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THE FORREST DIVORCE CASE.

AL A

Contin f the Argument on
B Eomt %of ‘the Plamntiff

!‘mnr Cowurt.
Before Justive Oukley.
CATHARIYE W, FURRKENT VE. ROWIN FORREST.
THIRTY-FIRST DAY.
Janvany 92 —Mr. and Mrs Forrest were in Court, n:-
companled by thelr respective fricuds
Mr. O'Covor sreae and ecntinued his summing un
this morning He sald:—1 had arrived at the stass o’
some of the circumatnnoes cecurring about an importan:
period of the case—upon the day of thelr sotusl sspia.
Uon=the 1st May, 1840, I have thers shown you s
Mr. Forrest was snxlous at thet period of sdopting a
chesp mode of dispreing of Lis lady—s mode oheap in
ane reuge. apcording to his views and very dear in su-
other view— gnd [ should say a very oostly mode of ex-
posirg the fact of the maivinge desseration to goneral
cbeervation. Ue desired to piace bher in & boarding-
fiouse, ot & moderate rate of churgs. I adverl 10 this
cireumptanog, jo order to mark a faot whioh I ahall pesk
b—{hut at thi= pericd Mre Forret had no ba
ullt on the part of his wife, and had
i donbt of her perfeet prudence--tad mo doubt
of her perfeet chastity, sod never intended o makes any
churge impeachirg ber, The bosrding houss proj ot
Tuiled in coneeguencs of the remonstrances of Mrs, For.
Fefte=remonatonnces Which may ba eonsidared to have
smounted to mn absolute refusal, The uext stap, geo-
tlemen. wns to wottle an zlimony. Mr Lawson was Mr
Horrest’s agent in this matter—a sort of "gn betwaen''—
o gettle s proper sllowanee on Mres Forrest Whatever
foellngs of Liberslily notunted hioe on the ceossion, in his
deeision, 1 kxow not; L am uawilling to lotrodoce un un-
Ziecessary trsue in this ores, or even one werd upon the
subject. " You san't may how fur 1 hava praotised for
vearspee. Ibave seid mohing wpon the sabhjeot, nor
Lave 1aflered ome word; Lot whatever (berslity thew
may have been exercised It cortsinly wen ® libera ity
that needed n stimulos. for Me Livson adamite oot
the treaty was going onm for & consilsranle
lemgth of time wfter the g parstion; that Mr,
Forrest ¢ Mered to settle ou bis wite varicus sums, bagin
wning at the sum of $640 and & house to live In worth $375
a yeur Did it show aven a reasonsble spirit on the part of
Az, Porrest to desire to put his ledy into a briek house of
Lwo or threo etorive. with ber youn;: sinter, who ooeupled
the poaition of a daughter to "ber--a woman who was in
ihe habit of living hike n lady, and having servanta—to
yut ber in such a house upon £600 & year? Why, it wia
s mething spproaching to meanness - tha opposite of libe-
tality. But ut all events, that was the proposition thst
was made. and attempted to b foirtid upon M, Forrast
by the mild pereunsivensss of Mr Lawsom., Bhe peremp-
Lorily—if mney use 60 riropg & term—in sob.
stanoe and in  effect, refused thoe aoceptancs of
this allowancs. Bhe claimed wore, snd her olaim
hud been gradoally ronceded, untll it resched
the sum of fifteen hundred doliars s year, she haviog re-
quired two thourand doilsrs, With ‘such an sllowance
she could not live in a at all approaching that
poeition which was due to the charncter of her husband,
and during her own former mode of living whilst uuder
his protection, without rf:ndlng that amount. You re-
member Mr Lawson's letter, und that hs denies * the
moft impescbinent’' about the allowanee of two thoasand
dollars; but if he did not suggest, he acqulesced with (¢,
and recommended that the matter might be adjusted
Thus we see this fond and liberal husband making the
hardest terms in his power. Bhe |naisted, untlf the
smount came up to nearly that which wes sufficient to
uupgorl. ber during the period of their geparation—which
might not p!rhlilr bs very loog; 1 call attention
to that the proceedings, Mra, Forrest
& repudisted , Mceording to the statemont of
ber husband, put away in aomsequence nﬂmillun.u-ltyJ
and then tenderly t d by her band. and protect.
from sbame by acts upon his part which, should they
ever have reached the public ear, would bave coversd
him with shame—to wit.: the ling of her infamy
rl-al.n{.lm' in the bosom of arespectable family, and
mng the pame bed with her four months after her
Thie lady, who ou%ht to have been tremblin
;vlth mtltu:::lm tu;k:t gu “1.': ehe :mjmi h:am
nnnura © Fegar: paid to her just rights as a
wife. 8he insisted upon baving such an allowance as
she would be comtent to take; she made her
own terma, and she insisted upon amd received
them sgaivst his will Well. I add another circum-
atanes, for the purposs of showing that no sush idea
existed at that time in

] the mind of either party,
of any imputation on her chastity. I rall attention to s
most eatisfactory piece of evidence—the most satisfec-
tory in the whole case—I mean the letter to her father,

John Binclalr, written by Mr. Lawacn, closing with these
words—Mr. O'Uonor then read the concluding portion
of Mr. Lawreon's letter, which has been published,
This is the man who comens hers to speak upon a mers
form of speech, and says that hegot bis daughter t9 write
the letter for him while he was away. This Iz squal to
the gross elander, in hmu!e! WIP% pronounced by s
eountry woman of his—Mr% Underwaad. 1 invite atten-
{iitm 1o thic letter, ¥={ion Ly Jumes Luweon on the 1st of
Say, 1840, % in not writfen at the dictation of Mra.
Forrest; shie merely requested him to write to her father,
o b.l'uk the unpleasant mews to him. and to comvinae
Bin judgment, But there is one pmportant statement
which 8 tendemoy to contradiet the view of the
cuse taken by the other side, to wit, the statoment
that her honor was unsullied. Her schastity demuanded
no certificates; so proud was she of her iut«{rltytln.t
that portion of this letter alone commanded her repu-
distion.  When she heard of it af:or it wan sent, she
says T phieal to that leter—to your certificats of my
honer, which no one has ever Impeached,” [a that,

ark—rsaid ina moment oy [rivate confidence, and spoken
to & suppesed friend-..was thas pul JAngusge of m wo-
mun Who was consclous of guilt, and that ey busband
had repudisted her for her guiit, nud who was buifiog
tiptn him fer permistion to live in honor, or to be
whelmed ino the pool of infamy © Would she not have
been meet apxious to receive from s bosom friemd
und associate a certifisnte in writing that her honor was
untullied. and particularly when it came accompamied
with & mote from Mr., Lawson! Was such a woman
ot conecious of her innooemce, and desirous to shisld
bersell t public 1 ton' 1 mak, Is it pos-
sibie to believe otherwise, with thess irrefragable evi-
demees’ But the position of her fira: explanation—- why

did you say an; g about that which no ons has svar
impeached "' But, geotleman, I return to that letter:
what does it ray® It gives the direct lie to every word
uttered againet her [Mr. O Conor resd the letter, which |
bas been published, and continued | Aud that lstber is |
irom her best friend, and approved of by Edwla Foreest, |
with the knewledge that it was to be ssnt acroas the |
Atlantie to her father, and to stand as & testimonyat a
futore time. And it does stand as a testimony agninat
bim, @e¢ntlemen why is this tostimony not to hava fta
wliect! Have men lost thoir reason’ A the subjecte
of these qusstions Lo have no part lo the wdmiolstra- |
tion of justice. and in the common seuse of maenkind’ |
Now, let ua follow ep & little taither the noxt stace in
ihematter, We find Mr, Laweon attsmpting to bring
about n reconecilintion betsween the partine, |le was Mr,
vorreet s mnn of business. On all cccasionswe fim) h'm

in ennstaut commurloation with Mr. Forreat, sngaced in
sneflort to bring aboat & vesn o That he asted
foethe benetit of dre, Forrestis beyoad carthiy doubt, and |
il b= elear encugh that s intimecy exlsted botween Mr, |
Etcyens and Mr Forreat apd that ho seted in co-opsration
with Mr, Feorest.  Ehe tells bim, <1 did not meck your |
interference avd I fear evil evuseqrmeas will arise from
your ioferference. You have produced misohief snd
eril,” 1 must here eall attention to times wnd places,
Ara. Forrest spent s shost time with Mr Godwin's fa-

it Bha tlen wenl Into the house of a friead-—
Bre Wil Bho afterwards went to board with her |
aister In Grent Jones etreet, and Qoeally took np o redd

