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Baturday direct to the Bishog and making 2 statement
in tlo Press on Monday to the eflect that he had asked tho
Hishep for an expianation and hoped the public would
reserve jwdgnient in the meantime.  Suele a course would
havo deprived many peoplo of o great deal of praminence,
hut “‘01:]]([ leave prevented the storne which has sinee arisen,
aned would cortainly have besn more i accordance with
tho responsile position the Mayor boelds, lo siy nothing
of ordinary fair-play.

Now, gentlemen, having heard the evidence, I ask you
to dismiss from your mindds as Far as possible the aspersions
cast npon the Bishien by the Press and hy virious public
hadies, and to jndge Lim only on what voun have heard
in this Court.  Nob enly have the witnesses Tor the Crown
been severely shaken in eross-examination, hut several of
them have admitted that the Bishiop, when dealing with
tho Faster Rising awd subsequent events, stated that he
was reading from o list, and even they must have satisfied
vou that when his Lordship spoke abont the 155 men
and women, inchuling three pricgts, who, during and sioee
1914, had died for frelund, ho vvas not referring only to
thoe who were killed in the Risoge, amd thal he referred
to tho “Black-and-Tans” alone as murderers. Coming o
the speccly itself, as seb out in the indictment, it s common
eround that it can bhe read n httie more than three
minutes, thongh b took Trom twenty 1o tweanby-five minntes
in delivery.  There are a great many omitted passiges
which would doubtless have had an explanatory and quali-
fying effeet on what has heen reported. Evon as it stands,
however, the speech nuespliuned by evidence cannot reason-
ably ho said to bear the damaging inferences whieh the
Crown scecks to dreaw therefrom.  Takine the fivst $iara-
graph on which the Crown relies, his Lovdship early in the
specch referred to the nombers of Lrish people who had
heen driven from their homes beenuse their foreign masters
di<l neot want the land peopled by Trish men and women,
but preferred to make it a eattlo vanch for the snobs
af the Fwpire.  Here the relerence was to a state of
things which has long passed away, when the Landlords who
depopulated  the country were literally masters of the
people, and as they were in the vast najority of cases ab-
sentees, the Bishop aptly deseribed them, and was certainly
entitled to vefer to them, as foreign masters.  llere the
Bishop was alluding o an indisputable historical fact -a
deplerable ~fact—hut one which helongs te the past. You
will remember, however, gentlemen, that he was speaking
to an Trish audience on a subjeci on which the Irish heart
feels deeply, Tt may he difficult Tor you wheo are not Irish
to understand that fechimg, Shakspere sias,

Ho josts nbosears,
That never fele o2 wound

1 trust, however, Mro Forcman and gentletuew, yon possess
suflicient of the dromatie instinet o put yourselves e our
place-=for 1 am proud to be of 1rish extraction myself—
and not only to make allowances, but to feel some svin-
pathy for the sentiment of deep ndignation with which
they recall the evietions whicl drove suelt immense nunthers
of Irish people from their country, and which aceounts in
no simall measure for ihe abiding affection which many of
their descendants =Gl cherish for the land of their ances-
tors who suffered such crnel and inexceusable wrongs, Rather
less than twenty years avo the Noneonformists o Fngland
were engaged Inoa passive resistatnce movement, aml suf-
fered imprisoment vather than pay taxes for the mainten-
ance of schools to which they could not conscientiously send
thieir children.  Speaking from his olace in the House of
Lords in that connection. Tord Rosehery said that, althouch
he could not enter julo the Feelings of the people who oh-
jected to Churelr sclicols, that was heenuse ho was uok o
Nonconformist, and he confessed that when he saw peoplo
prepared to wo to such lengths for conscience’ sake, he was
hound to say that no eivilised Government shiould subject
their conscience to such o strain, and {hus he was obliged
to respect feelings he did oot really share. So, gentlemen,
I invito you to regooed Ahis particular pavagraph in the
Bishap’s speech, and thongh vou mav disagree with some
of the words emploved. vou will readily conclude that they
diselose no seditious intent whatever.

My learned friend, the Crown Proseeutor, inviles yon
to take seriously the pavagraph m which the Bishop
states that Ireland hins not zot all that she agked for, nor
all that her sons lied for, but that she had seeurved an jv-
stalment of her freedom and was determined to have tho
whole. The Bishop has told vou that e had here in mind
the partition of Freland and the ultimate inclusion of
Ulster, for which the Free State Treaty provides. The
vast majority of the people of Ireland share the feeling,
and it is absurd to suggest that the view expressed v
his Lordship is auvthing other than that to which any
citizen ig cutitled,  The commendation of Mr. de Valera
as the man who had earried Treland thus far, and whe
would see that the rulers of Treland were“uot duped hy
Tingland,” is also well within the limit of free speech, and
is a view wlich he was entitled to express, though the
passage would certainly hate been less Tiable to misinter-
pretation—more espeeially as there art crilies in this
country cager to misinterpret—had the Bishop made it
plain that he referred to the Government, not to the people
of England. Ilis Frish audienee understood what ho meant,
—indeed, they have tos many historical reasons for deing
so—and T would remind von that in the Iast edition of the
Nineteenth Century and After, Dr. Addison, until recentiy

