—that he twishes to make an ah-
teelsm more rare than even before the Union took
e’ Is it not manifest that he wishes to combine all
¥alers of the Union for that desirable object—the re-
Wog of the causes that lead to Whitefeet outrages 2.
Swy opinion that the man who has an estate in Ire-
‘dahould be hound to live onit. One of the old [rish
“utes required residence upon preperty in this coun.
vorthey inflicted a penuity of 75 per cent, upon the
*dlee proprietor. Nine tenths of the estatesin Ire.
dwere, I can tell you, granted upon that condition —

" ®lates of the Earl of Wexford, now inherited by the
ﬂfll'féhr{-wshur}', were, in the reign of Henry the VIII,
MO away from the former by the Crown, because the
XS of 75 per cent. as an absentee had become so
™ 25 1o render the estate no longer worth retaining
e who then possessed it. This is what we make n
L of discassion, This ig all that is discussed in the
4 that has been prosccuted—it seeks to put down
Ulefent disturbanees, and ouirages of every kind—it
'l-”u do that by bringing back the landlords to Ire-
:. od thys establishing thronghout the country the
of &ll local militias, a resident geutry, surrounded
Ehﬁ?ﬂ tenantry, supporting them, and being sup-
i 'm ; and thus giving the most efficient means
G esing crime, and, in fact, cutting cif the springs
utent gnq misery, from whence crimes and of.

fences flow, This is proposed to be done, while the
wicked eriminal shall suffer for the offences com mitted
against the law. God forbid that the object of the writer
should be to instigate to the committal of such crimes !
How can such an object be imputed tohim ? Are they
not spoken of with horror,and denounced with the strong-
est terms of execration ? Angd yet this is called by the law
officer of the crown, a seditions libel ! I have read tovon
the entire of that passage ; and see now what was the
spirit of the writer. I have read to yonu the repeated desire
he expresses, peaceably, legally, quietly,and constitation-
ally, to obtain Repeal.” I haye told yon what the indict-
ment charges that letter with altemptling to do, and, after
that, I ask yon, is it not mounstrous to attempt to prose-
cute such a publication > Oh 1t was the insolence of the
success of their bill—d¥ their coercion bill—their Alge-

Did you ever hear of a man who, when it suited bis own
burposes, called out, *¢ Agitate, agitate, agitate ?'"'—
(Laughter.) Ido not suppose that such a man ever
lived ; but if there ever were such a man, believe me
that the very moment that coustitutional agitation mani-
fested an anxious desire that the ground should be taken
from under the Whigs by the, removal of Whitefeet
outrages and crimes—for recollect this, that if tnose
crimes did not exist, there would be no pretence for
their “‘ unconstitutional bill ;"* there wounld be no
pretext for having such a man in all the ““ pride, pomp,
and circumstance” of a lore paramount to rule it over
the land—it is, | répeat, such a man who would at one
time call out, Agitate, agitate, ngilate"—that
would call for a prosecution against the individual who
altempted to interfere between him and that crop of
crimes which brovght such a man his harvest of power,
I amsorry to trouble you at this length, but remember
that it is my duty, and it is your's to give this casethe
most foll attention. Gentlemen, this day is an important
one—this day will he marked as most mwomentous in the
sad story of our common country, and will be a bright
and shining spot, lumining the paze of Irisl bistory-—
the first dawn of the opening day of light and heat,
bringing with it the genuine glow of kindliness, mutual
attachment to each other, and general prosperity to this
long-divided and unfortunsate land. How does the fancy
of realising such a scene cheer and animate me ! [ feel
I am not gifted with any thing of poetical inspirations ;
but I am urged on by the ardent desire to see my conntry
a nation. My heart feels and my tongue utters but the
one sentiment. Some of us were born when Ireland was a
nation, and I trust that [ shal] Hot go to my grave unti| I
see Ireland a nation again. * The second preliminary is
one of more easy attainment—it s to conciliate all classes
and persuasions of Irishinen towards each other. [
have the liveliest happiness in being able to state that the
approximation of Irishmen (Protestants, Orangemen, and
Catholics) towaras each other is Progressing with a ra-
pidity which exceeds My expectations, and almost equals
my ardent wishes for entire and universal conciliation .’
T'his, gentlemen, this is the language which the A trorney-
General declares, and ecalls upon' yon to say, Inspires
hatred bLetween different classes of his Mujesties sub-
jects ! The writer nay too fordly anticipsate that union
and couciliation for which he here €Xpresses 8o unxious
W desire. His wish to conciliate muy, mislead bis jodg.
mentas to the fact of being able 1o accomplish it 3 bat |
ask you—I appeal to you, gentlemen, is it not hecoming
in a christian to desire that concilistion 2 It is our duty,
as we each inculcate christjan charity, to practice mu-
tual forbearance and forgiveness towards cach other.—
Blessed be God for it ! in this country our diffe.
Iénces are mere matters of speculative beligf,—
There is no sect amongst us that does not persnade
its followers to mutual charity and henevolenee —

No matter to what place of worship we mMAY repair upon

the Sunday, we all hear but the one doctrine taught—
*“ Charity and forgiveness.” With such feelings itis plain
the writer was impressed when be dictated this ietter,—
Such are the doctrines he here secks to enforce. Itisin
the same of our common Christianity he wishes all classes
of Lis countrymen to combine for the attainment of "
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most desirable object, 'The conciliation of all classes,
their entertaining feelings of charity for each other, 1s
that for which we are, as Christians, all bound most de-
voutly to desire, and most sincerely to pray for. Itis
this sentiment which ruus chrough the entire composition,
let it be taken altogether, and you will find that is the

great endaimed at. It is not one particular phrase you

are te found your verdict upon—it is upon the whole pub-
lication—look at it from the beginning to the end, and
you will see that the inculcation of charity {is the burden
of the song, and is the spirit of the entire composition ;
““ Thereare, to be sure, some who continue obdyrate and
prejudiced 3 but the number is daily diminishing, and,
even in the North, the Orangemen are—many of them at
least—beginning to perceive that, whilst as Protestants
they have nothing to fear, they, as Irishmen, have every-
thing to gain from the establishment of a domestic legis-
Iature in Ireland " Yes, I proclaim, I announced it ; I
¢o 50 in the name of that God, in whose presence you
have been sworn this day, that if I thought Protestants
had anything to fear from the restoration of her parlia-
ment to Ireland, there breatlies not a Protestant in Ire-
land who would more strougly or strénuously oppose re~
peal thanl should. Let any man who thinks it would in-
jure Yrotestants cone out on me with argnments, and
stiow me that it would do so, and I shall at oncejoin with
him in opposing the vepeal of the Union. Let me ask
you here, is it not plain that the object of the writer is
notto mjure any class, but to promote the good of all ;
to put en end to the discontent and to the despair which
displry themselvestoo frequently in the crimes of a most
wrelcicd and migerable peasantry. To put au end to the
despair, to remove the discontent, and thus banish the
cemmittal of crime, are the objects of the writer.—
Stand, then, between us, honest Protestant jurors—stand
Letween us—stand between the péople of Ireland and
this Whig prosecution ; let them obtain from you
protection, and when the Whigs call upon you for
a verdict, point to the North, the South, and the
VWest, «nd ask them what compensation are they about to
give for the sacribiee they ask of vou this day. Remem-
ber, 'rotestast jurors, that if vou make us the sacrifice
to-day you will yoursclves be sacrificed to-morrow, and
the Whies will ride lords paramount over this beautiful
and too long eppressed country. "*“ Fellow-countrymen
-~ These arc now your greatest and most paramountdu-
ties—First——""0 put down, now and for ever, Whitefeet
crimes and outvages. Second—To reconcile to each other,
aud to bury in eternal oblivion, the dissension between
Protestants, Catholics, and Orangemen, shewing toall that
they bave a general as well as individual, and au equal in-
terest o the regeneration of our now unhappy,impoverish-
ed, and,alas, most grosslyinsulted and oppressed country.”
1hese, gentlemen, are the two duties inculcated in this
letter. There is a libel for you! Yes, a libel it must he ;
for 1t says the first duty of the people is to put down
Whitefeet outrages ! Who isthat that will tell me—who
will presume to tell me, that this isa libel 2 If any man
will dare to tell me so, he must be an odious Whig—he
nmust e one interested in the perpetration of crime, and
whose advantage it is to see the country disturbed. No
Irishiman will, I am certain, so think—none will sanction
such an opinion with their verdict. Those who now
would crush us, will not spare you'; and if you lend your
weight to the machinery of the oppressor, although voa
way be thelast to suffer, be certain that your turn of the
wheel will certsinly come round. The first duty, the
writer says, that the people have to discharge, is, to put
down \Whitefeet outrages, What is the second ? To con-
cilinte all classes of Irishmen. Are Bible-battles for ever
to be perpetuated ?  Are the phrases of dissention to bhe
for ever continued—ure they to be constantly hurled
rgainst each other 2 Is this charity ? Is this, I ask,
corun o n sense 2 No—it is my wish to convert all—to
prevent the Catholic from abusing the Protestant, and the
Frotestant from abnsing the Catholic. It isnct by abuse
that either gect of Christians can convert the other—
the sincere Christian, the man who firmly believes in the
faith that e professes, never does so.  Every man thinks
that bis own persuasion Is true, aud Le never cen be con-
vinced it is otherwise by the unmeasured reviliog of his