Jdewes io Bixteenth slreve, nnd tien Mo Lawson's latis:

of reconciliablon were written  They tecaminuta in a
manper vuratistnetory. Mrs, Forrest aboat tha m'didle
0’ Docember, 1849, wrote to Mre Laweon the fellowing
ietter, (Mre. O'Cenor read this letter, which has been
wirendy publiched in the prossed pgs of ths 51t Dasem-
ber, and continued.) Qentlomesn, this fa the langasze
of o shamolers woman, Wo find that this letter de-
povnees bim a8 insincore aud troscherous, xnd telliog
Lim to his face that ehe refusod him ae fricnd and was
suite willing that he should become an ensmy--that he
shou'd sppear in bla true gulse.  Was this the eondurt
of @ woman who wus appreliensive of her condition’
Geptlemen, w little of the mative charaterictic stole
vat in Lawron's mote ; you ree that there fn
fair amourt of the fesimie of the Esoteh chavasier
sud of which even Bootehimen are nut ashemed.
Gentlemen, tae firel hlew follows this with wonderful ra-
pidity. This lelter murt bave hoen wriiten as lute ns
the 16th Decomber. T think Mr Lawson states thit he
veseived it on the 200h; by the Sith December, 1540 yoa
in at the fieat blow (8 strock.  (The learned counssl
sond Mr, Forrest's lettee of this date which has been
alrendy publisied, snd gontinusd ) Tt js answered st
onee, nod the anawer is oonfined to just whers it ia in-
conded it should be—to answeriog the question whsther
ehe had impesched Blr Forrest's condust in the matter
of sher sepuration. (Mr. O'Conor rewd Mra Forrest's
soawer, which bas Leen published, and continoed ) 1
call sttention to ths esndor which calle thet answer a
confersion of her guilt. Au eoijeeary was sont, and

ol
t

directed to kesp n copy of it. thet he may be able to
awear 10 it and to cwl for an fmmediote noswer. whle

o receives.  { wonid sk, does not bes lettor give a fall |

snawer, and in precise lavgoage. when {6 8 con
rilered that 0t comes from u ledy unacoustomed
o trinis of Lile dereription’ And if 1t do not answer all
the Imputationn inen aeourats menner. (L most be peeols
ieeted that it war 0ot dinwn “ ander Uhe ndvice of eoun.
mel,” bt wes dlotated under sraticienis of m moes proper
kind than the diciation of ovuntel, nuid Is oow soaght to
e turned agninst bir  [Me U'Usnor read sxireots foom
the letter in pupport ot il sineority. and with teferonos
10 Mra Porrest's statomont that some one had poisoned
fer huabaed's mind, sed procesded | 110w can n nan's
mind be poisened excopt by imputlug that the mind was
impressed by wnoerroaseus Lelief s respock of the guily
of & porty upsinst whem Lhe oot wae mnde? T that o
oonfersion thit she was goiiiy of intiaelity with a vils
wnd subordinate metos, whom cven to bava notised would
have been & toproods to hee ! Mot Me Poreest Blmself
trought the pooe erenture into her sociaty, Thie wonld
b o eonfeasion Chnt slie bed stoopod to the last dinhow e
to whicl it was poraible s vt conld stoor. Aud wita
one of the lowest of the humnsn ferily. Sevot God |8
eveh n construoiion to be put upen ine laogunge of &
* sallering womnn | Wap ahe to sddroas hereelf in reply
to roch an opisiie a8 the Consuslo note * (Counsel o
farrad 1o vaclous porilons of Mes, Forrool o lotior and
dealaration. and sekad if they eould be covsirond wen
eonfiealon f gudl, and eontinosd)=<L wui now osl! st
tosilue U 3o plemes, Lo civetuntamons in proof of whid

affair is Mr Forvey's commission,
r. Forney's letter waa the 26th Jannary,

Mr. '"‘:I gives Mr. Forresi's statements, and
argoed thut because thers is n certaln d of
confliet, Mr. Forrest could met bave spproved of every
word of It. Idon't know that that is the right osncin-
ston. We have produced written stat ta of Mr,
Forrest, under cath. and they conflict with emon other.
Mr. Forrest denies that this man, Jamisson, whom
he knows to bf » h];ooEJnmtun,_ was induoed to

Imputing blame to him. And this, gentlemen, comes
from a polluted source—from s man whee* ohareoter may
be judg:d by the compan: h’kﬂzl And It is so slight.
80 evanesoent, in lteelf, it ln.hnulbh to attach
any importance to it—partisularly na Mr. Burr rtates he
meVIr to any person the substanocs of this oon-
vereation. This is the evidence tLat she ever had
aitempted to Impeach the character of Mr Forrest in

intlon to thelr tion Whe Forrest com-
merced these proceedinge, had he satlsfied that,

P t his tation, it waa y to obtain &
divorce, and to set forth the grounds oo which he ob-
tained it’ And if so, why did he offer to bind himself to
keep the prooeedings private® 1t is the testimony of Mr,
Bryunt that he did so—it Is the testimony of Mr Beag-
wick, own eoumsel, that they ofl-red solemnly to
pledge thempelves that he wounld not give any publicity
to the chasges, or to the testimony on this sppliestion,
and would prevent any publicity belng given by moy
othier. now or hereafter. This waa his solemn promise.
Now, (bis was rather an odd way of vindicating s man's
b ter, to make | with a judioin! committee by

