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cd in blood as a waruing to ait, auda.
cieus Parsons.

IlI admit," says a -writer on this
subject, wlîose language Nve # àdopt,
Ilthat no private riglit should be suf-
fered to bc a publie wrong. That is
ail evii whlîi the govering Powcr
iu the state must have the power of
remedying by the eterrial law of self-
preservation. But 1 require to have
it. clearly proved te me, that such an
evii exists, and exists in such adîe-
grec as to admit of no other reincdy
than that which J. K. L. proposes,
and which should neyer be resorted
to, except iii cases of tlic last neces-
sity. Suppose Parliamient, after due
deliberation, came to the resolution,
that it was righltful and fitting to de-
prive the Dukze of Leirnster of his
possessions! I entertain no doubt
of their comnpetency se to do, as I
entertain no doubt that an individual.
possessos the riglit to cause the am-
putation of his littie finger, wlien
such a step is necessary to the pre-
servation of bis life. Ail that I asic,
then, ia, not to sacrifice the property
cf the clergy, whvich they hoid by
the, most ancient and sacred of all
tities, to any less urgent necessity
than would be sufficient to justify a
similar measure in the case of any
other subjcect."

But having thus far acceded to the
implied principle of these radicalc,
w%,ho 'would rob Christ himself of his
property, demanding only the impar-
tial application of it, we are at issue
-with them. upon a fact; iwhere is the
proof that the insurrections of Ire-
-land are tg be traced to the tythe
àystem? We afflrm,on the contrary,
-that among the varions commotions
-that have takzen place in th at country
for' Ahc last century, only one can be
inehtined, where the payment of
tyt4eswas the prominent grievance ;
and we challenge those w'ho main-
tain the contrary assertion to bring
forward their proof.

The first of that series of unhappy
transactions, in nmodern times, oc-
curred lu 1760; this was a rising in

Mvunster; the grievan-ces compia,.ined
cf wvere the inclosing of commonls,
tile turning out of the old tenaxntry
iii order to throw xnany fiarms into
one, and the encouragement given to
grazing. The first employxnent of
the Levellers, as these insurgents
wvere called, was the levelling of
fences and the houglinig of bullockis.
The first objects of attack were not
the, clergy, but the landlords. This
commotion disturbed the southi of
Ireland for several years.

lIn 1163 and 1164t the appearance
of the IZèarts of Oakc in the county of
Armagh oîigtinàted lu a grievance
connected w\,-i thc- system. of road
mnaking. *One cf their first proceed-
ings was to swear several gentlemen
on the commons of Armaghi, not to,
:lav on more than a farthing an acre
h1nd rateIs towards the repair of highl
roads, and makce no, .new levy fer
private roads.

lIn 17i69, the counties of lDown and
Antrirn were convulsed by flic Hearts
of iSteel: these discontents hiad their
source lu the new letting cf a great
estate, the tcrms cf which being the
payment cf large fines, a consider-
able portion cf the tenants were un-
able te obtain rene;vais, and had re-
course te violence against sncli per-
sons as ventured te take their farms.
This wvas pureiy a question between
landlord and tenant.

lIn 1786 wc corne te a disturbanco,
which commenced by assailing the
preperty cf the Chnrchi; tluis wvas
the primary object cf the Bight Boys.
lit had required a period cf twenty-
six years sinice the Munster disorders
in 1'160, te cenvince the peasaDtry
cf aniy part cf Ireiand that their dis-
tresses were very iutimately con-
nected with tithes; that wvhen we
consider how comparativeiy easy it
is generally found te contend with
the clergy, and how probable it is
that there wèere net wanting inter-
csted persons te suggest te thein
that a littie effort would release the
lands from this. charge altogether, it
cannot surprise us if .the violence,
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