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later permitted in Isracl, yet a vepublic had heen estah-
lished by a Divine authority, OF course, there were differ-
ences of opinion on the question; hut no one questioned
the loyalty of Dr. Tang, no charge of sedition was cver
preferred againsg him, and no opponent ever suggested
that his republican principles disqualificd him irom taking
the oath of allogiauee as o member of the Legislature,
Dr. Lang lived to a ripe old hge, and when 1878 he
died, there was universal vegred, ail his memory 15 pre-
served to-day, nes merely by his writings, lut by w statne
in Wynyard Square, Syduey, crected hy vote of Parlin-
ment. 1 reeall this facl, gentlenmen, hecanse in these davs
of reiterated protestations of Toyalty | have no doubt that
were ane to propose au clective Governor or a republie for
New Zeatand, he wonld he aceused Dy, aund nob
merely by religions sectaries, of sedifion and dizloyally.
No amoeunt of ealvmny and  misrepresentation can alter
facts, however, huttressed ax they are by Imh_tnrw:ll evie
denco and the support of legal and constitutions! anth-
ority.  But von will realise, centlomen, the risk o ertizen
aims who advecates principles which expose hiny toa clinrge
of this kind, and henee itois nop without reason that May
tells us in lis Consfifutionnd Hisfory that the Taw l’f'l:ltlll;z
fo treason and sedition has ever been the eruse ol meh
wnjust and unmerited  suffering. The ehief s:m'ﬂ,:n_;n_'tl-—--
indeed, I may sav, the only legal pratectionm the cilizen
possesses —is 1u the jnry system. [t ix your high eftice, not
merely to punish crime, hut to prevent the criminal law
from developing into (e most walignant persecution.
Bearing these facts in mind, sontlemen, as [ have siail,
vou will resolve any doubi in fuvoer ol [rec speech. L osub-
mit, however, that yoeur deliberatious will not. reaceh that
stage—that, having lLeard his bordship, seu must have
been impressed by lis feavkuess, the simplicity of  his
manner, and Lis travspavent truchiolness, and :1('(<m'dl11gl\"
T appeal to you with coulidence to vetnrn a verdlict of
Not Guilty.
TIE TENOR OF THE SPERCIH.

e, Meredith, in his address to the jury, stated that
Tie did not propose to make historical references, bt would
conbine himself Lo the words at issue in the case. He drew
attention to the definition of sedition, ineluded
language likely to promote discamfort or disaffection among
tho people; or to promote feelings of illwill or hostiditios
hetween differeut classes of the community. There was
practically ne deninl of the speech as reported, execpl in
two particulars, Tu ene instance Uhe Bishop said he did
not say fmany peopla’” were preepared to fieht andd even
die, ete., ik that “there were men, and women, too, to
fght and even die,? ete. In the other instancee he sng-
costed that the report quite misrepresented hix statements
on the subject of the people who had heenw Kitled in Treland.
The report lad Deen made by a skilled and practised re-
porter, who had the cenlidenes of s employvers, and was,
admittedly, correct i all but these twa peipls. A6 the
time it was published there was cansiderable feeling aroused
all over the country, and one would have thenght Lhat ie
would liave been wiser if the Bishop had explaauved innoe-
diately. It was unfortunaice that, m writing o Mr. Mas-
sey, the Bishop did noi reiract anxthing there was Lo re-
tract, or sxpliin anvthing in which he had heeu wronghy
reported. It he had done so, there probably would have
heen none of these mroceedings.  Mddvessing his remarks
to the speech, counsel advised the jury that the wpeeeh
should be considered as o whele and not in parts.

which

HES HONOR'S SUMAMING-UI,

Mr. Justice Srringer said I

had hecome his daly

to  endeavor  fo assist e ey fo owrrive al o ow
just  and  praper  cenclusion. It would  he under-
stood  that  anvthing  he  might saxy was ouly for

the purpose ol ascisting them, and that they were o onoe
way hound by auy opinion which he mighl see Gt to express.
If the jury rewewhered, ihe report was published in the
Ierald of Saturdav., The Mavor wo doubl assumed  ihe
report to he true. o Todued, and had printed, a pretest
that was circulated thronghont the Lod, and o storm of
protest arose.  FHe agreed, also, with counsel [or the Crowu,
that it was almost cqually wnfortimte that, vetwithstand-
ing this protest having hecn piiblished hefore an explan-
tion had heen obinined, the HBishop should stifl have ve-
frained from replying.  He did so under adviee, and could
1ot be held responsible. But there could he no doubt, e
thonght, that cven after the protest bad heen made and
comments had appeared, if the Bishop had given an ox-
planation, aml had shown, at any rate, that in the most
vital parts of the speech passages had been owitted that
altogether altered tho sense, if it hiad not allayed publie
feeling, it would almost certainly have prevented proceed-

ings from heing initiated. It was difficult, he felt, for
the jury to approach the ease with that judicial calm they
might have observed it the question had not heen venti-
lated so freely wp to the time that proceedings were for-
mally imitiated.  Sedition was o sertons thing.
was not applied Lo foolish utterances on
pelitical, religions, or racial.