erced. Itis our duty, as Christians, to conciliate each
other ; for until the battle is over—until the abuse and
vilification ceases, ‘¢ the still small voice’ of reason is
never heard, the ears of cach are closed against it, and
we are deaf as adders to its admonitions! What, then, is
the duty inculcated here ? To put down Whitefeet of-
fences, and to conciliate all classes of Christians ; and
yet this publication, it is said, is intended to promote
dissensions, and to carry a measure by intimidation and
force, and you, you gentlemmen of the jury, are called
upon to swear that such were the intentions of the wri-
ter. I am mocking you when I say this. They were
dreaming when they thought they could get you to do
this. The imported Whigs and the exported Whigs, of
every class, know us not when they suppose they couid
get you to do this. But, then, they look for your ver-
dict. You will tell them by that verdict, we will not be
made your instruments to-day, that we muy be your vie-
tims to-morrow. ‘I'hey do not know you, gentlemen ;
but they will know by this trial, and your verdict, that
the delusion is over ; the schemeis atan end. Your con-
sciences will answer the appeal that I am now making to
you, and they will find, thatin the attempt to make Irish-
men enslaved, they will not beaided by Irishmen helping
to crush each other. Those are now failing, and rest ail
upon your verdict to stay their fall ; let your answer to
them be, mind your own domestic concerns, and leave
us to manage ours, "I now come to the most interesting
part of my subject—the mode of continuing, without any
violation of the * Anglesey gagging bill,’ our national
exertions to procure the Repeal. We must not
violate the law.” Oh, what a libel that is ! * We must
keep within the strict bounds of the statute, But we
can, within these bounds, continue and even extend our
peaceable exectious forthe Repeal. I know the spirit
of Irish patriotism is still ¢ unfading and warm,’ and so
long as that spirit reigns paramount in the breasis of the
honest men of Ireland I will take care that itshall not
want the mode or the means of working out the political
saivation of the ever-loved and lovely land of our birth.”
Yes, my heart aspirales, my tongue prcaounces such
language as that ; to the political salvation of my na-
tive country every wish of my heart; every exertion is
devoted, and they shall be used to secure her independ-
ence. It is by thespiritof conciliationI wish to be guided,
It is by Protestants and Catholics beieg conciliated-—it is
by uniting together that we shall become too strong for
the oppressions of those who are our Eommon enemny —
This day will decide much, and yonr verdict will deter-
mine many things for your country. Give me but the as-
sistance - give me but the honest suppors of your ver-
dict, and it will enable me to do much for Ireland, while
those who have heretofore used vou as instruments, will
be found counting you as friends, as they can no longer
hope to make you their victimis. There are here five or six
passages in the publication which I should willingly
pass cver, as I presume they do not form the subject of
the prosecution, and I would certainly omit them but that
I am to be followed by the Solicito¥-General, and ke, in
his cundour, might aver that I had purp.sely omited
them. 7Tue paragraphs are these :—*‘‘ The Volunteers
can aid, but they shall not be the only legal body to ag-
vance the interests and the rights of Ireland, However,
in order to understand fully the safety and security, ns
well as the utility of iy plans for continuing wholesome
agitation underthe Algerine law, it is necessary that I
should point out briefly some of the oischiefs which
that law does nNor perpetrate. Let it be recollects
ed that in this letter I am treating of the law i
districts not proclaimed to be in a state of disturb-
ance and outrage, that is, not Whitefeet districts —
In all other districts, save those contaminated by * White -
feet,’ the Algeriuve bill, as it left the committee of the
House of Commons, and was ultimately passed, has these
circumstances of witigation about it :—First —it gives no
power to the magistracy over meetings of any kind.—
Understand, the magistrates have no authority whatso-
ever given them under this act. A magistrate cannot
probibit or suppress any meeting under this act. He is
just where he was before this law was passed. f{tis most
mportant to observe this point, because it leaves all meet-
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{ngs which are not prohibited by an express and notified
proclamution of the Lord Lieutenant, precisely as lezal
as they have been hitherto. It is, indeed, comfortable,
amidst the gloom of discontent ratarally ‘and necessarily
created by this most unconstitutional law, to perceive this
one gleam of consolation, that all parties in the house
disclaimed the Irish magistracy as unfit to be intrusted
with any additional powers. Except amongst the extreme
irish Tories this was the universal settlement of the
bouse. Accordingly, no additional power whatever is
giveu to these unlanded animals, the Irish magistrates.—
Secondly—No mecting can be rendered illegal under this
act until it has been proclaimed by the Lord Lieutenant,
and that proclamation notified to the persons so meeting,
Tuereare, therefore, under this act, two ingredients ne-
cessary to make a patriotic meeting illegal.  The first isa
proclamation by the Lord Lieutenant 3 the second is a
notificationof that proclamation to the persons intended to
be affected by it. This-is clearly a great improvement
tn this act ofer the * Wellivgton Algerine act,” und I
‘must claim the merit—because I believe it to be mine—
of suggesting- this improvement. It is, to be sure,
meiancholy and heart rending to think, that notwith-
standing this amendment, yet the Lord Licuteasant may,
under this most unconstitutional law, prohibit and ren-
aer illegal, by hLis nofified proclamation, the most useful,
Luc most necessary, nay, the most charitable meeting of
{rislunen. ltis, indeed, deplorable beyond the powers of
language to be obliged to confess that a psendo reformed
parliament should have given such a power as this to any
Lord Lientennat—for example, to so unwise a person as
Lord Anglesey. It is a power which no lover of liberty
would give to the wiscst and best of mankind ; hat the
parllament that gave it is—thank leaven ——suliciently
ulien from Ireland. Thirdly—the power of the Lord
Licutenant is confined to rendering a meeting illezal—
observe ¢ @ meeting.' 1 say it emphatically, For exam-
Ple, the Lord Lieutenant may issue a2 proclamation to
prolitbit any weeting of ¢ the Volunteers.” After such
proclamation, any rieefing of the Volunteers would be il-
legal, and none such will take place whilst this gazzing
bulis law. But the association of the Voluntesrs wonld
not, and cannot, thus be rendered iilezsal. It will ba no
offence to continue to be a Volunteer ; I will continue to
be a Volunteer, and so will every other member of that
body who does not actually resign. Indeed, I will al-
ways boast of being and continuing a Volunteer, uotil I
see that body restored to their pristine honor and dignily
by act of parliament, and empowered by law to arm
themselves, and become the unpaid police of Ireland —
I repeat, therefore, thut the proclamation of the Lord
Lieutenant will, of course, prevent the Volunteets from
meeting ; it will render a meeting of the Volunteers il-
legal 5 butit will leave the association of the Voluntears
us legal as they were before the act: and althongh we
do not meet in any assembly, we can co-operate as indi-
viduals ; we can direct and regulate our conduct by
correspondence, especially through the newspapers, for
we have not, and never will have, any secrots.—
Thus the Volunteers can, oneand all, continue their ex-
ertions to elucidate the evils Ireland has incurced by and
from the Union—to keep alive the genial glow of patrio-
tic ardour for the repeal of that most disastrous and futal
measure, and at the same time to use their best exertions
to put down all predial outrages and crimes ; and, lastly,
to conciliate and reconcile all classes of their fellow
countrymen by burying in a gencrous oblivion all party
feuds and religious dissensions amongst Irishmen.” Lo¢
it be remembered that what is here said of the Volunteers
s equally applicable to the Conservative Society. Thal
Society has not yet been proclaimed, and is still legal ; but
it the Lord Lieutenant ehooses to proclaim it, he can,
by the coercion bill, put it down. A fter this, there are
other paragraphs which I shall pass over without com-
ment.  ‘“ Let myadvice be attended to, and ¢ the Volun=
teers’ will again shine forth in Irish bhistory. Let them
obey the law, and preserve themselves and their sacred
cause for better times. To them'is the deposit of Irish
liberty especially commended. Let this be their watch-
word and their motto—* Durate et vosmet rebus servate
secundis.” I willin this mode correspond with the Volun-

