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";and the interior. working. of his’ mind you must judge by
- the imperfect aid: of the facts ‘which are befors you, and
_..Erope your way to.a just.inference as best you can. . One
“thing I sball make clear—that o Bible or/Teatament was.
" bronght to the lodging of Fatber Petcherine at his request
“or with his privacy.. And if this were so, Low'is ke an-
“swerable for.the, matters subsequent, even if you shonld
believe that, in the mass of bocks, a Bible.and Testament
. wero really consumed ? If, 83.i3_conceivable,;in the great
bandles which have been described, one ‘or two, books,
.wholly different in their character from the. rest; found-
" their way to the cliapel yard, the traverser is.not acconat-
":able, uniess he knew that they were there, -And there is
.00 proof that he knew. apyihing of the sort;. that he ex-
"“amined the bundles at all; that he did not; as.he may
_fairly be supposed. .to have done, assume that ‘the- books
.-gent weresuch a8 ho had.denounced, and deal with them
" accordingly.. Still more, there is not s pacticle of evi-
dence thatat his lodging, before the bandles ware removed,
.- or when they were removed, there was amongst them either
& Bible or & Teatament. But pass from the lodging and
come to the chepel yard, snd remember that it was an
open place—people going in and out continually—a crowd
assembled—some Catholics and some Protestants—every
nne entering who pleased ;—and, remember mors, that the
books remained. there upon the grousd, within reach of
every creature in the throag, for some holf hour before
. Father Petcherine arrived, and that during sucha consi-
5 dlerable period there was, nothing to prevent the casting of
. any book upon the heap by any person. Are you prepared
. to make Father Petcherine answer for acts doce in his
-+ ahsence? Are you prepared to say, that the acts which
. give colour to this prosecution were not so done? Can
any man of you, with cool judgment and safe conscience,
venture to 3ay so? And if you czonot, is oot your daty
plain? 1.care not. whether the books in question—two
books only—found, even on the assumption that you en-
tirely rely on the evidence of the titnesses, one on the top
of one barrow, and one on the top of the other, I care not
whetber they were put on those places by Catholic or by
Protestant, by a foolish friend or an astuteenemy of Father
Petcherine,—he i3 . not responsible for the act. The At-
torney-General has spoken of religioua fanaticiam—unfor-
tunately, it has prevailed much in the world, and wrought
deadly mischief to the best interests of the human race;
* and it is not confined to one religion or another, but, from
time to time, has manifested itself in all. Now,if an over-
zealous Protestaunt, believing be would do his religion ser-
vice by blackening the fuir fame of his fellow-man, be-
caunse that man was a Catholic Priest, and so bringing
-odium upon the Catholic Church, which he had been
- taught 1o hate with & deptb of malice in precise proportion
to his vulgar ignorance of ber tenets and her spirit—if
such & person, remembering the ingenious deviges, the
saintly forgeries, and the pionsfrauds, which, from timeo to
time, have been exhibited amoogst us, deemed it no harm
to seize Liis opportunity on that derk Novermaber morning,
and put the Bible and Testament quietly upon the barrow,
will you make my client answerable for thal ? Orif, on the
other haund, ja Catholic thenght fit to cast them there ~
And there are Catholics, who have been roused to answer
scorn with scorn, and hntred with defiance, and stung to
fierce retaliation by the seetarian outrages, which darken’
the sinnuls of our time—by continual slanders against all
they deem most venerable, upon the Priesthood and the
Prelacy, and the holy women who have given their lives
to Chority and Heaven—by outrage upon the effigy and
pollution of the name of the Pontiff, whom they revera as
the chief of their Church and Christ's Vicar upoun earth—
by insult to the images of their canonised Saints, and the
Mother of their Redeomer,—by impious assaults npon the
Cross itself, and sacrilegions desecration in the open day
of the Holy of Holies, before which they worship with
trembling love and awful reverence! Action provokes
reaction @ strife breeds strife—and whilst mood and wise
men bear with each other, and agree to differ, and livein