B Mr
becume

wake an oy Mra, F i
sud In the evidencs to be ndduced befors the
Biate Legislature—tor he cowid not bope it to stand
in & ovurt of jurtics, though it might psss ns
evidence Lofore & Leglleture. He ia fund of fools,
aud he made his ruggestions to Mr. Forrest, ns Twill read
to you (Mr O'Comor then resd Mr. Foroey's letier
which lins appesred in the Herain, and continued
Now, next to tha 26th Junuary. 1660, oame part of the
sdmission from Mr, Forreat, relative to the ' half for-
tune " placed in the morkel ss an indacement Lo svery
voprbood io the community (o come forward to enntri-
bote his mite for the socomplutiment of the desired od.
Jeet, Thut,we have in biack and white from no lesa o
proeom thin the editor of a pewapaper—a feleod and sd-
miter of Mr Forrest—end who swears to you that he
wrote that letter upon the awthority of Mr, Foreest.
Thar & mun, nearly orszy, with seventy five thou.
sand dollare at his comreand, and with his Philadslohin
15t nide dn abundesoes should havs indueed Ustherine In-
gerooll, in mot to be wopdered at; aud wilsh was ready
Iven to thope who would be iostromental in re-
ieving kim from bis huteful bond —thoughn it might nol
e bterally toe, Bt elsikes me that the party wouid toy
Lo hiwep back some part of the seveniy five thossand
dol ure, and wenldrather hold them out, by wey of teaip-
Iatwn, Lo partics to indues them to eome forward for Lis
purpoge--yon, eveu ol tén per cent of the mwmouat |t
wonld be enovgh Lo bring an army of Ann Flowsrs to
deflovs ball the ladies of New York  (Laughtsr )
Well, now, gentlewen, on the 85th, or the 97th Jeunary,
bu' two doys after thet, Mr Forrest and bis Pudadelplis
luy were arrived Io the eity of New York.auod tooa lolg-
irps st the Astor Houre; they go to (he house of My,
Hepwick, ard ke pubsequenily wrices to me two
Ietters  inviting a  conference at  hia house, foa
the purpoge of showing me such afidavite ws he mighc
think proper to present, and to apprize me of
the ¢ourse bhe intended to pursue, and as to obtsluing
the amsent of Mrs. Forrest to this procesuing. 1 received
that letter on Monday morniog, snd 1 answered it on
Wenday eveniog, Ieame to the mesting instructed by
Mr= Forresttodoeverything to make her husband happy.
1 Mr. Forrest want-d a divoroe, he was welsome Lo it, but
the would not submit to bs glehonoted. Bhe required me
Lo tuke such messures s wonld presscve her honor un-
ternished. Incted with caution fu the case, knowing
that an application bad been made in & court of justice.
Bhe gave us notice of a violated agreement, by muking an
impenchment of her honor  Whatever ner lord wanted
b was welcome to, exeept her honor, which she wouid
not allow to Le impenched. And now, what mighty and
strenuous efforts were made in the case to falsify the
afidevit of Mrs. Forrest, to prove this state of things—
that she was willing at that time, and had been
for a length of time to allow adivores to be obtained from
hwr. founded upon charges upon which to impesch her,
fidelli In consequence of the advise I zuve her she dis-
sented, and was Induced to change her vlawsin that re-
tpect. The sttemptiwas toshow that for a length of time
s to this meeting ,Mr. Forrest had been in treaty
with Mr, Bryant and another party to have the matter
adjusted; that things went along agresably to Mrs. For-
rest, and that she wes ready to submit, but that, unfor-
tunately, ehe feil into the hands of an individual who
would notallow her to alide down the slough of destruc-
tion; that it was my improper interference, it
you plessefwhich preveuted the matter from be.
img amicably adjusted. The letters have besn
}Nduud. and Mr. Bryaot bas been produced.
earned | hus on 1 ions endeavored to
argue that Mrs. Forrest did not follow the sdvice of her
early friends, but was led by the advice of counsel to adopt
n diffurent course, What had I'todo with Mrs, Forcest or
Mr.Forrest El:m,? Hasit ever been proved that Tever
spoke to ¢ither of them ! 1t has not been proved—and if
proved by pomebody, would mot have becm true. I did
not know Mr. Forrest off the stage, und I knew Mrs, Vor-
rest only asa cllent. 'Will it be eaia that I was 80 hardly
pressed for business that I was unxious tor that of a poor
woman, with $1,600 » year *—that I was enxious to have
her laweuit in Pemnsylyania, in order that I might huve
the sdvantage of getting ber business? There a8 oo
ground for rupposing avything of that kind, but that I
undertook the executlon of her orders, tnd would
Lave gobmitted to snything and everything but her
dishomor ;  that she was willing to do o,
1 cemmunicaled it just as it was, Now, rentlemen,
what fs the faol ' Has Mr. Jiryant Interfered with the
watter pgeviously ' Now, w! Mr. Bedgwick eame to
be examlred, he tells you, that © after we fuund all
treaty with the counicl by whom the matter had beea
ccmmeneed had been broken, In consequence of itabeln
negeasary to make eome lmipeachment against the cha
racter of Mra Vorrest, in order to obtain a divorce, w
rgrecd that we thould call ie Mr. Bryant ' Hic first in.
terfeiemce appeara 1o have been onthe sixth of February,
when be addressed o letter to me, 1t is very clear snd
puinted, (Mr. O'Copor read the letter,which has ap-
yeared 12 Forrest ggroed to this letter, having sean
the petition te which it refurs, The learned counsel
then detailed the negotiations which had been car-
tied om, and the gets in conosction with them He
tefegred to the statement which had been made of his
(Mr. 0'Conor) having been seen pacing np aod dowd
Tweuty-soeond etreet, in search of Barney MoCabe, the
witoeer, and ridiouled the*sssartion. I derided the
¢vidence of Anna Flowers, and the corrupt manmer in
which it was ponght for and obtained e produced a
copy of a letief, Written by Mr, Forrest, in rafarence
tr the Aster Place viot, 10 whieh he exuited over tha da-
struetion of the pecple, aud athed, what are the Hyes of
#inob compared wih the lite of a suparior man’ The
demon of massaore!  Could any individus! be fonnd on
this matter. diring to sdvance a single stop in invoking
the ehield of jurtice in favor of the vistim of his dis-
Lolleal mallenity, withont exeiting n desire ou his purt
that their blood wight How, and thet their reputation
mighkt be blasted’ Leferrfug to Mr. Lawson, he consi-
dered him to be n wan who had played to the very let-
ter the charncter of MaocHyoophiant to his lord, and
thut he bad doos his biddieg o all thiogs
1 oo been seld thot truth spoken with any injurious
purpote of dvceiving (he hearers, s pat in the oature
and clothed in the guit of falsehood; there is nat & wen
Hyivg who could net colu words in such n way as to
perfert the truth, fu the mesniog of them; and [ ave
oo epsepe for Mr. Lawson st sll--for to put down the |
eeaning which e endeavored to convey to the sourt,
wo havw the very best evidemse~-thator Mr Forrest hay-
ing seen and approved of the eopy of tbhnt letter, fmme
dintuly after it veswritten. Why was thiz conrse taken!
Why. Lawsen (dld it merely for the pucposs which he
mwade In his statpment, and which statsmont. we say,
connot be true in one particalar, to whish 1 desire to
coll youre attention: but 1 au williog to lisve the reat
taken for geanted.  The part we object to §s whers Mr.
bawion aistes that Mra  Forrest st some period after
their sopnration bad taken place, told Mr. Lawson that
she hna ebteined from Mr, Forreat a promiss to kesp
t the cauee of their separation=—that is, that she
1 obisined, This is 1l I eare abvut in the Leatimony of
Mr Bax som That we =ay, 'a not so; hisstatement inmot st
il matering, exoent ne it belps to support the implioation
thiat it was some ciline on the part of Mre Forvest which
was the esuee of the e proation  Now, i the first place,
igis momere repesting of Mea. Forvest's words, snd
erewords might ensily bave been forgotten, or mis-
an or vericd, withoutl belng very gaollty. 1a that
formet wffidavit of Mr. Lawson's thére is no much state-

wept on (it to be fund.  We have always noected, and
no« weeert, that the demand for peorvey was on the part |
of ¥r Forrest. It is iimpossilie that Mra Foprest M

Liave said #o, Mr. Lawaon also tells you that sroe Foorest
said snother thing. which she denles-<thnt she arlcod Mr
Forzest whether he hud any fuult to fiud with hor as a
wife; and that Mr. Forrest anawered, ' No. Gathacine; no
Would to God T hind, for then I ahould nol feel wa hadly
ns 1 do."" That we deny, and the gentleman of the jury
nee pesfrotly awars that we might almic it, sithoul nuy
prejudioe; and therefora wo might s well adoit it it
was i but we deoy it.  His honor, the Judge, put »
question to Mr. Lawson, for which we thank bim, (in |
respeot to what Mr. Forrest Informed us—that it was the |
saine conversation In whic Mes, Forrest said this |
thing shout her sud her husband—that he could find
no taiitin her ) and Mr Lawson agswered that It waa
in the same eonvorsation wien shie told him that ahe
bind requiested Mr, Forreat to lteep the cause of their
peparation seerst  Now, gentlemen, if it was, why, what
@l Mre Forrest tell him ot that time ! Bhe told him,
tn the firat place, that there was no fanit on Ler part. |
she told him, o the next plaee, that oir. Forrest him. |

]

pelf niimitted Ll e was no feuit on ber part, Andshetold |

b, In the third place, that the cause of their separation
wes kept pecret at hier request. Now, suppose (L were
ull true, would the ilmplication arise that she acknow.

tedeed to Lawson that the cause of (he sepirktion waa
culyabllity om her part ' Certalnly not—cectainly not

iy mumunication would peeessarily be to the effeat
1hst even though she had desired It to be kept secret,
#i111 there wna no fauls on her part; but the fagt is, she
uid met mske these communications, or eliber of them

