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til are backing and applauding a C'outwel.

•that he nhould exert nil his powers— but when

he fefl" that every influence is brought for-

ward to depress, degrade, and trample to

the earth, the humble and the weak I,

gentlemen, in conducting this cause, have

^Ht one f-yling regarding it—the conscious-

ness of my utter inability lo do justice to

the PlaintilT's position- it will be for you,

gentlemen, to supply those deficiencies. The

iiction on the part of the plaintitF is a simple

one t>f Assault and Battery ;—Samuel Carten,

the plaintitr, with his daughter, approaching

the door of St. Mary's Cathedral, is informed

that he cannot enter, by one of the defendant.-

;

— he asks the reason," and it is not given. 1

don't believe in the statement that a reason

was given, and I will tell you why. It was

distinctly sworn to by Miss Carten, that her

father asked Keefc to send for one of the

Priests, and let him say that ho was excluded

and he should be satisfied. This was a mo-

derate and a rational request, but it was re-

fused—and therefore, gentlemen, it is, that I

doubt that statement. He did not attempt by

force to obtain ingress to the building, but

simply pressed fo.ward as any other man

would have done on a similar occasion, force

ii ""mediately U!<ed, and ln' is thrust head-

long from the building. This you have, gen-

tlemen, from the testimony of Miss Carten—

the simple truthfulness of whose manner must

have impressed every one of you in her favor

—truth beamed forth in her whole manner,

and carried its weight to every heart. Mr.

Carten does not fill the position of an enemy

to the Catholic faith—I can easily understand

the strength of the hostility to him, and as

easily how unmerited it is. He comes into a

Court of Justice to inquire if there be not some

boundaries to a power Ahich is utterly incon-

sistent with the personal i.jerties of the Bri-

tish people. For this he should be lauded,

not lacerated;—he comes here to ascertain by

the l.iw of the land whether any Priesthood is

to be allowed to trample under foot every ves-

tige of freedom of thought and action — not to

deny to the Romish Church the same internal

freedom of management which must of neces-

sity belong to every religious body of Chris-

tians. Now, gentlemen, what is the nature of

the justification attempted to be set up. After

all that has been said touching the pleadings,

It is not necessary that I should occupy much
of your time in speaking of the particular is-

nuee. In answer to the plaintifl^'s declaration

the defendant has pnt in four pleas- in each

of which he has averred that the Bishop wa<"

possessed of St. Mary's Cathedral, that Mr.

had no right to i;ntrr that '.'ath'.'drr.l - that lie

did attempt to enter, and that by order of the

Bishop two other defendants, Keefe and

Gowan, excluded him, as they had a right to

do. The replication in answer to these pleas

admit the possession but denies everything

else, and the defendants are therefore bound

to shew that they had such a possession by

clear testimony. We demurred to the second

plea, and the deiVndants asked leave of the

Court to amend- that leave was granted, and

two additional pleas put in, to wh h it was

impotsible to demur, for they alleged that Dr.

Walsh claimed possession of the chapel of St.

Mary's upon the same title that any of you,

gentleman, hold your private dwellings. So

much for the pleadings. 1 will now turn your

attention to the speech of the learned counsel

I

for the defence- it was one of a most singular

character. He claimed for his client a posi-

tion occupied by no man living under British

laws and British institutions- a position con-

ferring power without limit— beyond all con-

troul. Had he stopped here perhaps all might

have been well, but in that impassioned speech

which lasted for some hours, and which was

drank in by his admiring and excited hearers,

he clothes his client with a degree of indefina-

ble sacredness which one can feel but not ex-

press. Such a course places a counsel, situa-

ted as I am, in an awkward position. The

learnetl counsel asks you if you believe that

such a man as Bishop' Walsh, a man of con-

summate ability, would bring a bad case into

this Court ? and asserts that Mr. Carten must

be a bold man to deny the authority and im-

peach the power of the head of his Church.

A bold man, gentlemen— did it require any

boldness in Mr. Ritchie or myself to assert that

Mr. Carten was a Catholic, a pew holder, and

a member of St. Mary's, and require from the

defendants proof that he was not? It is a

pity, gentlemen, that the learned Counsel

could not spare for the defenceless Samuel

Carten a little of that feeling which he posses-

sed to such tt large degree for his own clie.nl

With nie, gentlemen, just the weaker and mor«

helpless a client is, if he be an honest and ar

upright man, so do I feel my duty to be more re-

sponsible—and did the opposite and more pow-

erful party be the wearer of more mitres than

Yorick ever imagined to be showered upon hii

luckless pate, that duty should be dor^e onh

the more faithfully,— and if his Bishop ha.

mistaken his authority— if the act vyhich lit

hah done has been contrary to law— is there

any reason why he should not be made re

sponsible for the infringement of .Mr. Carten'^

civil rights,—and yet the learned counsel tell

us that an inquiry of this kind inflicts a niorta
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