harimony, and eghibit mutual deferance, respect, and kind-
liness, sectarian hatved is still our shame and curse, and
prompls to deeds as evil as that which was committed, if
to the chapel yard of Kingstown the Protestant zealos
“brought a Bikle and & Testament that hie might jeopardise
w Cutholic Priest, and disgrace the Catholic” Church, or if
they were brought by a zenlot on the other side, to prove
his. contempt and scorn for the religion of his Protestant
_ eountrymen; I repest, you mnst exhaust the reasonabls
‘possibilities.of the case before roudream of imputing guilt
to the accused ; aud [ have mnade these suggestions that
you mny see how grievous would be the wrong if you
should visit on Father Petcherine the consequences of the
acts whicli may have beed done by others in hiz absence,
even should you reach the conclusion that there was any
burning of & Bible or a Testament at all. Now gentlemen,
let me invite your atteation to the evideace of the crown
and I hope to-demonstrate to you, by adverting' to the
siatements of the: successive witnesses, that, if you are
asked 1o convict in this-case, you will be agked to do the
mo3t monstrons thing that ever was demanded at the:
hands of & _jury in & court of.justice. Do you remember
the evidence of the boy Duff? He gave it simply, and I
think, trathfully. Task you (o consider it, and to say
whether on that evidenee alone T am ‘not entitled, in com-
mon fairness, to your verdict? One thing i8 very. obser-
vable in this case. The charge is a charge of wilful and
blazphemous destruction of the Sacred Scriptures, and the
imputation against Father Petcherine is this, that it was’
- his dezign and.desire to bring into contempt the Cheistiza--
" ity.of this land by destroying the book of God: Gentle-’
uen of the jury, my learnad friend, the Attorney-General,
referred the court ta two cages, and 10 an old suthority,
. which [ entirely adop! asoxponeding truly the common law.
He referred to two cases tried before judges, a3 eminent
and learned os any that ever sat ana bench, and . herefer-
red to these cases for the purpose of instituting a 'parallel
hetween them and'this,  But 1 tell you, that, if the Attor-
ney-Goneral had been disposed:to give me an opportunity’
- of contrast he.could not. have done better than by refe-
Tence to these cases. What was the case'in Londonderry 2.
The charge there was {of open, audacious, contumelions
destraction of the Scriptures. .There was: n0.concealment,
nor any, pretence. of concegiment. The very judgment,,
which my learned friend read, speaks-of.words.of con-
tempt for the Sacred Seriptures, demonstrating ‘the inten-
© " tion,” Who the person was who commitfed thatoffence I
do not know; but it would appear that he was notin.
_Christian at sll.. Whether he was or not, does not matter
nauch. He was & man going out-openly} resolutely, with
the fult knowledge of what lis was aboat, and in' the face
of the public burningthe; Scriptures, and proclaiming to
.- the. world that:he burned. them in-the spirit .of .contempt.-
.. 'Is hiat.cade anything like this?, I esy it'is qaite,/the
", varsa of it. . "Some guch case the crawn, should have e
" lished if they expectéd a conviction,". Tt-i9:no trifling thing
to impute blasphemy to & Ministér of God—it is no light
" thing to impute it to a Catholic Priest; althoughhe is, as
5 il.haveisaid, a. Priesticlingiog to:his religion with all the,
1.2 energy.of his: understanding -and-all tbe devotion of} his
Jhearts - I have discusséd the:Mayo case: -Fhe caseinLion
- donderry vvaa-thé samey-the:cade of a° man, -opénly and
- without concealment, - and-.contemptucusly-—burning 'thé
Sacred Secriptures. That is not this case—it ia the cone:
verse,of this case,. . And now what is the cage.the crown
have proved ? ' ‘Will my learned friend; who is to spesk
hereafter—will he:telliyou that ‘this is like the cases re-
121 ferred:to.by his:leaders2 /i Wilt bie .tell ‘you :that it is free-
from doubt and obseufity.? .- T'say to you that before this
. trial ends my client's innocence. sball -be; a8: clear -as the.
* “sun’s light'at ndonday. * But will my learned friend ven-
ture to putit to youthat you ‘can’ with safe consciences.
convict'thetraversos? Now, what.s theevidence? You!
heard my cross-examination-of the little boy. Onpe of you:
.-y.agked a quesfion that was,more .to the point than any,
" * which Tput, " What.ig " his