teers, and assist them to crush outrages and crimes, and

to promotesuch rational arbitrations amongst the peo-
ple as may keep them away from the petty and genéral
sessions.  But these are no more than the eutlkirts
of agitation. We must arrange under the new state of
affairsour future plan for as general a combination as
possitle, to attain, by legal and constitutional means, a
redress of Irish grievances. It will be my business to
bring that plan before the public. I will, in these my
public letters, in order to viudicate the confidence the
Voluuteers bave reposed in me, point out the modes by
which the people may be kept from despair, and the ene*
mies of the people prevented from exasperating suffer-
ing millions into madness and insurrection. We must
teach the people the paths of peace, whick alone can con-
duct them to prospérity and liberty. [ proceed to open
my plan for the liberation of Ireland from her present
thraldom, and for the restoration of ber domestic lewis-
lature. The first element, and the LEApING principle of
that planis, THE PROPER USE OF THE ELECTIVE FRANw
cuise.” This, gentlemen, isa libel ! It isa libel to
sy that the firstelement to be employed is the proper
use of the elective franchise. The people are to'4
to put down Whitefeet cutrages—to conciliate all
classes of Christians, and next to make a proper use
of the elective franchise. Who is it will say that is
is notright to nse this constitutional mode of carrying
a great principle 7 Is it not thevery thing which the con-
stitntion directs for obtaining the redress of grievances ?
And it isalibel to snzgest the use of that! Do not
suppose that I am joking—it is to be found in the words
of theindictment. ‘I'Le proper use of the ¢lestive fran-
chise is the very thing which the Whigs seck to extine
guish. The letter then says :(—** This is my first posi-
tion, Tt is absolutely nccessary that the people of [re=
land should render the elective franchise as available ay
possible.” The first step in the vew sgitation is f0 orga-
nise thie elective freuch:ze in every county, city, {own, and
borough in Ircland, ‘This species of #yitation has these
tivo great recommendations. First—it is perfectly safe.
Secondly—it must be eminently useful. It mayv be eaid
that we are only in the besioning of a parlimmnent, and,
therefore, the advantazes to ba derived from the orzani-
zalion of the eiective franchise are remote, Thisis not
80. There never was a parliament so likely to Ye short
es the present, Jn the first place, the age of the King,
and the precarious state of bis health—matters to be
spoken-of wilh respect and regret—enter as ingredionts
in our cslealation of the duration of this parlizment.—
In thesecond place, the disconnected and Leterorencous
materials of which the present wministry are composed,
reader 1t next to' impossible that they should continue
long in oflice. Ianticipatethe dissolution of the preseat
miaistry, evenbefore the end of the present session.''—
The writer, 1 admit, was wrong iu his anticipation j
but why was he wrony, because of mutual concessions
amongst the Whigs themselves, and becayse be could not
anticipate that they should bave been able to drag the re-
formed parliament throuveh the mire,because hecounld not
anticipate that theywho voted one way on ' Thursdsy, conld
be brought to vote the opposite way on the Monday fol-
lowing, These were things he counld not suppose would
possibly happen, and, therefore, was he so far weong in
his prophesy.—*¢ In the next place, the total ahandon-
ment by the present ministry of theiv oid principles ; the
trampling under foot of all those principles in the Irish
des- otism bill 3 their sacrifice of ke {rig! by jury, the
palladiom of the safety and liberty of Englishmen.’”” 1l
nat this the fact? We have no security in the trial by
jury. Have they not, gentlemen, voted you out of that
box ? * Are you there by right of the constitution ? No ;
you are merely there by sufferance. Are vour lordships
sitting there by right of common law ? Is the sncred
ermine with which you are surrounded—that emblem of
your security from all vulgar approach—are even you,
my loids, there by right > No ; you can be dismissed
from that bench without the committal of any crime by
you. There is, my lords, law for it, The Whig law
officer can quote law for it. He can put you, gentlemen
of she jury, out of that box, and he can drive you, my
lords, from that bench, and for vou he can substitute
seven or eleven red-coated men, with sashes and swords,
to decide whatever they please. Is there any appeal to

o
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you from what they have done? No matter what they
may choose to do your lordships can bave no superin-=
tendence over it. All appeal to you from them is taken
away, and you can give no relief to any one who may
suffer from their decisions, no matter bow Illlju§t their
decisions may be. And by whom has’ all this been
done ? I remember the denunciations, the thundering
exclamations, to have been raised by those very men
against the passing of the insnrrection act. Night
after night, they filled the public ear with what may be
called mere declamations about public freedom, and vet
that act, against which they exclaimed, did not turn the
judges off the bench—it did not totally abolish trial by
jury, and it gave some power to the gentry and the
magistrates, who could take part in the proceedings
of the courts established under jt. Ol ! these are
the men—these are the declaimers about public 1j-
berty, who have annihilated trial by jury—who have
superseded the bench—and these, too, are the very men
who have the audacity here to call npon vou for a con-
viction. It is not the guilt of the publication of this pa-
per they are axious to establish, they wantto make you
partners in their crime—they want to associate you with
their eriminal ministry—they want to make the Bible of
God the dagger to your reputations, I call upon you, by
the oath you have taken—I call ipon you, as you value
your repatation—I call npon you—I beseech you not to
Join in the conspiracy against Ireland. They think they
can delude you—I warn you that there is a conspiracy
against you, as well as acainst the country. Perhaps they
have promised to uphiold you. There isa man named
Coulson ; he is a government com missioner, and the ed:-
tor of the Globe newspaper. Now, what think vou bhas
this Counlson recently discovered 2>—that you, that the
Orangemen of Ireland, are a most proper, discreet class
of men, and ““ one that any government might be proud
of™  When did he make this discovery ? Just on the
eve of the present prosecution. Now, Ican tell youn,
and you may remember the fact, that some one of the mi-
nistry somewhere suid that  the Orangemen were but
the brokeu remnant of g contemptible faction.” But,
then, the question was suddenly to be tricd here, and
taen it was discovered by this Whig placeman, who ig
the conductor of g newspaper, that the Orangemen are
the best men in the world. Ihave read somewhere of this
vhirase, I believe it was in an Orange newspaper, ¢ very
iine Rummery,” (Laughter.) Ts this like the conduet
of hovest men > put it to you, Protestant gentlemen,
what isthe meaning ol this phrase ? Why shonld it be in -
serted now 2 We have heard a good deal to the contrary
from the same quarter ; but the moment this prosecution
15 recommenced, then itis thata government hireling dis-
covers that ““oh ! the Orangemen are the sweetest peo-
ple in the world.” (Laugbter.) That was done for the
occasion. The packet will come in to-morrow; let us
sec what it will say. The trial will thep be over, and

the Orangemen will be as black as ever in the columns of

the Glibe. You may from this perceive un exam-
ple of the way in which the Whigs suppose they
¢an manage this conntfy. ¢ Their sacrifice of
the last resource of the wretched, the right to com-
plain—their sweeping indemnity to the military,
aud subjecting them to no other punishment save
by courts-martial—these, the leading features of
the Irish despotism bill, sink deep into the minds
of the thinking and reasoning part of the Brifish
community, and are silently but rapidly produc-
izg such sentiments of disgust and abhorrence of
tie present ministry in the public mind of this
country, that it isnot possille they should continue
long in office. Add to this, that this ministry has
done nothing—is doing nothing— promises nothing
to the suffering and overburdened people of Eng-
‘and, who were led to expect confidently preat pe-
lief irom the reform bill, and are getting none ag
ail.  But the faults of this minlstry ave not merea

ly of a negative qnality. They have committed
actnal errors, which the people of England ecal)
crimes—they have refused an inquiry into the dis.
tress of the people ! |—they have refused an in-
quiry into thepracticability of a plan to relieve pro-
ductive industry from taxation, by placing taxa-
tion upon property alone ! ! l—they have determined
to continue naval nnd military sinecures ! ! !—and,
lastly, they have totally refused to abolish flogging
in thearmy ! !! These are the doings of a re.-
forming miuistry, in the first session of a reformed
parliament. Well may the people of England
ask, ©ifthese things he done in the green woor,
what will be done in the dry 2 Believe me this
ministry caonot stand.” I do repeatit. Believe
me this ministry cannot stand—-« They will shrink
out of office amidst the shouts of indignation of ali
parties ”  This, gentlemen, is a libel ! It most
be a libel, and I will tell you why— because it is
perfectly true. It was said once that the more
true anything was, the more libellous. They have,
however, reserved for another occasion, indicting
us for this species ef libel, ¢ This ministry must
s0on be dissolved.” This, in the eye of a placeman,
is & ranklibel. The complacency of a placeman
is offended at it, and the complacency of my learn-
ed friend, the Solicitor-Geners), arises, I suppose,
from his former ferocity as a patriot. (Laugh-
ter.) He is, I assare youn, amost admirable Repeal-
er, and he wished very much to add 1o the number
of Irish representatives ( Langhter.) ¢ This
ministry must soon be dissolved.” Itis impossi-
ble to go back to Toryism. We are one hundrad
years, as years reckon in political life, beyond
the possible restoration of Toryism. KLet us,
then, be prepared for the event. 'The aissolu-
tion of this ministry necessarily leads to the
dissolution of the parliaument. Let us then,
and from this moment prepare for the event.
This is my first step in the new agitation, —
I must be the prime agitator myself. Without
cooperation it is, ef course, that I should be
powerless 3 but with the eid of a fow horest and
active men in each locality, the people shall and
can be ready for a vew election—to promote their
friends, andto punish their enemies. Lthiok I may
pledge myself that I will opeuly, and in the face of
the day, organize this ¢ agitation,” without any
infringement of the Algerine act.” My secoud
letter shall be devoted to the details of my plan ;
and I before-hand invite criticism and remark,
friendly or unfriendly ; T will weigh well every ob-
jection, and yield to those which appear to me to
be supported with good reasons or incapable of
being obviated. The conduct of the Irish mem-
bers, during the discussions on the gagging bill, is
fresh in every recollection. 'There has been a
faithful band, true to their every engagement and
pledge. There have been instances of violation of
every duty which serve to degrade our very nature
that there should have been found buman beings
capable of such conduct, All these we will weigh
in our coolest moments, when irritation has gone
by, and when we can calimly calculate the erime
that has been committed, and the politieal punish-
ment which ought to fullow. My first step is,