They are just iike Mr, Edwin Forvest's wililavits as to
Lin residenee in Penneylvenin, made in Febroary and
Auguet 1850, which meatealies and contradict each
otter, It iaapprrent thit puch statements could mot
bave boonmade at the e time, 1 nm now, candle.
roem, depe with Me Lewson, and will direct your atten-
tion 10 Pessraber. 19849, whien Me  Poreest ehuugod his
note, and de terralnedglo meel 00w divoras for Lthe par-
vore of vindlsating bia charsorer. Tt wiil be reon that
My, Willls il mol prove 18 maonrding to gounsel’s
oW admiaelon. thnt Men Foreest sadd nothing sgalnat
the chaskoisr of bor hosband, Nobedy proves i, notis
thers woy testlmony of it. excopt (he wuss ablc Hitle bit
of evidepes eoming from Al Burr. of the iites of Bure
K Atevens  Fie ecwes wod tells you that a lady who
neeer has Yeen proved to bave ured lndecent terma Lo
anyLeds eiee than te him—n tolal stranger—ontme nod
tohd him mhout Urlng in w state of proatiotion, though
he did not provnd (0 have had any intlosoy with her,
and alio tal o Kim that, up to the Masrewly allulr. therd
never hpd been n Kloder huebsnd,  And this i the Hitle
bt orsorap, of avidanen 6o whish aud on whigh alony
Ve y rely © Jlktlfg the narsition ou thelr part —aoktain
vd inthe lotter of Deoosspber, T840 and sneertod hors—

the force of his persoual influence.  On farthoer reforence
to the vvi énce upen this point, Mr 0'Conor remarkod
upon Lhe Lro?uition to puss the bill through the Penao-
myivanis Leglslature, without the charves being made

ublic, Now, he would ssk, war tkere any evidenoe of

er gullt when Mr. Forreet detormined to proosed agalost
her® At the time of the interview whish took place ba-
tween Mr. Bedgwick and himself (Mr, 0'Conor), thyre
was existing thet Uensuclo letter. Now, s to that Sun-
suelo letter he had ehown the jary that it was not the
cunse of the mopuration. As to that letter or that
poeicy, it was ot ghown that It was ever in her pos
sesglon, exorpt by bar own adissdon. In the next
placa, It 18 addressed to a esort of diviaity, asd
io the vext place, it has a0 individuality; it lhas no
nape, 0 sigoaturo—no wdopted slanatore by whish it
could by knowa anthe homage of e partioular lndivi.
dusl, It might be copled from somn back, aod inall
probabiiity it was—for thoms gentlemen who professto
write extempornmeotsly generally borrow their ideas,
and It would require very extensive reading to ba able
to detect tha plaginrlss  And what s the churicter
of Combuiels’ In Mre. Forrost's afidavit, in the print.
ed bouk, page 206, she says -~

* Conmieio,' tha hervine of & modern French noval, in
therein reprcsanted a8 o woman obaoncterioed by the lighat
degres of aminbilivy, chasuity and parity thay the wiod

would eonceire or longusge portray. The worl sicnifice
* consolation,” when rendered inte English, No resson
could exiod for the adoption of shat address in said lettor,
vxcept sorca fancicd resemblance botweon the ehmenoser of
the person sddregead and the heroine,

Hut they had besp told, by way of taking off the
cffect of that, that the lady who wrote the work ndopted
s male designation in her writings. [ls. bhowever, found
in Howitt's Jovaal, vol. 1, page 19, the following - -

It i n prose mista ke 40 oonfound Goorge Sand with the de.
reaved writers of the Balsae, Janin snd Sue sshool ; lorshe
urrer makeoa vice beantiful—never rewsacds orim@—auver
elraws roren over oorruption : vietue is by her always sure
rounded with the glory of art, and the blessedvess of well-
d7ing is ropreseated aa tho bighoet aim and roward of life.

Ar O'Coner then referred to dtory’s life of his father,
in which, in order to convey the highest comesption
that he could eoneeive of his most exaellent father, he
ecmp him to O in, Bomebody—=George Jamis-
son, if they plessed—wrote this rhodomontude whish
the courzel rend, wnd he said b wouid read It weil und
rodoubl he did. for he had read it often encuzh, and ¢
b oouid rend pothing elee well, he ought to be able to
tead that to perfeotion  (Lmughter) Well Mrs For-
reat did rot burn thut letter, and on ilg romuantio
teime slie in to be denounoed a8 an neknowledgel base
woman. If Jumieson had criminal intimusy wilh Xrs,
Forrest. would ha not have written letters of a diffsrent
deeeription ?— some plain langua ge, containing mattera
of fact, ond paming time wn laee of meeting !
A womsn who had betrayed her gunhlnd would not
“eertainiy be addreescd in (hisstrong sud warm language
R mun loses all respect for @ woman after hor dis-
homer, and it Is not when she is sunk, such langusge as
that 2 adcreesed to her.  If Mrs Forrest was that gailty
weman, would ahe have placed that letter in o drawer
which it was shown could be ensily opened! The fair
construction ia, that this man having entertained high
admiration for Mra Forrest’s character, a8 every one who
comen within the sphiere of her acquaintance entertains
for her—even Mr James Lawson tells them he admired
aud respected her—that man (Jamieson) sat dowan, per-
haps, iu a drunken fit and either wrote this rhodomon.
tude crecpled it from s book. The greater part of it sp.
pents to be the most monstrous nomsense, As to the
proctry—he meant the thyme, which is much less poetic
then the prose as is olten the ease—now, he thought
thut in rpeakiog of Mrs. Vorrest the writer might have
ii-e.‘lwn of her churms, and oot confined them to oune,

B EayE-—

“SOF enlling back. with fancy's charm,
These huleyon hours when in my arm,
Claaped Coneuelo "

This he (Mr O'Conor) pupposed was s poetis | isense, and
that the writer used but one arm in his thlﬁuody to
rhyme it with charm, (Laughter) Now, he might
have ueed thg word cujoyment; but then he should huve
wmade it rhyme with--wliat’ Lmployment, That would
pot do—funcied bappiness 1s a bliss—-anl then, of course,
whut word ie there to rhyme with it but “kiss’" (Laugh
ter ) After a fow further remarks upon the prose and
poetry of the letter, he continued to eay that it was
vain to Joscant at length on this sort of postienl stuff,
which gentlemen plente indulge in. It was speaking
“of ' a lady, rather than “to" her. Mrs. Forrest is a
lady wheoe very looks aund pressnoe--he said it with
confldence--commaud at once ths respectful distance of
any man, be be ever go great a libertine, and towerds
whom, during twelve long years of intimacy, even Ed
win Forrest Limaelf, with all the righus and privileges of
a burbaud hed never dared (when hs did speak) to ad-
dress her in ooy other language thin that of the most
feferentinl and respectful character, They koew no-
thing of his speaking, eveept by his letters, and the
oll speak of her ns the “Uoneuelo * of hia life, which
life could be of very little value when he banished Con-
ruelo from hin slde.  But how §s it to be supposed that
Mrs Forvest should bave received that lstler, and gone
into & purker like Dame Urderwood, aud put it out of
the way h‘h‘ﬁﬂofk('l‘p]hg it ns & curiosity to show her
sister aabgarct ! It fell inlo the hunds of her husband;
it wua brought beford *h¢ 'ennaylvacia Legislature, anc
wis pronounsed utterly inc2nclusive aa to the gullt of
Mra Forrest: it was apparent thas Mr. Forreet was
awore that that letter could be of little avail, aond be
therefore endeavored to get out of Jamieson, when
drovk, through the sgeney of John W. Foroey, s bra.
vado ndmiseion of his intimeey with Mrs, Foerest--Lhe
ovidence required to boe fulfilled by &n admiesion ex.
terted from Jamieson inan bour ofintoxiention Again,
they fnd thet Me, Forrest. by the adviee of his coun.
gel--though in the possession of this letter, mad the
texiimony of Gurrin and Mys, Underwoode..touk u po.
lemi onth that, without the evidence of Anna Flowars,
he could not sately go to trinl. Mz Forvest. in his off
davit of 215t May, 1831, payn '—

e las fully and falrly eiated this eane to Van Buron and
Robineon, of tho city of Now Work, his cosngel thorein, aud
that lie bas a qood and pubeientind dolonee ia ssid ciuts on
tho merite, an bio L advized by his sald conpsel, aud verily
belfoven; thad he expenta to be able to prove by Auns Flow
i1l who lenok s resident of this Seats, but residen fn the sity
of New Opleans, nn achol adullegvy commitied by she plain-
til with one William A. Hownrd; that this deponont has
Ity amd fwirly stated to nie paid conzsel whst he rxXprots ta
Leakie top ove by the pnid Auns Flowers and ba is advived
by his wald counsel, and vorily bells that slie iv & noras-
sary and material wit m for doponent on the teisl of this
canps, pnd that without the beneAt of her teablmony, depo-
peut oaunot safely prooced to the telal of thin cauen,