he tell? On his evidence alone I claim your acquittal of
my client, independently of the evidence 'Which:I shall
offer on:the other side. [am: here for a man accused of
an offence, which, though not- punishable with. the.last
punishment of the law, is an offence, in his circumstances
and position—as formidable to him—in the ‘mere imputa-
tion of it~—as any that can be imagined. I bave mot to
- make my case; it was ‘the duty of the counsel for the
crown to make out theirs, Every man is enfitled when
he comes into a court of justice in the capacity of a tra-
verser to say—up to this hour ['am entirely innocent-—up
to this hour no tribunal constituted with powerto judge
'me has pronounced me guilty, and the law of the land de-
clares me wholly free from stain or.imputatiog, Heis
entitled to say to the ‘crown—n3 I now say—‘‘ Make out
your case ; you wish to sot aside the ‘pysumption of the
law, and to establish guilt sgainsta subject of the Queen
~—agtablish it beyoad a doubt.” There is no evidence that
Tather Petcherine ever examined the books which he di-
rected to be brought to him. He desired.those books to
be taken out of his room —they were heaped into a'wheel-

evidence upon which you can act that there was a Bible or
Testament in any of the bundles. The little boy said, at
first, that he thought there was something like o Testa-
ment amongst them, Ha spoke of a particular book which
he did not open, but which he said was like a Testament.
Will my learned friend press it upon you that this is evi-
dence, that, at the moment when those books were taken
from the lodging of Father Petcherine, there was a Bible
or Testament among the books? There is no pretence for
saying that the little volume which the boy saw-lying on
the wheelbarrow was a Testamentat all ; and-is it posaible
that you can be insulted by being asked to take it as prov-
ed that there was a book of that description there upon
she occagsion? 1 do not believe the crown will -press that
case. The books are put upon the barrows—a number of
boys are about the barrows, and, I repeat, there is no evi-
dence that Father Petcherine, when they were taken away,
had made any examination of them at all, The books
were burned some forty yards from the public street, and
it would occur to any one that, if the traverser's intention
Lad been to offend any member of the community, he
swould have selected a place more suitable t6 such a pur-
pose for manifest it i3, that, for the purpose of knowing
that the Bibles were burned—if they were burned—a per-
son must have chosea to walk in from the street and in-
stitute an inquiry into the matter. Wo have evidence that

half an bour clapsed after the books had left the house be-
fore Fatber Petcherine arrived at the yard, and in the
meantime men and woraen were passing through it, and it
wag competent, as I have said, for any one in the crowd—
Protestant or Cathiolic—I care not which for the purpose
of my argument—to have cast any book he pleased upon
the barrows or the fire. And now, gentlemen, pause and
ask yourselves what security would there be for any one if
Father Petcherine should be held responsible on such evi-
dence for what might have happened during his absence?
What safety would there be for any mao, Catholic ar Pro-
testant, if on evidence like that ‘'a traverser is to be con-
demned for the crime another person might have commit-
ted entirely without his knowledge? If any man—I can-
not too often press the question—a zealot on oneside or the
other—cast a Bible on that heap of books, is the Rev. Mr.
Petcherine to be made answerable for the act? He goes
to the vestry, and it does not appear that he looked at
the books in the yard, or any one of them, or was ina
position to judge what books were there at .all. I
ask you as reasonabdle men to regard the evidence, and
gay if you can believe that there was anything in his coa-
dunct to lead justly to the conclusion that e knew any-
thing of the presence of Bibles or Testaments in the place?
One porson said the fire was lit before, and another after,
he weat away ; but this matters very little. The question
is, what books were burned, and intended to be burned?
The question is, whether, having directed immoral books
to.be destroyed, Father Petcherine knew that there were
Bibles or Testaments among those which were, in fact,
destroyed ? It i3 impossible, gentlemen of the jury, in any
fair ot rational view of the case, to dream of convicting
my clieat on the evidence produced for the crown. What
happened after he went into the vestry? In about twenty
minutes or half an hour he returoéd to the chapel yard ;—
and even by the evidence of Duff and the others it does
not appear that on tbat second occasion, when he came
out into the yard, be saw what books were there, or could
kave seen them, for they were burning for balf an hour an