(herefore, to organize the means of serving and
sustaining friends, and of flinging off enemies. Let
ns, then, begin the new agitation with the nrgani-
gzation of the elective franchise. It will require
frommeminuteness ofdetailand greatperseveraunce.
I promise to bring both to the task. My next
letter will develop those details., In the mean
time, the patriotic men who intend to cooperate
with me will commence by prozuriog an accura‘e
knowledge of the state of the registry in their re-
spective parishes and baronies. For the present,
[ say mo more on this subject, save this, that I
begin with a subject quite safe and most useflul.—
I am convinced I shall receive abundant assistance.
[ cannot conclude this my first letter to the people
of Ireland, enslaved as they are by the first act of
a reformed parliament, without making a passing
remark on more recent events, It is true that we
have got rid of Stanley, who was, at least, consist-
ent in his opinions—Dbut, then, we have got Hob-
house, who has been a ferocious patriot, and is now a
complaisant placeman. I do no know that Ireland
can have goined much by the change. Hobhouse,
Lowever, has one consolation, he cannot possibly be
worseto Ireland than Stanley. Iam inducedto think
the less favorably of Hobhouse from his speech at
the hustings. It is attributed to him to have
been guilty of the inconceivable absurdity of mak-
ing these two assertions :— First—* That the Irish
people would, within three months, discover, that
this bill (meaning the despotism bill) was for
their good.” 'There i3 a profound statesman for
you—for our good ! !'! to deprive us of the very
first principles of the constitution ! ! —FOR OUR
Goop ! ! != Poor man ! what a wretched exhibi-
tion of that species of valgar assumiption of the
superiority of English over Irish intel]lect does this
assertion exhibit. Poorman ! For our good!!!
—aye, just as the slave-driver in the West Indic.
uses the lash on the bare back of theexpiring negro
—for his good. The second assertion was—* That
within the same three months he would so redress
Irish grievances as to be the most popular man in
that country.’ See what anadequate idea he has
of bis own powers on the one hand, and of the
effects of seven centnries of misgovernment on the
other ! 1 ! What a heaven-born statesman we have
got amongst us—within three months, surround-
ed by Tories, Conservatives, monopolists, and the
Attorney-General ; having, in addition, Lord An-
glesey to manage, and Lord Plunkett to satisfy,
he is to work miracles of conciliation and kind.
ness by the light of his sweet snd gracious coun-
tenance, Yell done, little Cam ! ! ! as Cobbett
calls him. Now, I have as good a right to be-
come ‘“ Pastorini” as little Cam has, and I vene.
ture to prophesy that Ireland will not derive any
one benefit, or date any one advantage from the
secretaryship of Sir John Cam Hobhouse.” Cer-
tainly, the writer was not astray as far asrespects
Sir John Cam Hobhouse, and prophesied truly of
him. The publication which is prosecuted, thus
concludes :—*¢ But when the interests of a great
nation ~its liberty and prosperity are at stake—
when a generous and long-oppressed people, in-
stead of relief, are afforded only Algerine acts and
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gagging bills, it is unpardonable to consnme time
in commenting on the flies that are whirled round
on the wheels of the state machine, although those
flies shonld imagine that it was they that turned
the wheel which merely carries them round. For
the present, I conclude with the repetition of my
oft-given advice to the people—no riot, no violence,
po erime. But, above all things, no despair.—
WEe are BiGaT MILLIONs.” I congratulate you,
gentlemen, that the letter is not longer ; but I have
read it all for you carefully, and I ask you has it
not been wrongly described in the indictment?—
The leading idea contained in it is the repeal of
the Union. I do not want to say that you are
repealers ; but that it shall be an open question.
That letter seeks the sappression of Whitefeet -
disturbances and outrages, and that there shall
be no riot, no vioclence, no crime. I ask you, on
your oaths, is not this ashort description of the
entire publication 7 I do not argue as to the taste
or talent displayed in this letter ; but I appeal
to you, is not that, and that only, a correct abstract
of the entire publication? If any man should
follow me and attempt to weigh single words, or
comment on particular phrases, I tell you that
you are bound to take the entire. Was it unfair
—was it improper to give the advice contained in
this publication ? Oh! I indignantly deny it, un-
less, indeed, it be guilt to put down outrages,
which would be used for an increaue to the power
of the Whigs ; for unless there were those crimes
their powerwould be extinct. Let there be an
end to the dissensions which have degraded us
equally, and divided us from each other. Let us
do that, and their domination is for ever at an
end. Let them, I say, no longer delude us—let
them no longer succeed by playing off one party
against the other—Ilet them not treat us as if we
were madmen confined in a lanatic asylum —indulg-
ing one ward to-day, and treating with harshness
another ward to-morrows If we are not mad, we
will not lend ourselves to such an ipsane
svstem of government. We have a coau-
try—we had a country once, and we ought to have
one. There is not a more lovely land on the face
of the earth. There is none in which ths annual
profits taken from the soil is so great. God has
blessed her with a soil teeming with un-
counted millions—her fields are covered with plenty
—in them the green stalk leans under its over-
Joaded ear—the grunaries are filled —the stores
for corn are bursting their lofts—the land gives
to man its choicest treasures, and yet, oh ! yet,
famine threatens with its blighting aspect to assail
us—tae wretched potato crop is onesthird defici-
ent. The miserable food on which the population
depend is failing—the season has been pleatiful,
and still starvation is coming. Why is this 7—
Because the abundance of the land is of no avail
to its people—the poor man yields it all up to the
landlord, to be collected in rents, which are ex-
pended in England, France—in any other country
but Ireland. Upon every parish door in the coun-
try it is proclaimed, it is proclaimed to the people
the increase is not for you—as well for you, if
there had been a blighted season, and s if the
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vengeful hand of the Deity had mildewed everyear of
corn, and blighted the Jand with sterility—famine,
people of Ireland, famine is abroad. . Why? Be-
cause Irelaud is a province instead of being a pa-
tion. This is the language of the barrister that
nddresses you. There was another barrister, and
his name will long live in the memory of his coun-
try. How did he speak of the Union, Isitin the fee-
ble language ? Is jt in the humbleness of tone of
him who asks, atleast, that starvation should not be
eternal—that the Irish peasant should not for ever
depend upon a wrecthed vegetable. Obh ! I ask,
I entrcat, that famine may not Le perpetual and
misery bereditary in the country. Aunother bar-
rister speaks of the Union—mark what he says of
it. ‘I seenothing in the Union but one question
—will you give up the country ? = I forget for a
moment the unprincipled meaes by which the
Uunion hps been prompted, and I look on it simply
as England reclaiming in a moment of our weak-
ness that dominion which we extorted from her
in a moment of onr virtue.” Who was it said that ?
The member for Callan—Charles Kendal Bushe.
Oh ! that 1 had Lis language, or that I could
compare in power with that man, Bat what else
does Lie say? ““ A dominion which she uniformly
abused, which invariably oppressed and impo-
verished us, and from the assercion of which we
date all our prosperity.” Why, here is aathority
for my saying that the independence on the Irish
legislature was extorted from England—that the,
English
it was by an exertion of our virtue that we ob-
tained an independent legislature. Is it not the
property of virtue to be eternal as the God it re-
presents ¢ Ifit wasa * virtue” in 1782 to extort
our independence—can it be a crime to argue
about it now ? Are. Irishmen. so depraved that
they should consider mere argument vpon such a
subject improper ?—bhut .I will not do you the
wrong of supposing that yon think so. Recollect,
We want not to extort Repeal—we are the sons of
@ more miseruble race and we dare not think of
any such thing—we are content pitifully to argue
the question, and miserably to entreat.—\We do
not even. attempt to follow the course which has
been approved of by the member for Callan, Let
it be for as humbly to beseech for our rights ; but
do mnot you, Protestant jurors, interpose yours
selves between the regeneration of the country,
and the blessings which Providence intended for
her.  Perbaps the - contract of the Unjon was vo-
luntary—perhaps it was one volantarily agreed to,.
and which no. man should dare to violate. But
before I proceed to argue that, let me call your
attention to the following passage :—*¢ But you
are to be improved into British manners and
tish  customs !
Britain, I am not ready to give up the Irish cha-
racter, or to make a sacrifice for the change,
is it by Englishmen coming here that the change
is to be effected 7 I answer, how will the trans-

porting our legislature, our men of fortune, and.

men- of talgutsinvite them?  Will men come with
& view of profit to settle in a country, at a moment
when the principal customers, who may be in their

dominion was always used to oppress, and

met
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contemplation, are in the act of leaving that coun-
try and goiog to them ?”” DMost truly indeed was
it said bere, that it was folly to expect from
a Union with Eugland that English capital
would come here, when by that Union the
customers by whom that capital would be
circulated would be tuken from wus. The
speaker then adds—‘“ Mr, Pitt says, it will
give to Ireland the common use of British capi-
tal, will identify Ireland with England, and so
forth ; those general, unsupported expressions
have no. meaning,” In another place he says,
when speaking of the Uaion, * You talk of its
restoring tranquillity—it is but talk. Will taking

men of property out of the country doit—will a
plan full of the seeds of jealowsy and discontent

effect it 7 Will depriving a nation of the liberty
it has acquired, and to which it is devoted, ensure
content 7 If religious jealousies disturh its quiet,
are they to be allayed by a British parliament ?
No, Sir ; leave oar own concerns to our own par-
liament—we are equal to their mavagement ; and
we will not yield in wisdom, liberality, patriotism
or firmness fo any parliament that can sit in Bri-
tain, formed on new speculations unknown to the
constitution.” 'This is the language of John
Foster, a man whose character is well known to
you. Ian describing the Union, he says—*¢ The
Union secks to take away our parliament, eur

freedom, and our prosperity. The Catholic is

equally a native of Ireland, equally bound by
duty, by inclination to his country ; he sees with
us the danger of the attack, and he joins with the
Protestant to prevent its approach.” Blessed be
God ! I did join with the Protestant in preventing
its approach, and proud [ am to think that that
was the first act of my political life.  He proceeds,
*“ The Catholic joins with the Protestant to pre-
vent its approach, and save the constitution ;
he is wise in doing so—all differences are lost,
they are asleep in the common cause; he joins
heart to heart with his fellow subjects to oppose .
the common enemy.” This, recollect, is the lan-
guage of John Foster ; buthe goes on to say of
the Upion : ** This damnable, destructive, and I
had alnost said, deceitful measure ; if I were to
ransack every dictionary in the English language,
I could not find words strong enough to express
my abhiorrence of the plan, or my dread of its fa-
tal consequences.” Is such a passage as this per-
mitted to be printed ? It may perhaps be said,
that the language here quoted was used in parlia-
meunt. It cerainly was ; but then it was published
afterwards, and could it "not, I ask, have been
by ., an indictment ? Recollect it was
the measure that was so denounced that is alluded
toin the publication upon which you have to deter-
mine. The result of the 'decision this day will
determine whether we are to be at liberty even to
discuss that question. -~ Will you put yourselves

between the people and that discussion ? I shall
.read the opinion of another upon the Union :—