Now, with the Constclo letter. and all the other testi.
mony, he awenrs he cainnot go to telal withoud the evi-
denes of Anua Finwer iid it would be for the jury to
eny what additicnal proof hs has got by the testimany
of that wi e (Mr O'Copor) smbaitted that the
whele of Mr Forrest's condnot, from January. 1849, to
the nloss of tlhint year. wis mowt gonelusive that he nover
eonld have ennnidered the Consasln letter bot as be (Mr
U il & plece of rhedomwondste, which his lady had
inssutiously, but cerlainly mot fmprudevtly, retained,
Mr, "' Qogor then referred to Mes, Forrest's declaration
of fovocesce, which had been weitten by Mg Forroest,
snd sigued by her, apd was proovedizg to state what
sus rald by BMr. Foriest in s ulldavit respecling i,
when

Mr Van Burep objected, as Mr. Forrest's afMidavit was
not permilted to be remd in evidenon,

The Chijef Jusiios said that the a®tidavit of Mr. Porres
bsxd not Leesn rend. and certainly could not be com-
nepted on It could only be referred to #0 fir as it was
er bmwand in Mra Forreat's affiduvit

b ™M0onor aild e only intendsd to refer to it no far
oot bein noticed In Mra, Forrest's apswer. Mr,

teor oharges Mres. Forreat with signing the declarn

th 18 cnufling and contemptucas manuer, Mr, For.
rist ¢ tav—thira & mno ground for saying--tha*
st deslmrntion shanped the elursoter of the Consusla
letter, 11 Lo believed hor gulity, why did he ssparute
ficm her? Why on aceount of her gulltt Mr.
U'Conor agaln read the declurstion, which haa been
aliendy publicbied in the proceediogs of the #d January,
and nl*o that part of Mrs. Forrest's afidnvit in whic
she =ald she suppoied il had been ante.dated by Mr,
Forrest  They would recollect that this document was
ruddenly started on ber—she bad forgotten its precise
Invgnage. and she wae called upon under onth to reply
to it mnd she says her recolleotion was that it was only
in referemoe to chiarges of & very venial nature ; and
yeLhow perfectly true bLer aflidavit peema Lo be' Mr,
O'Cener Kere polnted out to the jury the manver in
which the docnment was written, and said thot L was
commenced differontly from Mr. Forrost's usual mode.
The Intter portion of it Is in thess werds —

Allthis, in the presence of Almighty Gad, 1 awesr, and if
it be not true, may ronce, comfort and Lappinces, lorsakas
we in thin life, snd forsake my soul for cver in bhe Lile tv

come
Now be, (Mr. O'Conor) eharged that this had been
added after Mre Forrest rigned it. Looking st the
whele puper, the internal evidence is that Mr Forrest,
when be wrete it began in the middle, io these words —
I hinve nevor been unfaithful to the macrisge bed: | have
pever, al mny time, pormitied a0y man whatever %o take &
liverty with me that might not be wacrsntabla in the con-
duct of the pureat wife; that no man whataver Lps for s m* -
prent caveed me to falter in my fidelity to my Iawfal hos-
that the solomn vows of duty, and affaction, and oho.
¢ to him, Lanvn, with dhe beed of my abiity, been Iaith-
3 ohserved; | have never permitted the cavess, or oa-
ot the smbrace, or embraces, of sny othey man lhiu my
' borbamd. 1 enll God to witaoss and abiest that wo

“

re
inw k
men bawover, by word or mebion,

with the leust mewrnt or
Ul IATEE OB WY pard, proposed, cftsred, or accommlished
e d i binge thint might nes have beon eaid and dose In the pre-
pence of my tawiol bniband T never have, by intent of
wore op Aebion. given Ay man oAnae o mpposs that 1 sonid

Hode sy slleglanee to my Lhuaband, or that my love fur my
hratend bad In sny degroe diminished.

Blre Vorrest slgnod 16 sod then the first paragraph was
nitervnids inrettodes

With the elncers and awful eonvlotion Vit T now shand

te presemen of Almighty God, 1 eall him Ao witneen

goved toe wruth of whink 1 now uiber, and alse thas

r it withoul menial resarvation,

Hlepubaniteed thut it was and thut the general habit of
fule fomtien Lo this oass fortifies this view.

Ter Upnrt tock s reeoss for mfew micates, On re
pormd e, Me O'Qonor resumed, sod snid that he ALl