before. So that the transaclions of the chapel do oot help
the cage for the prosecution in the least degree, for the
sanme koowledge which Father Petcherine had of the books
when he left his lodgings, and that only, be had when
they were consumed. That books were burned is certain ;
but, T reiterate the question, were Bibles or Testaments
burned among them—and if so, had Father Petcherine any
koowledge of the fact? Are you satisfied that there were
_Bibles or Testaments burned on that occason, and if there
were, that Father Petcherine destroyed them, or authorised
their destruction, abundant opportunity having been af-
forded for persons of. different classes, positions, and reli-
gious belief to bring them to the fire without bis know-
ledge? Tsit possible for.you to come to such a conclu-
sion? What is the rest of the evidence for the crown ?—
Take it “in globo,” and it does not advance the case for
the prosecution one jot. IF the counsel could have offer~
ed tenfold the evidence they have produced, and a thou-
sand bits of the Bible or Testament, the-question stil! re-
mains, who pat that Bible or Testament there? And un~
less it be eatisfactorily proved that it was done by Father
Petcherine, you' cannot as an bonest jury think of cop-
victing -him. My learned friend suggests that if Father
Petcherine authorised the burning-of the Bible he woald.
be guilty of the offence. [ admit if he authorised, or as-
seated, or was a party to the putting of the Bible there,.
he would be open to the imputation ; but that is. just the
turning point of the case, on which, I aver, he will be
entitled to your acquittal—For what reason ig'there to say
that between the coming in of the books and the arrival of
Father Petcherine—even assuming there were Bibles thére
.~he:quthorised, directed, .or assented to :the act? The
whole of_the evidence amounts.to this—that there were a
Bible-and -2 Testament in the.chapel yard- I cannot find:
.hat -there-were any. other copiea: than'thoss discovered
then,. but there .were bits of .a Bible found: on the doy
efter, and passed round from hand to handia: Kingstown
for the inspection of the curious.!. It will be for. you to eay
if.you are satisfied on that point; bat if Father Petcherine
designed to bucn.the Bible, and biing .it-and Christianity
into contempt, he touk the oddest way possible to do“it,:
for the scene of the burniag was not an open place, and
‘00 person canie there who had not a suspicion of what was:
contemplated, or who was not directed to' come,
up information ; and if he desired to bura the Biblo eéne
temptuously, or in scorn of Christianity, or of any Church,”
would he not have directed the people 'to bring in-many:
copies of it; . which'must be: numerons- encogh in Kings-;
sfown?.. The. object.,was; to burn, immoral - books; and™ I-
-ask you;:ag fair, . ;,;n%gt.ia_{, -and;honest -men; -actiog ,upon.
1evidenge and.according.io youz -eath, .to stout the notion-
,1hdt his purpose was tO burn the . Bibla.. -If-he.intendad-lo:
«dowhat-is alleged -against. him  he might.-have -got. Gfty:
‘copies:of ythe Protestant version easily.enongh for'the pur-.
- pose in a.place-where Biblical propagandism is,sq common
88 in Kingatown. Witness after, witness_ has -been, pro~-
duced to-:prove that.one Bible :and.one; Testament * ware
;8eeir.... Come first,the Messrs. Liawson, and- their; evidence :
at the most ig, that on:the topof the barrows, as.l.under-
:8tood, therslay a Bible and: a . Testament—on .the top
one barrow a Bible, and on the top of snother. a; Testa~
.ment. - That. is; a circumstance . worthy . of gerions congi-
deta,tl,on,._;- ‘They svere on-the top.,of; the:barrowa—not: hid-
den or mixed p. with.the other bogks, bat.on -theytop of
them,: precisely;:in the-place -where .4 perdon: would pat

i8. teslimony? What story dass’!

them,: if-that person wished; that they.should -be, found.—

barrow, and when this was done there is not a particle of .

and pick.