‘““ But it is the sincere conviction of my mind, that
the proposed Union, the inflicting so deep a wonnd
io our national pride, the death of our parliament
the reducing a powerful, growing kingdom, to a
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small and petty member of the empire, will mul=-
tiply and invigorate the friends of the French con-
pection, and dishearten, disgust, alienate and di-
minish the friends to the British interest, ‘Who
are they whose pride and consequence will be most
humbled ? the loyal and spirited yeomen and gen-
try, wWho have fought and bled in sopport of our
constitution as is now stands. Who will leave the
country, or swell the list of absentees, (@ conse-
quence which the advoeate for Union admits,) the
wretched, corrupted rabble, with the profligate
conspirators—or the loyal and powerful  nobility
and gentry 7 Five and twenty of the principal
nobility, eighty or ninety of the first gentlemen,
necessarily withdrawn to attend parliament ; add
to these all who will be attracted by interest, or
seduced by pleasure, or sickened at the deserted
streets of Dablin.” This is the opinion of a gentle-
man of the Irish bar—this is the opinion of a gen-
tleman named Richard Jebb. This is the opinion
of one who was afraid of the Union, and who traly
propliecied that the death of our parliament would
be thé reducing of a powerful, growing kingdom,
to & small and petty member of the empire.
also says, that ¢ every one, in short, who could
commind, reclaim, or soothe a wretched peasantry
will be lost to Irelaund, and the kingdom will be-
come one vast barrack, for military force will be
the only one left to keep down our corrupted and
licentious people.” Why then was not the pro-
phet listened to? And if his prophecy has been
realised—if a powerful and growing kingdom has
been transferred into a petty member of the em-
pire—if it was patriotism and virtue to announce
this, shall it be sedition and libel to struggle to do
away with it. ~ Surely the man who struggles to
serve his country onght not t) be denounced as
seditious and a libeller, when his aim and his ob-
ject is to give to the wretthed peasant the protec-
tion of the gentry, to restore capital to Ireland,
and before all, and ahove all, to make Ireland,
instead of being a petty and a paltry province, a
great and growing kingdom 7 Yes, we are too
big to be a province— we have it in our power to
be a nation—we are sofficiently strong to be so,
and it is now in your hands whether that struggle
should proceed as we would wish it, or whether you
will, as far as you can, sacrifice it to the present
administration. 1 hope the consummation of this
trial will be the generous ginking of all differences
amongst ourselves. There are some more passages
which I shall read for you. TheauthoritythatIquote
from stands so high that you cannot but respect it.
He says, “ You may make the Union binding as a
law, but you cannot make it obligatory on con-
science, It will be observed as long as England
is strong ; butresistance to it will be in the ab.
stract 'a duty ; and the exhibition of that resist-
ance will be a mere question of prudence.” Non
meus hic sermo, It is not I who put forwardsuch
opinions. Recollect what is said, * You may
make the Union binding as a law, but you cannot
make it obligatory on conscience. It will be ob-
served as long as England is strong ; but resistance
to it will be in tleabstracta duty, and the exbhi-
bition of that resistance will be a mere question of
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Who was it said that, gentlemen of
the jury 7 Was he an ignoraat, an unenlightened
man ? Waé hé a mere country gentleman? NoO;
Le was one of the first constitutional lawyers the
country ever saw ; and hiowever I may differ from

bim on political subjects, no man is more willing to

prudence.”

~admit than I am his great legal knowledge and

research. The gentleman who said this was the
He is not a

man of flippant character—he is not one of mer-
curial tempérament ; but he is'one particularly

“'distinguished for calcalating good sense—he is " a

man ‘who weighs his words and the even tenor of
whose way could not be lightly shaken by circum-
stances. He is literally a steady man, and there
is his opinion deliberately given—that the Union
could not bind our consciences, aud that cesistance
to it is a duty. Oh ! T warn those who urge On
this prosecution of the consequences of what they
are doing. We speak not of resistance; we talk
not of tarning out in the field or of formiug
battalions. No ; our only 'olject is to con-
public sentiment, to embody
the public mind, and to enforce our right by
means of the elective franclise. We seek,
too, to abolish' religious fends and to put an
end to all dissensions. Why, then, my God I
have our rulers been so mad as to bring on this
prosecution ? Their hope is in you ; our pro-
tection isin the trial by jury, and I hope that those
who calculate, they will be able to suppress the
agitation of Repeal by means of you, will find
themselves disappointed. If the verdict be against
us here, the agitation for Repeal may assume a
more apgry form ; but, I'trust, that under the angel
wing of trial by jury it willbe protected, and that
what was meant for the injury of Repeal will only
lead to its advantage. ~ I will now réad oné or two
passages for you—** Take up any volume of your
statutes upon that table, you will find the mu-
nicipal acts of parliament in the proportion of more
than forty to one to the imperial ; whathas within
the memory of many men alive changed the Tace
of your land ? 'What has covered a country of
pasture with tillage? What has intersected an
impassable country with roads 7 What has vearly
connected by inland navigation the eastern channel
with the western ocean ? A resident parlinment.
This is not theory—look at your statutes and your
journals, and there is not one of those improve-
ments which you canunot trace to some document of
your own publi¢ spirit now upon that table, and to
no other source or cause under heaven. Can this be
supplied in Westminster ?—could a committee of
this house make a road to Yorkshire ? No ; no-
thing can supply a resident parliament, watchiog
over national improvement, seizing opportunities,

‘encouraging manufacture, commerce, science, eda-
‘cation, and agriculture, applying instant remedy

to instant mischief, mixing with the constituent
body, catching the sentiment of the public mind,

“reflecting public opinion, acting upon its impulse,

and regulating its excess, And yet a superior
view of the danger of this measure would ' tempt
me to abandon that argument as comparatively
light and insignificant ; it appears principally for-
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midable to me, as removing the control of power,

and as leaving not a vestige of the British consti-
tution in the kingdom. What form of govern-
ment is to be left in this country after a Unlon ?
A proviocial despotism, and nothing else—every
fanction of pewer will be resident, and the control
of power will be remote—a Lord Lieutenant at the
bead of an executive government perfect in all its
branches, a distinct army, judicature, church and
revenue, is to govern this country, and he is to be
controlled by what? By a parliament in West-
minster—call this government by what name youn
please, it is not the British constitution.” The
member for Callan says this happily and well, and
goes on to say :—*‘Perhaps at some futnre day
the various departments of the state may be filled
with men selected for corruption and incapacity ;
and if that were to Le the case, I ask yon, where
would be the protection for the life, liberty, or
property of any honest man, too proud to bend his
kuee in submission to the provincial despot ? Be-
lieve me, an iron military government must snc-
ceed to your present constitution. The governs
ment of this conntry must become the worst kind
of absolute monarchy—a provincial monarchy.—
In this point of view let Eungland beware of
the formidable precedent of five millions
of men, governed by uncontrolled power—
it is a formidable precedent. In this reign
the influence of the crown, has made suffi-
cient encroachments wpon the liberty of the
subject. Two parliamentsin one empire have not
been found too many bulwai ks for the constitution ;
and ifthe liberty of Ireland sinks, let England be-
ware of the vortex in which her own may be ab-
sorbed.”  Is this the language of a factious
lawyer ? He continues :—*¢ If this be factious
langnage, Lord Somers was factious, the founders
of the Revolution were factious, William the
Third was a usarper, and the Revolution was a
rebellion.  For what did James the Second lase
his Crown ? ~ Can the case of the seven bishops be
compared with the case of Ireland ? I shall not
draw the parallel. I have too long troubled you
but before I sit down let me for once conjure this
house to consider whether this be a transaction
altogether upon which they are willing to commit
themselves, their properties, their characters, and
their children. Let me conjure them to weigh
that question well, if private honor and public
virtue be not a name, and if every generous feel-
ing be not banished from amongst us.  Where is
that spirit which in the year 1782 swelled the
crest and glorified the character of Irish gentry,
which achieved liberty for ourselves, and extorted
justice from England, and admiration from Eu.
rope ¢ Is it fled and extinguished for ever ? I will
not believe it.” [ ask, too, the same question—
where is that s pirit which swelled the crest and
glorified the charactor of the Irish gentry ?  Isit
sunk f—is it gone ?—is it forgotten for ever P—
Were they noti your fathers, your uncles, your
relatives, who asssted in exalting the crest of Ire-
land, and raising her to the rank of a nation ?
Are you not the sons of these men, upon whom a
Whig administration now calls to aid them in

lowering the crest of Ireland, and continuing her
in a state of provincial degradation ? But Irish-
men know too well now their rights, ever again to
permit themselves to be robbed of them. Mr.
Boshe talked of ¢¢ Extﬂrﬁng jusijﬂe from Eng-..
land.” We are not to presume to say any such
thing ; the language must be far different, and
even though it be so, the Atterney General insti-
tutes a prosecution for libel. But listen again to
the sentiments of the honourable member - for
Callan :—‘* But were every appeal to everything
human fruitless and vain, I would invoke that
Providence which even in my short life has so often
stretched his protecting arm over my country—in
my short life, my country from a province has be-
come a nation—Dhas been protected from a bloody
rebellion and a  formidable invasion, and has

. Seen one desperate attempt against her liber-

ties and constitution frustrated and over-
thrown—I will rely on God to save Ireland.”—
And oh! may that life be spared, that he may
again see his country rise to the rank of a nation
—he sees it a province—may he behold it a nation !
I feel that as the counsel for the publisher here—
as an advocate ut this bar my sentiments are tame
and feeble when compared with bis to whom I bave
referred. May we see the spirit revive which ani-
mated such sentiments | —may we see the country

_which is now a province rise to be a nation again !

