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had now, for the first time, been published— but that such was not
the case will be plain from wHat the AtJienceum tells us. ,"The
depositions," hesays, "already mentioned, do not appear to have
been claimed by the Governmentas official records. Early in the
last century these pap> jeinthehandsofprivate book-collectors,,
from whom they passi -inky College, Dublin, which baa not,
up to thepresent time any steps towards printing them. The
publication beforeus iickson'sbook) contains aconsiderable
number of depositic eluding some of those printed by
Jones, Temple, and' '"c, as well as others which have of
late years appeared,in lin various books. In addition to
depositions connected \. i

' 1641, the present volumes contain
documents, some of which have been previously published^
concerning < plantations

'in IrSlaud in 1610-1639, and reports of
trialsin theHigh Court of justice in1652-4. Many points,historic
documentary,andpo'emical,areeditorially referred to in connection
withthepapers;but itis not our province to enter here upon.a
discussion of them. Thehistory of theperiod to which they relate
has, itwas truly observedin thelast century, been rendered 'amaz-
ingly intricate by the writingsof different parties and interests."

—
The Tablet further seemed to accept ifc as proved that the super-
natural element thathad been supposed to invalidate the evidence
touching therebellion was easily explainedby Miss Hickson

—
the

Athenceumneverthless* seemsof a different mind. " From passages
in thedepositionsandcontemporary documents," he says,"wemay
perhapsestimate the degree to whichbelief in the supernaturalpre*
vailed towards theperiodof 1641. The Key. GeorgeCreigbton,in a
statementof the year 1643, printed in the second of the -volumes
before us, avers that

'
diver3women constantly witnessed and

affirmed'tohim that a rebelstruck three timesat the nakedbody of
a young woman* withhis drawnsword, and yetnever cuther skin;
albeit,'he adds,'those thatknow the Irishknow that they carryno.
swords unless they be very sharp.' Nicholas Barnard, Dean of
Ardagh,andchaplain to Archbishop Ussher, wrote in 1642 thathe
was assuredby officers, 'upon their own experience.' that some of
the Irishhad by charms succeeded in making themselves

'
thrust-

free,as they called it;' and the point of a sword put upon their
naked breasts,itcould not be made toenter ordraw the leastblood.'Itiscertain,'continnedDeanBarnard,;that atthe takingof Newry,
arebelbeing appointedtobe shot uponthe bridge, and stript stark
naked,notwithstanding themusketeerstood withintwo yards of him,
and shothim in the middle of the back,yet the bullet entered not,
nor didhim anymorehurt than leave a little black spot behind it.'
We readin the despositions thatatDungannon in1641a vision was
seenof

'
a womancompassing about the town with a spear in her

hand;when any wouldapproachher,she would gofrom them,when,
any wouldgo fromher she woulddrawnearunto them.' Another de-
ponent of the sameperiodstate3that'Master Montgomery,minister,'
andseveralothers 'ofgoodworth,'reportedthat'there wasseenasword
hangingintheair,with thepointdownwards,thehaft seemingtobe red
andthepoint turnedround.'"—On thewhole,thenwemaysafelyclaim
that enough has been writtenby thereviewer fiom whom we quote
to bearout the charges made by us against the London Tablet, and
weneedsaynomore.

A raw weeksago we referredtoareviewgiven by
fully the London Tablet of abook on the Irishrebellion

confibmed. of 1641, lately published by Miss Hickson, and
which reviewweaccused of betrayinga discredit-