The second Mr. Lawson was a3 unsatisfactory & witness as
Ieverssw. ' :You heard his evidence; and gaw-how difficult
it was to0 get an answer from: him' whenever; be thought -it.
might be employed for the; benefit. of the man whom he
came to cotiviet and condemi. ~ You ‘remember what' he
said@ when' he was asked'how he’knew it was tlie: New
Testament to which he swore so roundly. : Oh, he gaid, the
Testament was new. .. (Laughter.) What was: his notion
of the New Testament as distinguished from the Old Tes-
tament? He said it was the New Testament, and" when
pressed again ho repeated that'he knew it was the New-
Testament, because it was -naw.
that on the cvening of the day in.question he met Hutchins
(there was sqme strauge sympathy . between them}, and
they came to that particular place’on that particular oc-
he says, that they did not talk about the books when they
met? Then Mr. Charles Lawson goes next day to look for

they know where the thing they look for: has. been . left.—
Then you have o number of people ,brought to prove. that
they found bits of a Bible and Testament, and amon them
the Rev. Mr. Wallace, who preaches’'a sermon against the
Redemptorist Fathers, and’ writes letters in Saunders's
News-Letter. under false signatures, and shifts his mask:
with malignant dexterity to prejudice:the case -against the
accused. And those bits of a,Bible or Testament are pro-
duced for the purpose, I suppose, of showing that & mul-
titude of Bibles and Testaments were burned. Hven if
that were the case—if 50 copies- of the Bible had been
burned, would that prove that the act was;done by the di-
rection or with the knowledge of .the .traverser? I am
certain, gentlemen of the jury, that you are not satisfied
with this part of the case, or that-you have reached the
conclugion that. the crown have sustained their charge
against my client. Let us take the whole of these wit-
nesses—>Ir. Dorking, Mr. Hutchips, the Messrs. Lawson,
Mr. Wallace, and Mr. Synge, and Mrs, Whitile—and it
will be found they are as odd a family party as ever was
met with. I will not say there was management or collu-
sion in the transaction ; you will judge of that; but it is
perfectly plain that all the witnesses are moved by the
same 8pirit and the same feeling, and have the one pur-
pose and object, and somebiow or other they have marvel-
lously come to the same conclosion upor’' a consideration
of the one book divided into a multitude of pieces. It
strikes my humble judgment, with all respect for you, that
you must believe there were but the one Bible and
the one Testament in the chapel yard, whoever put
them there. And I repeat—for it cannot be too often
repeated—that the very fact that there was oaly one
Bible and one Testament is proof (riumphant and
conclugive that Father Petcherine mever could have
desired to burn them for tho purpose of insulting
the Protestant religion, or any other religion. Neither
Mr. Dorking nor the policeman speaks a3 to bits of Bibles,
but they both distinetly swear that on the tops of the bar-
rows there was oaly one Bible and one Testament. Nei-
ther of them conveys to you the slightest reasoun for think-
ing that Father Petcherine bad act or part, directly or in-
directly, by himself or finy human being under his counsel
or control, in putting tlie Bible or Testament on top of the
oune barrow or the other. The policeman most distinctly
corroborates what [ think is the material part of the evi-
dence of Dorking, that the chapel yard was open for the
admission of all who chose to enter. Tt is proved thers
was a crowd, and {alpin said, and Dorking said also, that
it was perfectly in the power of any one of those who