Is the wish—is the desire for this to be accounted
a crime? Is it for this the gaol and the prisone

_house are to he prepared? Remember we do not

talk, we do not dare to think of extorting jus-
tice.” Noj; all that we ask—-sll that we seek for,
is the discussion of facts and the consideration of
arguments. Oh, God ! what a miserable nation has
this become ! Why is it that we.so long have sub-

‘mitted to this species of degradation? Have we

not the blood of men amongst us ? Can we wateh the
struggles of Poland for freedom—can we look on,
and give our empty applause to her glorious achieve-
ments and mighty sacrifices ? I's the aspiration but a
cold feeling ?—is it a mere theatrical exhibition ?
Are our sorrows and our tears only for the kings
and queens of tragedy, and do we not enter into the
interests of life 7 Are we men ?—are we Irish-
men ?  Are we so sunk in our paltry, pitiful, and
disgraceful party struggles, that we forget we are
Irishmen—that we forget we have a country, and
that it is the duty of all to serve her ? Should
the notes of liberty sound so strangely in our ears,
that the very echo will startle us? Can we not
listen to them ? Are we not even to dare to talk of
freedom 7 We strive not to attaln our ends by
blood—for Ireland has not been a Poland, nor bas
it been subject to a Nicholas ; but long, too long.
has it been the victim of emaciating and cruel laws.
Shall we not presume to speak of the Union, nor
dare to show even that it has been violated? And
what is this act which it is sought to prevent us
even from discussing ? It is an act which has
been in repeated instances violated. It Las been
violated in yeference to the Eunglish debt due
in 1800. That debt amounted to 420 millions,
and was subject to an interest of £15,800,000 a
year. The act declared that with this debt Ire-




land should have nothing todo. It declared that
this debt should be England’s debt, and shounld
be defrased out of England’s taxes exclosirely,
Ireland's taxes are now nppruprinted to the pay-
ment of its interest, and there is a violation of the
nct in ove of its fundamental principles. The
proportion of contribution fixed upon for Ireland
was the 2-17ths—that is for every 7% millions of
English coutribution here should have been one
million for Ireland. This was founded upon a
prodigious over estimate of the capability of Ire-
laud. Her receipts of revesue provad that she
was not able toraise one million for every ten or
cleven millions raised by England. -To make her
then contribute ove to 74 was absolutely unjust ;
yet, if we are to judge from the amount of money
borrowed in her name, she has been cnmprllml to
contribute far more. According te a parliamen-
tary document Jately published, Ireland owed 110
millions in 1816, As she owed only 26 millions
at the Union, this was aoincrense in 16 years of
84 millons.,  What were her actual receipts of
revenue in the interval 7  About 81 millioas more,
Then her expenditure in 16 years was 165 mil-
lions. And whnt were her liabilities under the
nct of Unfon 7 She was to pay the interest of
her own debt, amounting in the aggregate to 16
or 17 millions, and two-seventeenths of the joint
expenditure. 'The joiot expenditure was enormous
in the time, but two seventeenths of it did not
require 165 millions, or anything like its amount.
It did not require an additional borrowing of 84
millions, or half 84 millions. It has been calcus
lated that if the affairs of the Irish exchequer were
properly managed, and money borrowing year af.
ter year, to make up the deficiency in the Irish
revenune, and that deficiency alone, the entire of
the additional borrowing would not amount to
more than 25 or 26 millions instead of 84. When
more than that amount was borrowed in the name
of Ireland, the proportions fixed upon at the
Union, unjust as they were, were departed fiom,
and the act was again violated. Then, this act,
which it is sought to be made criminal even
to discuss, guaranteed to us the application of
our surplus revenue to the lessening of our debt,
the reduction of our taxes, or the internal im-
provement of our country. Is our surplus re-
venue appropriated to such a purpose now ?
Not at all; it goes over to pay the interest of the
debt which was declared to be exclusively Eng-
lish, Millions upon millions have gone over to
be thus apprepriated, and thus w2 have stationary
debt, stationary taxes, and no internal improve-
ment that can properly be called by that name.—-
Here again is a violation of this act, It has added
a tax drain to our absentee rent drain. Even the
case of the primate of Ireland cannot be unknown
to you—the quit-rents sought from him were not
to be applied to Irish purposes. The quit-rents
are taken from this unfortunate country to be em-
ployed in beautifying London., If any of you
should have the misfortune to go to London, look
to Chariog-cross, and you will there see how the
quit rents of Ireland are expended ; while the
poor and paltry sum of £300 which the merchants
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of Dublin sought for, to get a survey executed for
a ship canal, though the utilityofsuch a nationl work
is beyond all dispate, was refosedwith as much con-
tumely and contempt as they would refuse a beg-
gar who asked them for alms ! Crown and quite
rents to the amount of 3 or £400,000 have, within
a few years, been remitted from Ireland to be thus

expended, and still they refuse a shabby grant of
£300, though it is sought for to effecta work of

the deepest importance to the whole conntry, but
to this falling city especially ! And afterall this
they tell us that we shall not dare ‘discuss the
measure of the Union. They take from us our
property, and becauge we are robbed, they tell us
that wemust be silent, I's notthis, I ask, the country
of Bushe, of Jebb, of Saurin, and of John IFoster,
of 1800, and are we not, I ask, their countrymen?
We are, and it is not a Whig traficking cabinet
that can defeat us by exciting divisions between
Protestants and Catholics—prosecuting a printer
here, and insolting a magistrate, and endeavour-
ing to trick both., But we set them at defiance,
and we tell them, that Ireland was a province—
but she shall be 8 nation. Let us &ll perform an
open and a manly part, and we must succeed—Iet
us unite together, and our victory is certain. Is
that, I ask, to be accounted in 1800, virtue
and Protestantism, which, in 1833, is to be
regarded a foul and calvmnious libel, ‘worthy
only of the jail, and peraps of /the gibbet ?—
Such are not my sentiments—for I will *““rely on

God to save Ireland.” Sach was the language of

one when speaking on behalfl of his country.—
The prayer was not heard, but his piety was
not the less sincere. The arm of God’s ven-
gence has passed over this afllicted country—
we are punished for the crimes of our people! Oh,
let us, while we bow our heads in humble submise
sion to the Divine will, nlso kneel and worship in
the temple of our common country ; and while we
all fervently aspive for her liberty, let not, oh ! let
not this paltry prosecution disturb uvs in our devo-
tion. How degrading it is to have to turn from
so ennobling a theme to so paltry a subject ! Be
not you, gentlemen, the executioners of your
country’s freedom, andoh ! stoop nct to be the
turnkeys uwpon Ireland—do not you impede her
progress to liberty and independence. But [ have
one yreat man more, whose opinions I will read
for you respecting the Union—his name at the
time of the Union was William Conyngham Plun.
kett:—¢ But, Sir, the freedom of discussion
which has taken place on this side of the house has,
it seems, given great offence to gentlemen on the
treasury bench, 'They are men of nice and punc-
tilious honor, and they will not endure that any
thing should be said which impliesa reflection on
their untainted and virgin integrity. They
threntened to take down the words of an honour-
able gentleman who spoke before me, because
they conveyed an insinuation ; and I promised
them on that occasion that, if the fancy for taking
down words continued, I would indulge them in

‘it to the top of their bent. Sir, I am determined

to keep my word with them, and I now will nos
insinuate, but I will directly assert, that base and
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wicked as is the object proposed, the means used
to effect it have been more flagitious and abomina-
ble.” Is this, gentlemen of the jury, the Union
which you will protect with your verdict? ** Sir,
I, in the most express terms, deny the competency
of parliament to do this act, I warn you, do not
dare to lay your band on the constitution; I tell
you that if, circumstanced as you are, you pass
this act, it will be a mere nullity, and that no man
in Ireland will be bound to obey it; I make the
assertion deliberately ; I repeat it, and I call on
aoy man who hears me to take down my words ;
you have not been elected for this purpose ; you
are appointed to make laws and not legislatures ;
you are appointed to act. under the constitution,
and not toalter it ; you are appointed to exercise
the functions of legislators, and not transfer them ;
and if you do so your act is a dissolution of the
government, you resolve society into its original
elements, and no man in the land. is bonnd to obey
you.” Why is not this prosecuted 7 It is sold

publicly—it is anxiously looked for, and. it has.

been published again and again. - \Where is the
Attorney General that he does not proseente. the
miscreant offender who said this ? William Co-
nyngham Plunkett then procegds—*¢ If you trans-
fer you abdicate, and the great original trust re-
sults to the people, from whom. it emanated.—
Yourselves you may extingnish, but parliament
you cannot extinguvish. It is enthroned in the
hearts of the people—it is enshrined in the sanc-
tuary of the constitution—it is immortal as the
island which it protects. As well might the frantic
suicide hope that the act which destroys his miser-
able body should extinguish his eternal soul. Again,
I therefore warn_you, ¢ do not_dare to lay your

hand on the constitution.’ It is above yourpowers.” .