1

ihint Mrn. Foreeet audeavorud o tujocs njs shamantar by

P Ll whien Loe doolagublon was writien it had

test suspleio
fuiuy of uny erimioal set, or supposed that
neautions— which implies no eri
part—in not Ing this poetia
of Jawireon. I will now proceed to the sul uent eventa
in thils case | and it is with reluctance that 1 feel obliged
to fay a word in relation te a mstter ccouring earlier
than the proceedings by suit in Philedelphia, for the pur-
see of showing that umong the many bad (ualities of
irs. Forrest she has inberited that of lying ; all the
peols in support of which I have soawered sxcepl one,
e learved counsel saye that in speaking of the Muo-
resdy contreversy, ahe pnys she did oot enourage and
rustuin her hurbacd, and that ber letters ehow she did.
Now, her rlatement upon Lt subjc b ssoredly pays
that sbe did not disapprove of Mr Forrest Lissing br,
Mueready in Eoglasd. and Dle, Luwson coofirms what
ehie puld.  olra Forrest sayn shoe dicaporovsd of his say-
ing eorstarily that be would drive Mucr from the
stoge; but there ia no proof that he evar pa'd that, be.
youd what she sdmits io ber own affidavic. Bhe fur-
ther enye thut she usd disapprove of the epilbats con-
talped in bis enrd that she disaporoved of (hwem in
couverution with him in Philadelphia, when sho went
Lo see blim there; mud that ke then turned upon hee
and charged hor with insiveerity in the letter wialoh
sne Lad provicuily weltten to hu, wnd o which sbe, iu
general termwa, wpproved the eard—whith letter bas been
reed beve, bur wolch doss not eontradion her afMdavit,
Bhe roys he wes under n violomt exoitemant. “and
the thought whatsver ehe bad (o say sguinst his
conrse shouid be sald to hia fuce, and wpet writlen
te bim  @he stild tortber eays thst, aithough she
Alsnpproyed of theee things, yot, when Mr Mucieady
tawe cut agaiast pit. Forest, 1o a very offensive spesch,
that, us bis loyal wite, snd etending by him, right
or wrore, Ler fecliogs were oxelted ngainet P'.lanrua_r
#he 1t stroegly against him, and with ber hushand, aod
rhe ¢id in ber better apply to hiin, by wey of encoarage-
ment to ber ford, the expressfons, eopied trom his own
ietters Lo her, soch sa © superannuated,” © Mag,' “ old
wimnn ' & Now, thel, in briot is her statoment;
apd how {6 it falsited ?  Is it mol the moai uatural
thing in the world for her to bave avied s she did in
thirmuiter * Wer slatement that ehe did disapprove of
the lapgunge in the curd, is conlitmed by the last wit
newd, Mo Smith, the builder, who seys thet, in January,
V40, after he knew of the separation, he wslted
BMre.  Forrgst what waon the caurs of it, when
rhe repled it wan not w ditleeraoe about Maoready,
beeaues  she approved of  his compe  with him,
Mr O'Conor Lere proceeded Lo comment at some longth
on the Nuciead) difiensty. nud then continued os fol-
lowa:—We Luve now Mr, Forrest dafented in hie suit
befors the Pewmaylvanin Legislature, his peoots st mt
veurht, and standing upon the soll of Now Vork with
thess proofs in Lis band, and the privilego of commene-
ing a suit tere if he chose It would seem he formed
the determination of eommeneing an ecticn in the Court
of Common I'lenn of the eity and county of Philadel-
phin; but ke was not quite ready aftsr the adjournment
of the Legislatuze, Mle bind alresdy in hia procesdings
Lefors that body implisated nine persons, vizi—Geor;e
Jamieron, N. P. Wills, Baciuel Marsden Raymond,
Richard Willis, Caplain Granby Calecadt, Witlinm 11,
iloward, John B. Rich, Henry Wyekoll, and poor
FProfessor Heckley, whom the eounse] insinuates by his
crose-expmination of Mr. Presilent King has been
ecared out of town to rave himself from the trouble of
coming to vindicnte from the charges of Dame Under-
wood  That may be true, and, indeed, it in pot st all
improtalle, for such charges would rcare agreat many
people bestdes Professcr Hackiey. He had jwplicated
all there persons except William M. Joward 8 want-
ed some more teatimory; so he get himeelf to Lhink and
enquire, under the infiluence of those priociples that
governed him in the Forpey letter, for a vwitness who
could impliest 5 p , OF body elas more
eastly reached, aud it would saem that, o looking sbout
to cull a flower to add to his bouquet, he thought of Aons
Flowers, He foundout her reputation, and Le proceeded
to her mother, to Inguire for her, communicating to
her his object. But woat does that good old lady nl{:
Bbe rald ehe would not tell him where she was to
found, snd left him in entire ignorancse of her where.
sbouts  He pext furnishos wnother presedent for the
letter they say I wrote to Barney MeUsbe. He putsin
the New Urleazs Pleayune, an sdvertisement for Anna
Flowers; om teeing which, the goea to the offios of that
paper und s sent to New York  Well, she comea to
thI:i ol ¥, und rhe furnislics him with & new aceusation,
ord mekes a depesition st the Irving Houss, on the
10th of Jupe, 1850, and on the OLh of August, Mr, Forrest
files his Jibel in the Court of Common Pless of the
ciiy and eocunty of Philadelphin, charging all these
rune  perasns over again, with the  exception of
Professcr Flaokley, whom be left out, snd whom he ad-
mits wan catirel; innccent—be leaves him out. and pats
in William H Howard, Well, here is a d of ¢om-
i'l.ml' It Ia aald that, on the filiog of this eomplaint in
biladelphia, dire, Forrest should have gone thore, and
did pot ; apd great feult is found with whil wus done
to defeal that sult  Whe complaint is, that all the en-
gluery of the lnw was made nee of to prevent this sult
tom procceding in Philadelphin. vow, the Court
wiil tell you their sction in this respect wae a violn.
tion of lw ospd justice=nn stiempt to make this
lidy go from her own eountry to a futeign Biste,
where sLe 0id not vedide and whiers shs bad no friends--
Lo eubinit horselt to trisl on the oherges allezed against
ter, r O'Copor here ulluded to the courre pursued by
Limei il 40 restinin My, Porress from continuing hia
sult It I'h lmdelpbie: sud, proceeding 1o the conslderstion
of the ohwyges wade ngaiuet Mr. Forrest of assceisting
#id Keeping Iita houra with persoas nnknosn to her
husisnd, it secins, pald be, thet Mr. Ristard Willis,
who had speot six years in Geewany for the pucposs of
sludyivg musie and who came home highly scecmpilsbed
in thnt srl, wes at o party——cottainly & respectable one—
at (Le bouse of Mro foreest, and that afwe the pury
vae cvod, be and Mies Murgarel Bincialr, who had s grost
tuste for the goguiritlon of murical kuowledye—sby and
this young profussor, thuy brought L oiher. vaturally
were mort avxious te cultivats eaci othet 'nu-}uam'.n&‘
tral by o deins they might thue receive a mutual bensft,
Tha pfchte stole en in thia nwoner; the hours passed
pway unobroived and brond daglight foand them yot in
the enjoyment of thls musical treat. Could there bo any-
thirg moie chiaste, or refined, and delisute, than the
manuer in which that night wea spent, nocording to the
frrefenguble teelimeny of the purs snd virtoons ludy we
Pove produced! And while Mra. Willia ware on LEe stand,
Ieiwst ray that from my very heart I pitied thic defend-
ant It wes the enly stags of the cuss [ feit pity for
bin to think he should have been compe!'ad, nfter bring-
it bin Eitehen witnesses on tie aland to bear the whole
watler (o which they testified. fully deseribed by o lady
who partook of that evening's onjoymeat 1 1]t pity

fir bim at the contrast prescuted boiween that ledy
#ud bimsell before the jury—he who Lated sel pac-
tice- snd  who dilighted  himelf fn el

with ruch men as Mespyr Btevine ool Lawson, and
spending bis dayn at his orlaome in Carolios Ingereoll’s,
Lo must bave felt debiased in his ow tlom, aud
eoid, “My God, bow | must apprar before 1uls sommu

A ! nwot Hre pome obsoree smimal which has

nity

ercuped from ite slough; and looks oat from its place of

pliment st the refloed and delleste s3ptoty from

] Lirtrka, leat his presonce she aotitaminnte

Li roeat to b coudemr aotiog Uie n

lody townr i terts? Wi tharwine could
slo, or should ebe. aet1* IL hes b g thi

nthat she wliowed penicn

who were odlous, Whire is
Tie eculy ovidimes in the
tiiat he hnd fortidden hur
o coree Tuty the boure. But wh

made. 1t wanin referencs, 04 ubt
yuitalon that 1t was gentl
Lim. War Mr. N.P" W
fntroduesd that geotdon
and the 3
terma with bim daws
whon be semmeneed his pro
nis Legirlature, and dowu to
inrinuaied anything to the &
Never, in o slegle instance, de
selved any persom luto her hout
was, 10 any respect, disagreeible (o hie, unless, as |
huve aleendy sald, it might be hor s'ater Marpnret; and,
1 trust, it ir not adullery in s woman 1o koep op connees
ticn with her own sister. True, he didn'tknow Mr Kichar! |
Willls who was only here u ahort pariod, and that during
Mr. Forrest's abeopos, Rat. gentlemen of the jury, he
wan not dieagreenbie to Mr, Forrest, for he had never
exprerted any dimatlefaction against him; and, there-
fore, auy attempt to sbow that she was guilty of being-
ing any of the inale sex who were discgreenbio to him
ivto the houes, In unrupported by a sbadow of proof
Fince Mr. Forrest commenced nis prooecdings agiinst
his wite ahe has not ponsidersd Boreelf bonnd to uaicel
with everybody he quarrelld with. It sestas to have
teen part of hin game to charge with adulte
every woan  standing on frlendly eelations  wit
her, and thersby exelude her froma all soclety
Yon ree how extensive these ohiweges are, and
that I'e{ Are evidently brought in bad falth, beoause he
bringe them in one day, louyes them oud the mext,
then sgaln brings them (o on the third gad a0 on Evl-
dently his intention was to slander and fal iy this lady,
and plaee ber in mucha position that no cae would even
coftir puy sid. But frow the moment he commoenced
thin #uit spainat her, ahe was po lopeor bound to pay
wry ntiention to his oharges to repudinte ber friends boe
enoee oy did mot sult him  Geotlomoen of the juzy,
you ohserve that hie own witness, Wrs, Underwocd, whom
1 examimed himself befors this trial, stated
expremaly, on  the stand, thers was pothing lw-
propir between My Rickard Willis sod > o Forrest
Boiery Gmavin ewenrs on this trial, poiut  blank,

atof Mr Willls,
ear to linve re-
man or woman, who

Forrest’s use ; yot. we proved that she never saw her
smuke s prgar atall. Bhe introdooed these segnre. It is
true. and made a prosent of one small one to My Law-
#on's little boy, and gave another, at Mr. Vi fars-
well party, toMr. Godwin Bhe rmoked one hersell; and
itwas one of chose lictle playful matters lo which there
might have been some prracnal Indulgence; bat all this
wad done in p of her husband s personal friends.
Well, pow, an to ber drinking. Can any hiog be more
bue infamous, than that charge by old
Mre. Unéerwood, who. you will romoember, waa the Bouss-
Leeper, and never walted at table, and, eonssquently,
pvever could buve seen Mrs Forrest Indulge asshe sweurs
tha did; but Mres. Undirwood saye she used to drink, ahe
did pot xknow how much—wine, braudy, all sorés of
rireng thingr—and paw hor frequently stumble ab ! ;
thut the was under the fofluence of drink half of hew
time—nll of wiich testimony, I koow, would, if trus,
mnke a very slroog care against Mra. Forrest,