stood by to cast a Bible and Testament where they were
found. Beyond that, they leave the case of the crown pre-
cisely where it was left by Duff’; they allow you to grope
about, to imagine, to speculate, and to suspect as to the
person who pat the Bible and Testament on the heap. The
only remaining witness for the crown is certainly one of
remarkable character, a man whose evidence i3 inconsis-
tent with all .the other evidence in the case, a religions
gentleman to whom I adverted before, who says he has
had nothing to do-with the getting up of this prosecution,
and is dot ¥ zealous or intereated in-it.” 1 will not ask
your attention to his assaults upoa his fellow-man—to his
publication of his scrmon while he knew the trial was
peading, and that itwas likely to do injury to the accused.
But I will ask your attention to this, that Mr. Wallace told
you, most distinctly, he did not believe he prejudged the
cause, or had-done any one thing to affect my client injari-
ously in the slightest degree; and then you heard him nd-
mit to'you, he could not deny it, that he presched and
published a sermon, declaring to ‘the world that the Re-
demptorist Fathers had -publicly burned the Bible in King-
stown. How could be sit in that chair and look you in the
face, and tell you that he had preached and published that
sermon, and yet that he bad not done a wrong to my cli-
ent, or anything to prejudge his case? Ouly 'preacha
sermon to & large congregation—only inflame their pas-
sions as fiercely as you can—only pronounce that to be'a
fact which is fiction—only tell those who may be jurors,
or have friends on the jury, that the man who is to be tried
is @ guilty man—do all tbat, and you do not prejudge or
injure him! And if nll be not snficient to secure counvic-
tion, publish your sermon, and circulate hundreds and.
thousands of copies, condemning the accuged, and still say
you have not done him wrong. Gentlemen, I'do not like
to assail any man, aud least of-all & QClergyman of any
Clurch. But what am I to say to the evidence which has
thus been given? The Rev. Mr. Wallace lias sworn to you
as positively as he conld that he came to the chapel yard
at a'qizarter-pagt ten'o’clock on the morning' in question,
and that, standing outside the gate, about forty yards from-
.the spot where the fire had beer, he saw a little boy kick-
ing into the fire what appeared to himto be suiall'Bibles.
It i quite impossible my client can' be nffected by that
evidence ; for no one can rely upon it. :But I"ask you to
congider it in relation’to the; rest of: the case, and ] ask
you to come to this conclusion, even giving Mr..Wallace,
credit for.an inteation to spealt truly ; that be has. not, in
fact, told tho trath in a case in which his passion and prel
judice have been excited to such an extent a3 to lead him
into ‘error. If he be correct in swearing there were maoy
{Bibles, where were they, I.ask you, when Dorking,-and the
policeman, and-the Lawsons, and Mrs. Whittle were in the
yard? If, instead of one:Bible and Testament . thers
were & :heap  of them, do you' think they would:
have ‘'escaped’ ‘the' attention “of the ‘astuteé ’
ingenious Lawson? . - Do you : believe: the: policeman,.
whose habits and, duties -accustom. -him.ito accurafe
obgervation, would nothave seen them?. 1 say thereis’
‘10 gane man, who considers fairly all the factd of the case,
‘who'must ot decide’ that Mr. Wallace's evidence contra-
dieta-allthe:other -eviderice.! i‘He fixed himself in: hig in-
formntion, and again in his testimony to-dsy, to-a particus
lar hour, half-past ten.o'clock, and at that time he aiys
that there were’ books. diconsumied—tuat the boys wers
icking'* Bibles into ‘the fire wholesale,” The’policeman