a colleague of Mr. Lloxd George, dencunees him as a
prevaricator and an expert in duplicily. I salhnt to you
with conlidence that his Lordship or any other citizen is
entitled vqually with Dr. Addison to guestion the sincertty
of Mr. Llovd George, and my learned friend can hardly ho
seriong when he invites you to helicve that this passapoe
of the indictment is indieaiive in tho slightest degree of
suditions intent on the part of the Bishop.
Now gentlemen, | oinvite you 4o hear with mo while
T refer to that portion of the Press report which has
given rise o tho strongest denuncintion, 1 concede 5t oheo
that the indictment would be fully justified if the Bishop
reatly spoke ns the Press reports him.  Assuredly, however,
ha has abundantly satisficd vou—and his own evidence has
beew Tully corrohorated by somo witnesses for the proseen-
tion—that ho did not apply tho word, “murdered” in con-
weetion with those who were killed i aetion in the Rising
of 1216, and that he used the term ondy in conmection with
the ' Black-und-Tans,”  darving 102021, Here let mo
state that we cannot recede from our eontention that the
men anwd women ineluded in that estegory were in fact
murdered,  Speaking from Tis place in the House of
Lords, the Archhishop of Canterbury rveferred to the work
ol the U Black-and-Tans’’ as the devil’s work,  3Mr. Asquith
from his place 1o the House of (‘ommeoens has eharged them
with murder, and Mreo Churehill and other Cahinet Mini-
sters have adiitted as ek, Suel being the fact we invitoe
vou to agree that the Bishop was entitled teo state that
the vielims of these men were nmrdered. Wa confidently
invite von to agree, morcover, that he did not refer to
those killed in action or to these who died of hunger
strike as having been muordered. T am satisfied  that in
this conpbection you are abnndantly satisfied with his Lord-
ship’s ovidence, and thongh voun may think that the un-
happy fact had hetter not have been referred to, vou will,
nevertheless, agreo ithat in speaking of 16 to an Irish
andienes, ho disclosed no seditions intent and was acting
within the exeriese of the right of free speech which every
citizen pusscesses.  The Crown Proseenter, however, will
nevertheless direet vonr abtention to the relerence made
to “that glorious Baster,”” which tho Bishon admits using
parenthetieally, and in that conneetion T would ask voun
to hear with me while 1 direeh vour attention to a few
historieal facts in connection with which this reference
should e eonsidered. 14 has heen well snid by an Enelish
publicist that, thongh Lhe rising ocenred in Treland, jt
was not an Irish rising. [0 olher words, those connected
with 3% wera o small number ol voung men—Sir Philip
€iihhs las deseribed them as “dreamers and patriots’’—in
the oty ol Dublin. Brave and eourageous though thev
were, 1 oeoncede that the British (Gevernment was hound
to employ foree to subdue them, and 1 freclv admit it
wonld he wnjust to brand sl the soldiers who opposed
them as marderers. Tt mo remind vou, gentlemen, that
the litteral of history. is strewn with the wreek of such
enterprises.  History is replete with the vecords of acts
admittedly illeeal, hut, nevertheless accounted  glorious
by posterity. Condemned by their contemporaries, sueh men
soon pass into the martyrology of a natien, and in process
of time they become almost detfied. Let me give von some
sbances. )
()Ul_‘ (lF h'\ CICRLes i ': 1 -A is N
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1 ; ;o greatest poem o tho
larguage. May | remind vou, however, that Milton spent
onethivd of his Tife in propagating republican principles,
indenouncing monarely as impious, that he wrote a
pamphiet justifying the beheading of Charles®? T invite
my {riend, the Crown Prosecutor, to read the controversy
hetween Salmasius, the Duich schiolar, who resarded Charles
as o martyr, and John Milion, whe justified his exeention
ot the wround that the peeplo had the rizht to put a
tvrant to death. My fricud knows that the execution of
Charles was an illegal aet, and thaé Milion risked his
liherty and life defending it To-day, however, the memory
of Milton 15 vone the loss cherished as that of a ereat and
patriotic  Enoglishman,  Aeain, eenilemen, v 1 recall
tha rebellion headed by the Duke of Monmouth in 1685,
Monmouth failed, he was taken prisoner, a fugitive, and
after vatnly seeking  merey from an nnmatural unele,
James 10, ho met the doom of a traiter. We have it on
ihe aunthority of Macaulay, however, that C®ven in lis
ownday (2000 vears  after Menmouth's  death) in
that part of Fugland where brave peasants and miners
died in Monmouth’s canse, 1he memory of the man is held
mreverence by the people, and that Faglist mothers tell
their ¢hildren the story of Monmontl's deatls. But, zentle-
mei, T owill bring you closer to our own dav. You have
heard the story of the Ameriean Civil War, and doubtless
the story of Joln Brown. John Brown was a visionary and
an enthusiast, whese hatred of slavery as an instifution
amonnted to fanaticism, né least so his enemies said. With
o handiul of men he proclaimed a holy war against slavery.
His men wero ronted, defeated, and ‘slain, and he himself
hanged as @ traitor amid nfuriated enthusizsm. Very
soon, however, the pnblic feeling changed; the nation en-
gaged inoa death prapple over slavery, and tho story of
Johu Brown’s deeds and death, in verse, beeame a veritabloe
battlo hymn of freedom during tho war; —

He captured Uarper’s Terry, with his nineteen men so few

And he frightened old Virginny till she trembled th .
and through.

They hung him for & traitor. thomselves a trai

I torous erew
But his soul goes marching on. !
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