The term
varions subjeets,
There must he hehind the
words the intention (o stiv np srife or disafleciion amoug
tho people. T was not contended in this ease that any-
thing against the Government or Lhe Ring was intowded.
The contention of the Crown was that the werds used on
this oceasion were catenlated and intended (o stir up strifo
among the peaple. and 10 set one elass amaiust anelhoer.
That was Ahe question which the jury el to derermine,
They had to be satished that (he lngrniee used was in-
tended to have that offect. That heine so, il was necessary
i the hrstoinstanee to know exactly what the words woere,
and here there was somoe- theugh Bie did woi think, except,
i oseme respeetsy any ereat-- conflict of evidonce, Tt was
excectdingly fuportand that they shondd kunow exaetly what
was siid when the words were the hasis of a prosecntion.
[towas desirable that ihey shondd Tnow all that was said,
For an absteact ol a speceh of 200 minutes” daration inio
words whicl could be spoken in theee minutes meant lTeav-
ing oni a greai deal that was said, as woll ns a

preat
deal of the econtext of what was veporred, Thi

was apt
Lo h(“ misloading v thar @6 wight not convey {ully the
meaning intended Ty the spealier,

R

Tho report of the speeelis as apperzing v the indict-
ment, was then read to dhie jury by bis Honor

As e amderstood the Bishop's evidence ol Ins
Ponory it was admitted that this was Tairly aeeurate, with
cne or twe modilications.

The tener of the Tangaage must
fresy

ey . .
Fhe qurey, o deterniinive whether i
not, wonlid

he considered,
wax sedilious or the whole
as well as certain passages in the st pert of the speceh.
Whatever one micht think of 3, 06 3t were # question of
taste, S0 was necesary 1o apply o very dilerent eriterion.,
Tt was ol a guestion of taste oo oease of this kind, The
auestion was whether 76 was seditions. He wust confess,
thovgds the matter was for (he Jury, that it did nob seem
to lim, i this had steod alone, that anv seditious inlen-
fion could ressonably he sttributed to it
ol things whiel had happoncd 0 or 30
was spoken ol historienl events.

hivve in consider

It was spoken

years g, and

Later e his address Tis Honer said dhev eame Lo what
niist boorecognised as the erncial part of the allecation of
seditions speech-—the passage which relerred to eleser his-
tory and to these mardered by forenm troops 1 was
morespeet ol that that ihere was o serions conteadietion
of evidence,  The jnry woenld have to make p their minds
what were the words actually weel. 05 ihey came to the
conclusion that they were the wonls siated he the Bishop
to have heen wsed by him. @6 pot o w overs different con-
plexion on fhe passage.

The veference wax partienlarly
Lo the allogation abend

“ninrdered by Toreign troops.”
OF course 16 was admitted that there was relerenee to (ho
“eloviens Faster.™ Phe Bishop apparently was proud and
asked Tis mulienes to join bim in heing proud of 1the men
who died in this rebellion, Fhere conld ho ne doubt (hat
the Master reliellion was an inwane aml wicked rebellion.
It was cerlain Lo fail, but it had to be suppressed, and in
that process many men lost their lves. The pnini made,
however, whs that {his was a clorification of rehelhion, :Illti
therefore mnst have heen said with the intention of pro-
ducing disaffection among the peaple. T the fiyst place,
he thewght that the jury had to remember that in mattors
relating Lo the so-ealled Trish robellion, very different con-
stderations had to be applicd From those of rebellion in the
ordinary sense of the word. there had heen a grost many
rebellions in Treland, and 16 was reasonable Lo SUPPOSC ih.-!‘l,
Irishmen considered that those who died in froitless re-
hellims were entitled to respeet, heeanse they died not {or
themselves, but in the endeavor 1o free Treland {rom what
was considered oppression.  In ihis conrection it appeared
nob unimportant to look at the programme of the concert.
His Honer then referred to and quoted from the twe sOngs
“A Naztion Once Again,”” and “God Save Ireland,” sung
by children at the concert, to show ilhat a certain nmmm:
of liomage was paid by the Irish prople to those who had
lost their lives in various rehellions at different times, In
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