ableanimus, andof being otherwiseunfair and injurious. la order
tobearont whatweasserted in this matter weshall now takesome
quotationsfrom the review of the same work that we findin the
Atfonaum. The writer,then, takesexceptionto the men appointed
as to examine into the evidence of the enormitiesalleged'tohave beencommitted. "The taskof taking thedepositions
was intrusted," he says, "not to theregular legal functionaries, but
tonine clergymenof theEstablished Church, who avowedin print
politicaland theologicalopinions which,at the present day, would
bedeemedscarcelyconsistent with official impartiality. No Irish
Catholic, layman, or ecclesiastic, was associated with theminthe
commission. Confidence in the proceedings of clergy of the
Established Church inIreland attheperiodis not augmented by the
charactersof someof them, asportrayedby members of their own
order." And further on he says,"Itis to be regretted that the
presentpublicationdoesnot supply detailsinrelation to the personal
historyof the clergymen before whom the depositionswere taken.
Anaccount of thecareerof Henry Jones, the chief of those com-missioners, wouldhave furnishedcurious and interestingillustrations
of the times. Joneswas, for a time,ina disturbed district ofUlster
in1641-2;he acted as envoy from some of the Irish to the Govern-
ment at Dublin,and wasafterwardsagentinEngland for theProtes-
tant clergy of Ireland. He was appointed Bishop of Clogber by
Charles 1., and carried on correspondence with the liish thenin
arms inUlster. Jones subsequently became Scout-Master to the
Parliamentarians,and received a salary of £340 per annum for the
compilationof a narrative of ths rebellion in Ireland. After the
restoration Jones obtained the See of Meatb,butdid not publish the
history which he hadundertaken, lie diedin1681, and hissonand
daughterbecamemembers of theBoman Catholic Church." A £act,
we may remark in passing, that seems to show that nothing very
atrociousdoneby Catholics, as such, had come to the knowledgeof
theconverts inquestion. Butthe reviewer hadalready thus defended
the Catholic cause. "The representatives of the Irish Roman
Catholicsinsisted, in their public declarations, that tumultuary and
isolatedacts of thelower classes should not be regardedas those of
thenation. They declared that many of the unoffending Irish had
beenkilledor subjected to inhumane treatment,and urgedCharlesI.
to institute official investigations into allegedmassacres and losses.
Inthepublicationsof Jones andTemple the portionsof the deposi-
tions which relatedto murders, cruelties, expressions of enmity to
England and to Protestantism were elaborately pnt forward. The|History'by SirJohn Temple, for a time acceptedas an authority,
is nowregarded asuntrustworthy. From the depositionsBorlase,in1680, published'A collection of murders in several counties ofIreland,' which wasreprintedat Londonin1720. To such compila-
tionsEdmundBurkealluded whenhe wrote that statesmen 'ought
not torakeinto thehideousandabominable thing3which weredonein the turbulent fury of aninjured, robbed, and persecuted people,
and which wereafterwardscruelly revengedin the execution,andasoutrageously and shamefully exaggerated in the representation."
"With regard toreflections on the character of the nation,' adds thewriter, "it maybe observedthat the worstactsascribed to theperiod
of1641inIreland wereexceededinenormityby thepopulace of the
Hague, when thirty-one years subsequently theymurderedCorneliusdeWitt andhis brother." And, for our ownpart,we do not recollecttohavereadevenin the horrid extracts quoted fromMissHicksonby theLondon Tablet,of any case in which the brutal mobcut the
flesh from thebodiesof the victims they hadbutchered inthe streets
and ateit,as the partisans of our glorious Williamaresaid tohave
doneat theHague. Nothingmoreatrocious than themurder of the
De Witts, in fact, has stained the page of history. Our readers,
again, will remember' now* tnVLonddri Tablet, in applauding thepublicationof thedetails given byMiss Hickson, implied that they

TheLondon Spectator takesLord Eosebery to task
scotch for the opinionexpressedby him a little time ago,'

worthies. iaunveiling the statueof RobertBurns, thatBurns
was the greatestScotchman whoeverlived. «" For

our ownpart," says the Spectator, " weshould not only claimJohn
Enox and Sir Walter Scott

—
to whom Lord Jtosebery referred

—
as

vastly greater men than Burns, butmany another in everychapter
of the history of Scotland of which we have auy thoroughknow-
ledge." Anda little further on he says

— "Exclude the wonderful
poetryhe wrote,and what sign of greatness, as aman, did Burns
giveus ? He wrote good and vivid letters, but hardly so goodas
Mrs.Carlyle. He wrotesomegood prose descriptions, bat nothing
tocompare with theprosedescriptionsof Carlyle. Hehadlargeand
kindly sympathies,butnot larger orkindlier than Sir Walter Scott,
andnot half so discriminating. He was not ashamed of his order
and lovedhis country;buthow few are theScotch peasantsof whom
you could not say the same? For the rest,Burns didnot govern
himself even so far as toprevent doing gross and cruel wrongs to
those whomhepretended to love;and though a careful critic of
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