The attempt which they made succeeded. They
destroyed the body ; but the soul survives, . My
weak und homble breath bas endeavoured to.sound
the trumpet for her resurrection,. The spirit is be-
gioping to arouse, the stir of animation is return-
ing, and yet.the Whigs snppose that they will.pro-
cure. you to flit like the harpies of old, or the vam-
pires of modern days, round the tomb, in which
that spirit, is now darmont, that you might suck
up from the throbbing veiusthe red-life blood as it
returned.in_its flow to circnlate throngh them, and
thus stop it for ever. Now, even now, youmay feel
the throbbing of the public heart. Tle. spirit is
raised—it appears_glorious and immortal—it is
robed in all the kingly majesty of national inde-
pendence, and.in Its train is prosperity, peace, and
blessings to our native land. * How will an Union
effect those predisponent canses ? - Will you con-
ciliate the minds of the northern, by.caricaturing
all the defects of the constitution and then extin-
guishing it, bydraining his wealth tosupply the con-
tributions levied.by an imperial parliament, and by
outraging all his religious and moral feelings
bj: the means which you use to accomplish this abo-
miaable project ; and will younotby encouraging the
drain of absentees, and taking away the influence
and example of resident gentlemen, do every thing:
o your power to argravate. the poverty, and te
sublimate the iguorance and bigotry of the south ?

_is to be her tributary and her slave.
. is the present cenduct of the British minister

‘the North
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Let me ask again, how was that rebellion put
down? by the zeal and loyalty of the gentlemen of
Ireland, rallying round what ?—a reed shaken by
the winds ; a wretched apology for a minister who
neither knew how to give, cr where to seek pro-
tection 7 No, bot round the laws and constitu-
tion, and independence of the couuntry. What
were the affections and motives which called us
into action? To protect our families, our pro-
perties, and our liberties. What were the anti-
pathies by which we were excited ? OQur abhor-
rence of French principles and French ambitioi.
What was it to us that France was a republic 7 I
rejoiced when I saw the ancient despotism of
France pulled down. What was it to us that she
dethroned ber monarch ? I admired the virtues,
and wept for thesufferings of the man, but asa
nation it affected us not. The reason I took up
arms, and am ready still to bear them against
France, is, because she introded hersell upon onr

domestic concerns, because with the rights of man
and love of freedom on her tongue, I sce that she

has the lust of dominien in her heart ; because

.wherever she has plaeed her foot she has erected

her throne, and that to be her friend or her ally
Let me ask,

fitted to augment or to transfer that antipathy 7—

" No, Sir,I will be bold to say, that licentious and

impious France in all the unrestrained excesses
which anarchy and atheism have given birth to,

- has not committed a more insidious act against her

enemy than is.now attempted by the professed
champion of the cause of civilized Europe against

friend and an ally in the hour of her calamity and
distress, at a moment when our country is filled

with British troops, when the loyal men of Ireland
are fatigued and exhausted by their efforts to sub-
due rebellion—efforts in which they had succeeded
before -those troops. arrived—whilst our habeas
corpus act is suspended, whilst trials by court-
martial are carrying on in many parts of the king-

‘dom—whilst the people are. taught to think that
‘they have ne right to meet or to deliberate, and
. whilst the great bedy of them are so palsied by

their fears, and worn down by their exertions, that
eventhevitai question is scarcely able to rounse them

from their lethurgy—at the moment when we are

distracted by demesticdissentions—dissensions art-
fully kept alive as thapretext for our present subju-

gation,and theinstrument of our future thraldom.

Sir, I thanktheadministration forthis measure, they
are, without intending it, putting an end to our
dissension--through this black cloud which they

‘have collected over us, I see the light breaking

.in upon this unfortunate country ; they.have com-

posed our dissentions, not by fomenting the em-
bers of a lingering and subdued rebellion—not by

halloeing the Protestant against the Catholic and

the Catholic against Protestant—npot by committing
against the South—not by inconsistent
appeals to local or to_party prejudices. . No, but

by the avowal of this atrocious conspiracy against

the liberties of Ireland, they have subdued every
petty feeling and subordinate distinction. They

have united every rank and description of men by
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the pressare of this grand and momentons subject
and 1 tell, them, that they will see every honest
and independent man in Irelaod rally round her
constitution, and merge every other consideration
in lis opposition to this ungenerous and odious
measvre ; for my own part, I will resist it to the
last gasp of my existence and with thelast drop
of my blood, and when I feel the hour of my disso.
lution appreaching, I will, like the father of Han-
nibal, take my children to the altar and swear
them to eternal hostility against the invaders of
their country’s freedom.” This was certainly
spoken like a patriot, and which then really
animated him. I am batan homble barrister, and
yet as I am [ have atrue love for Ireland, and
my feeble advocacy she npever shall call
upon, and do so in vain. He proceeds :—
“ I nequit the people of Great Britain of all share
in this base transaétion. I am satisfied it would
be rendered finally abortive by their witdom and
patriotism, even if we were wanting to our-
selves. I consider it merely as the project of a
desperate minister, who feels that he may be called
to a severe nccount by his country at no very dis-
tant period, and wonld enable bhim to say—*True,
I have deluded aed impoverished you ; but, in
retarn, [ Lhave snbdued Ireland-—there sle lies fet-
tered at your feet, use her as you please.” These
are the words of the speaker, and I now tell you,
gentlemen of the jury, that this prosecution is part
of that couspiracy, by which the Whigs seek to
pnt down the people of the north as well of the
south—the Orangeman as well as the Repealer—
it is an attempt to stifle Irish prosperity. Will

you prevent it, or will you punish the man who is .

honestly and anxiously desirous of serving his
country ? I suppose you think that the men who
ultered the language I hare quoted to you were,
like felons, dragged to the bar of public justice.—
I suppose you think that for such language they
have wasted away their years in prison, or that they
have lived beneath the withering effects of some
doomed judgment, They were members of the bar,
and of parliament, Since then one of them has been
promoted to the very highest seat on the judicial
bench—another has Leen for twenty-five years
the Attorney-General for Ireland, and he might,
during that period, have at any time obtained the
place of Chief Justice. If they have bheen elevat-
ed, and justly rewarded, shall be who feebly imi-
tates their language be demcunced ? Are you,
gentlemen, in the presence in which you now stand,
are you to pronounce it a crime to say, that Ire-
land ought not to be a province, and that she
should be a nation? Is it a crime to say that
Ireland shall yet erect her prond crest amongst
the natious of the earth ? Is it a crime to say that
we will not ¢ extort,” but that we shall beg for
justice 7 Is this a crime which you as Irish-
men, are willing to punish ? Gentlemen, I feel
that I have exhansted you; bnt the subject upon
which I have been engaged has led me far
o field, Mighty consequences depend upon
this trinl, You are to say whether it will be
ollowed to use argument or not upon any
matter in which our feelings or our rightsare ene

gaged. The question - here is—are we to have
the right of discussing an nct of parliament 7—an act

that has put down this great and gloricus nation,

and couverted her as by fell magic iuto the paltry
member of an empire, and reduced ber to a mere
province—an act which has taken from us the best

protection for life and liberty, the hest security for

property—a domestic parliament. An act which
has loaded us with a debt whichjwe never contract-
ed; which takes the income out of the country, and

which sends over your representatives, one to five

to be shoutel at, not merely as I was, but as the

advocate for the University, the representative of

the Protestant Church was met—with shouts and
scoffs, Thisis theactof parliament, which has inflict-

ed more of misery and degradation upen a people..
than any single ukase of the Autoerat of Russia -

—it is an aet which has blotted Ireland out of the
map of the world. . And. yet, because Irishmen
struggle peaceably and constitutionally to repeal

such an act, that you areselected as a jury, and.

put into that box, in the hope that you would al-
low ancient feuds to blind your eyes to your pre-
sent wrongs, and the degradation ‘of your country.
It was with such a hope that you were selected
by them. They, I believe, judged ill of you,
You are sworn—you are bound to act accord-
ing to the dictates of your conscience ; and now
I tell you, that you may by yoar verdict, bafile
this Whig prosecution, and carry dismay, and
I Delieve, hurl destruction upon them. You
cannot, by your verdict, should it be adverse,
destroy the repeal question, though you may
turn it into a less legitimate .channel. The
repeal question is dear ‘to the hearts and the

minds of Irishmen. The youth of Ireland are

awake —they have heard of it—they are rushing
every hour into maturity and strength ; and they

have determined that Ireland shall be a nation

and not a province. The young men of Ireland
feel that they are superior to provincial degrada-
tion. The young blood of Ireland threbs for the
exaltation of the country ; and is it to be theught
that this paltry prosecution can come in, and Dar
the way to the progress of that question, or that
the consciences of a Protestant jury can be
placed as an impediment to the liberties of Ire-
land for ever. This, I feel, is no ordinary cassl
here my country is my client, and I am pleading
for her that she may be a nation. I demand that
the affairs of my country should be governed by
Irishmen— that as France belongs to Frenchmen,

England to Englishmen, that Ireland also be pos-

sessed by Irishmen, bound by the golden link. of
the crown to Englishmen, :and - perpetually con-
nected by mutual- utility, each having an inde-

pendent local legislature,” and composing, by the .

utility of the counexion, the best protection for
ench other. I demand for. Irveland the guardian-

ship of a local legislature, which will preserve.

her rights, foster her trade, extend her commercs,

increase her agriculture, and which will before -
all, and above all, give liberty to Ireland. ‘Are’

you to stand in the way of that question? Are
you to allow sectarian feeling to lead you astray ?
I hope not. Gentlemen of the jury, I cal

-
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upon you, as you value your country, as you
value the oaths you have taken, as yon know
what Ireland was before the Union, and as you
must be conscious what it can be if the Union be
repealed—I call upon you to spurn from you this
prosecution, and give one more chance for liber-
ty and independence to Ireland.