Mr. Van Buren—Bhe did not ray. when on the stand,
tkat Mrs Fogrest was u fidioted to drinking

Mr. 0'Conor—Very well.  Counsel siimits that she did
not swesr it on the stand, but that sha did swear it in
bier affidavit before the Pennsylvanin Legisistare, If
counsol says thst it was not troe, why 1 have only to suy
1 thenk bim for this samission, which means that the
Old lady when sbe has two chances of sweariog, will
FWERE TWO wWaya,

Mr Van Buren—I only say that your statement that
Mre. Underwood swors Lo Mis, Ferrvet's baing oommonly,
wod ou wll oecwsions, druvk, is unwarrsuted by say
statement which she made on the stand, Hhe did not
sy even that ehe war drunk on any cooaslon, s she was
very cereful in giving her evidence on this point

Mr. O'Conor.— Wall, we will pass Mrs. Underwood's
tenilmony—it certainly is not of much conssquence, anly
that it wight be colorvd in obverving on it Bul what

drinking; who elre has proved it’
med up that Mrs, Foorest wes a driuking, intemperate
woman’ Where ia the evidence on this point’ 1 can-
not find apy, sxcept the depositionns of Mrs, Underwood

tuinly does testify that Mrs Forrest drank atrong deinks
«=thatl she wos intemperate. nwl spraiuod her anels by
o full; nnd that she sppeared Lo be gllgu'wd with liquor
on that ceension, Now, let us see whst testimony thara
inwbout utinkiog, from other quarters, Why, we have
Robert Garvin, the waiter, who did sttend oo the table,
and did reo what diinking thers wis and he swore to
the drinking of wine; he conld not sny as to unything
clae, he awore o mo particulsr quantity; she drank a
glasa cr po of wine geing to bed; she drank wine ay
table, Lut not to any exteut; thut in Hobert Garvin's
Lsthng ny

Mz, Ve Buren reminde d oounsel that he had sworn to
ber deinking on oesisiu oecnaions

Mr. (Y Conor,—Uh. yes; but I am speaking now of
whnt Robere Garyin says as to her gensral habis--buat [
forgot Lester and Oapt CUaloraft. Well, he sayn he
thought that onone of those oconsions, she and Loater
were both tipsy; this is o stegle ccsasio=, and this is all
the evindence on this subject. They sould have brought
in Lieter, buk I puppose they think he is drowned,
A mwan who dld not kouyg what s winister of the gospel
mennd, {n too illustrious an American for os Lo compre-
Lend, PBuot it jeeald (het Garvin did atale on one ooea-
eion that ¥ra Forreat was dirguised with liguor on the
orension when shie dinved with Captain Caleraft.  This ia
theevidence ol these two servauts; and what is the con-
tary evidence apaipst this'  Han a piogle decent,
rospieetabile parson, acquainted with this family, or who
vlnitrd in this family, ever testified to the aightest ap-
yeurance of Mrs Forrest haviog beon over disgmised with
liguor’  We have exsmined the imgeached und the un-
fmpenched from Mr. Bryant to Qapt. Jaleraft. We have
examived Mrs. Willls, aud all the persons who visited
that Louss, and pot one, undor the examination of coun-
eel oo the other sids, sud under my own, afforded the
lrapt countennnce to the assertion that Mra, Forrest ever
war, in any degres, however alight, dizguised with ljuor,
Mra, Forrest swerrs precirely in her afidevit. that she
wan not, and if thut was falee, it wonld have been a very
¢any point to swear her down, if aoy respoctable man
or woman could be fouxd to glveany evidence In unp-
port of thutoharge. It is moet palpable snd plain that
this charge is ue utterly and infamously untroe asany
other charge which has been advanoed in wvidenow
sgeinst Mra, Forrest. Bo much, goeatlemon, for thesa
gereral remurks. Now, | come more elogely to the par-
tienlar evidence bearing directly on the supposed gullt of
Mrs Forrest; and ficet lot me call nttention to Mr John
Kent, or, more properly speaking, let me eall sttention,
in Fucceasion, to the {mputetions suppoeed to have been
made out sguivet Mr, Juanfeson. Mr. Willis. Qupt. [Tow-
ard, &o. As to Jamieeon, 8 word of observaticn s not
1eceprnry beyond this—that the evidence rests eclely,
#icgly, nnd entirely on the O Lo lettar, with the di-
reet and positive denisl of Mra Forrest, under oath,
The other party has the advanlsge of Jamieson
wot being Leve;, but, gentlemen, bow were ws to
compel Mr. Jamieson L0 be herc! And if Mr Forrest
was wiling to offer a large sum to bribe Mr Jamieson
to an admirxion, have we Dot & fair vight to ssaert that
the rearon why Mr Jamieson is not hores is beasuse that
be received an adequate inducement to stay away?
Coe of twothiogs, in my judgmect, is abaolutely ce
—that Mr. Jamieson's ubeence {a «ither wholly progured
by merns of operating on his fears, or elée prooured
by mians of direct prenniary bensfits, mude to operate
in support of and in favor of kis friends and employers,
in his pregent reefdence fo S8 Louis, Piste of Missouri.
There 18 uo evidenon on thset point beyond the Consuslo
lotter; and on (hst T have airendy cheerved, and there-
fore with this I dismles Mr Jumieson, | next eall your
sttenticn to the ovldenoe bearing cn Mr. Nathanie
' Willis,  Well, on this subjoct it Is important to
gee in what respect the Wllis family and the family
of Mr Forrest stocd towards each other.  You have bad
intreduced s lady who muat Lave commanded the ut.

doea connrel memn in summing up on this matier of |
And has he not sum- |

In her statement, sud her dlirm!tlnnn togsther, she cor- |
L§

previous part of hiv Adlrert examinaticn, cn thie
yrry Gial. be stated that he told that story to Mir.
Eed and be could not decy that hs had done s,
and the reason shows that he nad done 8o thersfore.
that this subterfuge was entirely & false
and one to which he was driven bg the neossn tiss
the onre, But st us ses, independently of what the
Jury ssked, what evidence theru is that, at the Uime
thin man Garvia was makiog up this affidavit; he wae
desirtus of keeplog buek anything, or that he would
Lave kept back snything which rould have operated
aguinet Mr Willis (Mr. 'Ocnor elted portions of
Carvio's testimony reluting to Captain Caleraft, Riohard
Willis. Mr. Wrkefl, and &= to the disorderly state of
the houss in Mz Forrest's abuence. and the sommen
remarl, nony the ssrvapts aod generally belisved im,
thut Mr Forrest wea grestly wronged,) hat doca he
wenn by belng greatly wronged *  fle meana that
wreng desituntion to the pesos sna honor of & husbaad;
| but pot having got his conrsge sulliclontly servwed up
| tothe atiekivg poiut to seear dircotly that any aot of
| #laciute glshonor bad been parpetented by Mr W
| B win obliged Lo pot it on the “common belisf '

wis Lhe ‘Kitchenr tlon." Having uo other or balier
| tertimory thao this witness, who was, at that time, de-
| rirtus of kecplng brele anything which would operste

tothe projudiee of Mes. Forrset, they buve given us
| “itoben Luliof' fuatesd of kitohen busivess. Why, he
| wessenrcely uneiiing 1o give svidenas of Uie last de-
l gree of gullt on the part of Mra. Forreat, whon he did
| Evve evidence i respect 8o Captaln Celoratt
| npeakiog of this dinper ..