were, smouldering “in:the fire, and -that nothing.remained
but a few seattered leaves. Upon.thig part.of the case the
‘evidenica of. thie Rev..Mr. Wallacd.i&'to bo'spdeislly’noted,,
‘not- merely because I'utterly disprove it-by the other evie
‘dence,: but because ita nature::and character-explain the
.entiré of: the case, and:show you that there ig.contrivance
or collusion iz it,'or mansgement or fraiid ; or, that men
 bave beéil 80 'animated by factious virulence and sectarian:
"passion that thiey have 'induced:themselves tobelieve that
which isvnot true:;; Recurring to: myioriginal position, I
gay thatthig accusation has had its:origin, ot from the'
act of T'ather Petcherine, not bécause he did anything that
would give even a colour or pretext for the'charge against
him, but because the minds of many pecple are so full of
‘he grosgest, prejudice and prepossession, that they give to
‘broceedings, the most infocent, @ compléxion and effect
‘which, 'under- othet circumstdneds,” o human 'béiag ever

‘'would have dreamt of. My lesrned friend, the Attorney-
General, opening this case with great ability, stated that

(Laughter,) He said-

cagion to make a particular inquiry. - Do you believe what-

evidence ; and people that ‘seek “sometimes can find, for'

and |,

Bwears that at.nine'v'clock all wera burnt; that the remaing | -

if the exhortations of the Rev. .
bring: in ;t:iooks of dan :immoral:
no wrong done, and no cause of complaint: and it ;
strous to say that, if guch they were,pdﬁytf:ing%ﬁ:tmdaon'
red afterwards, either at hislodgings or'in the chape] au;.
made him responsible for burning & Bible, of the ex‘is{e; 4
of: which there is no evidence 1o show that hg bad nea
koowledge under the sun. A great and grave queationfn
your congideration is the question of intention. Firgt 2‘
bave'the qiiestion’ of fact—whether there is one particle of
testimony- on which you can rely fiting the uaverserim?h
knoiwledga or.consciousness in the slightest manner of th
burning of the Bible? —That js_the first question, ang DE
that question I confideatly expéct your verdict. ' O 1hn
second question:in evidence Tshall address myself to ﬂz:
‘observations ‘of the Attorney-General, ‘and I shal} Prov.
conclusively that the state-of things which he Supposed ae
posaible to exist is the very state of ‘things which, infacs
exigted ;—that my client in his sermon referred to ng BibI;'
but spoke simply, and solely, and exclusively, of immory
books, and nothing else—and that he never, directly or i
directly, by suggestion, by advice, by counsel, or command.
required any ‘'man under his_coatrol -to bring in any book
except an immoral baok. IFT prove this to you, surely then
is an end to the case. ‘Even without that proof, T beliane
the matter-is concluded on the evidence of the prosecatory
With that'proof,: I know not -how the Crown can Ventuzs
to press the case at all.” The material question herg Te.
gards:the purpose of the accused, and on that questiog you
can judge only by acts and conduct. It is only for the 4);.
seeing God to determine, with full knowledge, and absoluts
certainty what"is the interior working of the souls of gj
creatures ; but you must consider bere whether or ng the
acts of my client should lead you to one conclusion or the
other, and if I prove to you those acta—by his conduet
and by hie counsel—that lie never countenanced, dpproveq
encouraged, or abetted the burning of a Bible, it iy be
your boundén daty, s honest maen, to give him your ver.
diet. These, as il seems to me, are the' main considan.
tions in this cagse. I have stated them to you st perhapg
too great length, but you will pardon me. I repeat {hy,
my inferest in the result is deep, because I think my eliey:
wortby of that interest. by interest is deep, also, begay,
I believe that in the issue of this trial there i3 more thay
my client's personal protection—far more~-involved, |
think that issue, if it be an acquittal, noton legal teely;
calities, or on the assertion of strict legal right, but 4,
acquittal because you are morally satisfied of the ing,
cence of the traverser, will do an incalculable amount of
good. It will correct error and soothe down passion, ang
barmonise the people of this divided land. The wigj,
matter is before you. You have a great responsibility ang
a colemn duty. If [ have succceded in mastering preju.
dice and removing prepossession, nnd inducing you 't
look at the case in its simplicity aud in its truth, tke Io-
sult [ feel to be absolutely certain, Task you merely y
apply to it the common principles of justice which protes
the meanest man charged with tho basest felony. [ ag
you confidently to say, that there is no case against my
client. T ask you to declare, that the proof of the prose.
cutor bas failed—fhiled ntterly—in connecting him with
the fact which you must find and the intention which muy
be demonstrated, before » hair of his head can be hrougi:
into peril. Be faithful in the discharge of your high fune.
tion ; act without fear and without favor; vindicate the
law and establish the immunity of innocence ; and thougl
faction may rage around the traverser, and sectarian -
tred raven for its prey, and slander spit its * poison-apume
upon him, do equal justice between the crown and the
accused, and make this day memorable in our countrs;
annals by demonstrating that, although he is a stranger,
tried before men of another blood and race—althoust he
is a Oatholic Priest and some of you are Protestants—le
bas not erred in committing his liberty and big honour te
the protection of a jury of Irish gentletmen.