Mr. O’Connell sat down amid enthusiastic cheers,
and which, notwithstanding all the exertions of the
officers of the court, could not be suppressed for

several minutes.
WEDNESDAY.,

The Court sat at eleven o’clock, and the jury
having been called over,

The Solicitor-General rose and said—They had
yesterday the pleasure of hearing the statement of
the case on the part of the crown by his right hon.
friend the Attorney General, who, he was sorry
to say, was then confined to his bed by a fit of sud-
den and severe indisposition. They had also heard
the cdexterous, able, and eloquent speech made by
the learned counsel on behalf of the publisher of
the libel (the writer had not been given up), and
from the quantity of matter introduced into this
long ond able speech, he should not be surprised
if they had forgotten Richard Barrett, the defen-
dant. They, on the part of the crown, thought
they came there to prosecute the publisher of the
libel which appeared in the Pilot uewspaper, sign-
ed Daniel O’Connell, but the defendant has shifted
his position, and become the assailant. The learn-
ed counsel had usurped the office of his right hon.
fricnd, the Attorney-General, (an office which he
repudiated,) and bad caurged the ministry, the
Attorney -General, and himself, with a conspiracy
6gainst the people of Ireland, aud the jury were
gravely told that this conspiracy was the ques-
tion they had to try, and not the libel charged in
tke record. Even the venerable jadges he
beneh werescalled to account for speeches made
forty years ago in their capacity of barristers or
sepators, and those speeches are to be made simi-
lar and znalagous to the case of the prisoner at
the bar, and the jury were to be hnrried away
from the consideration of the real question which
they had to try. This was, no doubt, as dex-
terous a manceuvre as had yet been practised
by that learned counsel, who was famed for
dexterity 3 but the jury, he was satisfied, knew
their duty too well to be led away by any such
dexterious maneuvre. The jury had been com-
plimented by the learned counsel ; they had been
told by him that he placed the utmost reliance on
their onths. Who, he would ask, doubted them ?
But be (the Solicitor-General) was not in the habit
of complimenting a jury while their verdict was in
doubt, and afterwards assailing their characters
in another place, They had been told that the
question tbhey had to try was not a question of
crime or of offence, but it was part of a struggle
to raise Irelani froma province into auation ; that
it was part of a struggle to free his country—
from what? A band of Saxon masters. They
could not be called upon to try any such question,

bat the simple question they had to try was the

question upon the record. The question was a libel
upon the united parliament—that was (he question,

as the learned judge on the bench would tell them,

The publication had been manfully admitted by

the learned counsel, but he expected the author

would be avowed. Instead of this, however,

they bad merely an avowal that Mr. Barrett

was the publisher. Why, he asked, should the

Jury be called upon to discuss the question of
Repeal ? It was, in fact, but a mancuvre

to cajole and seduce them into the consideration

of a question entirely irrelevaut for this purpose.

They were brought back to the glorious peried of
‘82, from that to ’8), and the memoralile contest

between Eungland and Ireland. Their imagina-

tion had been dazzled by the extracts from speeches

delivered by enthusiastic young men, glowing with
pride and patriotism, and burning with zeal for
the independence of their conntry. By these arti-

fices they were to be carried away from the real
question, and the culprit was to escape unpunished.
If that had been a civil action, iustead ofa eriminal
prosecution, he would have been ashamed if he did
not interrupt the learned counsel, and prevent him
from wasting the public time by the discussion of
such topics. He would now beg to call their attena
tion to the time at which the libel was published,
the persons to whom it was addressed, the person
in whose name it was written, and the obhject and
tendency of the matter which it contained. In
the month of February a bill was iatroduced into
parliament, for the parpose of putting down dan-
gerous associations, which became law upon the 24
of April following. DBy some this act was called
the coercion bill, by the learned counsel for the de-
fendant the Algerine act, but others, and he was
amongst the number, denominate it the protection
bill. Here the learned Solicitor went into a detail
of the objects of this act. Oune of its primary ones
was, he said, to put down agitation. They all
recollected the winter of ’32, and the summer of
’33, when these evils were at their beight—when
the laws were trampled under foot, and the power
of the executive usurped by the prime agitator
and his assistants. This bill placed all those evils
under the controul of the executive. What had
been the effect 7 Tranquillity was restared in the
disturbed districts, and yet this act is denominated
a gross act of despotisin. AMuch opposition hud
been given to the passing of that act. It was not
supported by the Whigs alone, but by the honest
men of all parties, Whig and Tory; but there
were some choice spirits in the house, the abettors
and fomentors of agitation—men who pretend-

ed to be the advocates of liberty, while they
were the open and undisguised opponents to free
discussion, lawless, and revolutionary, who

knew no liberty but the liberty of domination.—

This was the class of persous who opposed the bill,

and yet it passed in spite of their opposition.—
Did he complain of this opposition? No, because
it was the constitutional privilege of the people
to complain and oppose any measure proposed in
the House of Commons ; but there was a time
for opposition—there was a time for delibe-

ration—there was a time for declamation,—
The period proper for all this was, when the mea-

sure was going through its stages in the house ;

but when the bill received the sanction of both
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houses of the legislature, and was ratified by ths
signet of the monarch ; when, in fact, it became
an act of parliament, and the settled l1aw of ths
land, language which might be perfectly justifiable
when applied to a bill, wonld be rank sedition in
reference to an act of parliament. There was but
one daty, then, and that duty was obedience,—
Here the learned gentleman animadverted at some
length upon the language of the libal, which, he

said, derived additional weight and importance,

and was calculated to do greater mischief, because
it was published in the Pilot newspaper, a paper
conducted with great talent, and he was free to
admit, of immense circulation—a paper which was
in fact, fan the hands of every man in tha country,
and read at every chapel in Ireland, and by the
class of persons who were likely to be influensed
hy it. It was idle to say that this was not a libel,
because it contained passages inculcating peace ;
for, after all, it was only saying this—prime, load,
keep yourselves ready for action, but do not fice,
for that would be daogerous. The jury, he was
sure, could not be cajoled by such language as
this was., Was it possible that the passions of the
people—nay, their very courage appealed to, could
be assuaged by the milk aud water (which the
learned counsel had attributed to him) in the shape
of an admonition to obey the law. Thelibel in
question attributed all the evils of the country,
Whiteboyism and Whitefeet, to the act of Union.
Now, this he emphatically denied, because it was
& well-known fact that these associations existed
forty years before the Union took place. In ano-
ther part of his address, the learned gentleman
stated that these crimes were caused by agitation
—that political agitation was the parent of all

such offences, and that the coercion bill was jn- ‘

troduced to put down this agitation. The learned
gentleman, after some further observations, con«
cluded by calling upon the jury to mark by their
verdict the opinion they entertained of the publi-
cation which formed the subject of that prosecu-
tion.

@l Chief Justice then proceeded to charge the
jury, aud said they had but one questiou to decide
—namely, whether the publication ,had the ten«
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dency to produce the ef:scts chargedin the indict-
ment, or whether it did not transgress the liberty
of the press. It was the province of the juary to
Judgeof this. It was the undoubted liberty of
the press to discuss the policy of either passing or
repealing acts of parliament. The indictment
charged that the publication was published with
inteat to excite hostility between his Majesty’s
subjects in Eagland and Ireland, and stir up tha
people of Ireland by iatimidation to effect the re-
peal of the Union. It also charged the publica-
tion with bringing into contempt the 31 William
IV. If the publication had that tendency it
should not be protected by the liberty of the
press. The question was for the jury exclu-
sively to inquire whether the publication had thae
tendency or not, and it was not the intention of
the court to interfors with them, confident,
as they were, that they would discharge their duty
conscientiously.

When the jury retied, Mr. Sheil, K.C., called
the attention of the court to an alteration which
had been made in the record since the preceding
day without the sanction of the court.

The Chief Justice said, that the present appli-
cation could only be made in term.

Mr. Pigott contended that it was the duty of
the court totake judicial cognizance of the fact.
- The court ultimately consented to enter the
objection on their notes,

After anabsence of about ten minutes, the jury
retured to their box with a verdict of guilfy,
accompanied by a recommendation t) mercy,

The Chief Justice inquired the grounds upon
which they founded their recommendation ?

The Foreman replied, that several of his bro-
ther jarors had assigned diffsrent reasons for the
recommendation, and if it was the wisk of the
court, they would state them individually.

The Chief Justice said, that there was no ocla-
sion for their doing so, and inquired of the crowan
counsel whether there were any objections to par-
mit the traverser to stand out until next term ?

Mr. Sergeant Pennefather said he should offer

noopposition,
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