The learned gentleman’s address occupied three houts,
and the conélusion of it wa3 greeted with lond burstsef
applause again and agnin repeated, notwithstanding tle
efforts madeé by the officers of the court to repress i,

The court then adjourned. -

traverser Wote mere]
tendency, there- woulg lt:

SATURDAT.

The trial of tho cnge against the Rev. Father]Petcherin
was resumed at the sitting of the court on'Saturday morn-
ing. - As on the ‘previous day, the neighborhood of the
court, and every avenue lesding to it,: wa3' occupied by
anxious crowds from an early bour. The interior.of the
court itself was also densely throeged ia every pact. The
deep interest felt in tbe proccedings was rather increased
than otherwise. - )

Shortly after ten o/cloek the judges took their seals oz
the bench. The Rev. Mr. Petcherine, nccompamied by
several of his friends, and by bis agents, arrived some time
before, and was teceived with the ywarmest marks of re-
spect and veneration by the assembled erowds inside and
cutside of the conrt. ‘ ‘

Counsel on both sides having taken their seats, and ke
Olerk of the Crown having called over the jury.

. The first'witneas called for the defonce was,

~ Mr. James Caulfield, who was examined by Sir Colmaz
O'Loghlen, Q.C.. He said—1 am & Roman Catholie resid-
ing at Kingatown ; recollects the time the migsion of tbs
Redemptorist Fathers was going on.

Counsel—Wera you present atany of Pather Patcherine's

sermons ? Co AP

. Witngsg—Yes, { heard several.

~ Were you present at the sermor in which he spokeof
immoral publicationg?- - T

{... The Attornoy-Geaeral—If it ig.proposed to go iato eri-

dence of what the teaverser stated in his sermous, your lord-
ship will geo that there are meny grounds on which this
‘evidenes is inadiniggible. o ’ -
- Judge Crampton—Tt i3 quits impossible to recsive any
such svideace. ST e e .
. Mr, O'Higan—Uader these cireumstances your lordshbip
will permil me to ‘consult with my collasgues as to the
course I am:to adopt, for the objection of the Crown taky
us entirely by:surprise. - - o
.. Mr. Justice Crampton—Suvrely, you are not aasily takse
by surprise.. R ) ‘

The learned counasl then retired, and relurned to oourt

ir nbout twenty minutes, when"
Mr. O'Hagan said--My lords, T bave:consulted withwy
colleagues, -aod we bave eome;to, a decigion in this case.

| My lords, T'have nothing more tosay than this—let the

‘crown. take its’ coifrae—Ilet -the court:take ita courie—ve
offer'no-evidenco, and abide the decisidn of the jury.”

- 'The Attorney-General--As the- traveraer hag offered no
evidence, I don't consider it necessary to call,upon oy
learned friénd and colleague, the Solicitor-General, toof-
fer any obServations on the case.: - ' )

* Baron'Greene then charged the jury. -

THE' YARDICT~ACQUITTAL ' CF ri‘mxa' pETOHERING.
During the dbsence of the jury in thia ‘cass the utmost
anxiety was manifested-tolearn the result of their delibe:
:rations,. though thers seopiad to bie Zittle room for doubt of -
‘what it would beFr All‘eyes wepe,turnad’ to ‘the ary Ui%
.and theirpeturn with the.verdict was-awsited -with ¢
'most breathless expectation: ; At twenty minutes to thred
o'clock they' came into court, and the forsaman handed
down the'fgsde:paper.- @ LB en e
-'The Oletk of the'Crown, Having'called over'the name
.of the jury, agked—~~" What say- you, -gentlemen?" # That
tho Rev, Yladimir Petchierine is NOT GUILTY."

it ..
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Upwards, of five. thousand _doilars bavebaea siresdr
subseribed in ‘Boston and in its vicinity for the spresd o,
Protestantism id Treland dnd in response‘to the'appeals O

\from there.i’ -7, .

Rev:Méssrs. Arthar ' and :Scott, the Wealeyan deputatios