¥Whin they (Mra. Foereet and Captain Calerafs) samy
fewn to dinner, sbour fpur o'clook, tLey wers bosh

wvorke fog drink b wns ot dbe dark—canaiderably e,

Mes Furrowt ruanal sent st tho tablo, incing vhe
| mirees. Usptain Culorals  ent opposite the Hre, sad
at ber gl d. Nres. Forrest had & chicken be-
foie her, snd wen 0o mueh affeoted by deinking thss she
conld penroily onrve it Ordinaci’y ahe wis a very geod
enrver, Mra. Forread told me not to Ught the gas befors dis-
wer, 88 1 usually did. 1 waibed 0n the table, and after dim-
| oworl went down into tho kilehen. Vary noon, | went up b
| tle dioive-room 8o Heht tha gas, Tho door whish opsmed

from tho hatl inko dbe dining room was lookod, and Mre.
Featipoke o mo through the door, and said she wouid light
Leraell. §lighted it in blie entry, snd went bask inte she kis-
chens Provey poon, & 1 suspeded bomothiog, | wont up sad
viterod thadining room through s pankry thst wnr.antlb-
tween the Uall and the dining reom A8 entored, | found
Mon Forresk ball Iying, hall ritting, in Uspiain Culozsdis
Iep with bor armn ou bis bronst sud sround his neolk.

Thin is the witnees who tells you that out of tenderneas
to Mrs Forrest, when he wan giviog that teatimony, he
ruppreesed thie ptory sbout seclng Me Willis abaclately
iu the ket of adultery in the drawing.room  Why, gen-
temen. do you beliewe him ! Ta It popaible to NR:.
bim t Inpprehend, gentlemen, that the sontrediction em
ths single point in the testimony of the witness i alone
rufbicient, without any other obrervations onit, to gom-
demn him Yeo pow that in this sfMdavit, he dovotes
bimeelf to aweariog all that he cen sgsinst Mr Willis,
sud he puls It very otrong,  What did he mons in tids
wflivavit with respeet to Mr, Wiilis ! did he not mesn te
cLaige the comminion of sowe gross impropristy *
When he eomes to testity hers ho suyn notg.ln; about
that clroumatance. I mean ke did not wt frat, tiil & cer-
tuin obesrvation fell from the learned counsel. He tella
the story direetly the reverse of the way he had before
told it, put smountiog to be sure to the very same thing.
Luktend of the window belog ahut, na in the frat stete-
womk. It bs open; instend of the room beiog dark, mow it
in light; iostesd of his being ubsble to sve inte the
room, he was wow able to sec all that was golng on. He
went to the oprn window, and looked in, and. 1:1-“
Mr, Willin and Mrs Forrest keeping the window shut
in (Be ususl way and keeping the sofa in the usasd
piace, they had, with sxtreme caution, and most oom-
mendnble liberality in the way of furnishing testimomy
spuipst themeelves, opencd the window, so that sny
person wight look in, and transferced the sela over te &
curer, whers it was very incouvenient to have It, inns-
mich as thers was & Epaniah paintiog thers (and, in the
course of & very littlo motion, it must have besn apt te
go very hard with the Bpanish painting), thua p
them pecven ln full view. for the purposs of being tes
sgainst. Why, thay could have only done one n:i:g

Ue naym,

maore liberal, and that would be to have moved the
outside of the door. Why, geotlemen, the story jteelf s
monsirous, improbatie, sod just the opposite of the
story which be told before Mr, Bedgwick It s
worth while to go over any of the clroumstances w|
might Le shown for the p e of proving to you that his
testimomy Ia ot to be credited. He ia contradicted, of
course, by quite 8 number of the othor witnesses directly,
but his contradiction by himself in Infinitely better tham
contradiciion by anybody elve.  Tle in gullty of the most
L flagrant contradicti and | istencies, and T desmm
it of oo might importance to show that these witmesses
are nod onmly fulse, but meat evidently wilfully so; and
when you consider Low the wit nesses have been Yt to-
gether, and the fact that so many of them are wilfully
corrupt, you must =ay thal the:e wilnesssa— these ser-
vapts—a'amp the charaster of the whole trial, What
other evidence Is there agaiost Mr. Willls” Not satisfied
with his cwn kitorenr, Mr. Forrest hos invaded the kit-
clen «f Mr Nathanlel P. Willls. and picked up » mam
there-~the very counterpart ¢f Robert Gurvin—to give
an account of what he knew, and in which he devel
a rhnmt-l’luhpwwnliun of & siate of thin, (one
exhibifed all the amenities, kindnees, mﬂ"l:mr-.d
& ciwl lotereourse between fumilies under ¢ clreum-
Muveer, and te'ween ludies who are in ill th) —fos
the porpese of raleing s presumption agalost Mr,
thal ke wos guilty of miscondoct with Mre W
on  other coonriovs. Mr, John Kemt informs wa
rticular evening, st about 10 or )1 0"

that oo n
Mo NP Willis delivered to him s letter to carry to Mes,

| Forreat; that oo the receipt of that letter, or shortly af-

terwards, she must have come down to the house of Me.
Willie—cote in without being let in by body,
up eteirs Ul she resched the thivd atory, in whiok

mwoet reppeet-=1 vight almoet ray the efTectlonate pood
wlil---of every honorahle mivded man on this jury—I
mean  Mmn Carcline Gijonell Willis.  BShe ve |
you an scscun® of the maoner In which thess |
jvtimute relutions nrose between the families of Mr Wil. |
Ve snd Mr, Foprest, Mg, Forrerd brought 14 about orl |
givaily by iutroduciog the patiien togrlior. Very agom |
atter the introduction, apd in that year, Mr Foreost |
went off South, I believe, for four monttm, and Mra Voor- |
y}euﬂ uureed and tended and beftiended Mrs Willis in
the bliging up of ber firet child that Mrs, Willic teliy
yon ber family alwaye felt that they owed the prasirva-
on of the e ¢f ber eblid te the kKindoess axperienced, |
omd the services reoeived, from Mrs Voorhles,  (Uounsel
alluded to the delloats and ganerous Aeryviess randered by |
Mim V. toMrs W by the substitaticn of thelr babes ln |
nureing, that of Mrs, W.'s veing very wesk sod sickiy,
srd the mother being too delleate (o attend to 1L ) New,
gentlemen, this ludy, Men, Willls, owing the existence of |
Ler ebild to Mrs, Voorhies, they stood. as it were, in the |
relaticn of foster rletera to eanh other, aud Mra Willis
and her husband had the entrie to the Lopse of Mr. For-
vests -nnd thnt by Mr. Forrest's consent and desire. . nnd
wein on the most intimnte Lerme with hLis lndy. Mrs

Fearest, of conrre, whenever she covid, had ber sis. '
ter Marparet with her, apd indolged o the plea-
sute of ker ivclety, nnd v charming wsosiety

¥
it nppears to Bave Leen cousidered by nll persons who
bed lutezoovrse wilh her, in consequecos particulariy

moqurnes, sl of the kKinduess and bspevolenes of her
brirt Weafiod st n subseiuent period, when Mra. Willls
wer ngaln on the bed of alekness, ol sgeln sufferfog in
conseqvenea of bearive her posood ehild, that shis re.
reived the nutelog and attending, to n very great ex-
trut, From Mrs Forrest. apd (b
{ eoures, the moet ki

warn them, Mr
what nre oaliad
ot This Baoit |

ihe b

b ! 1 int %, 1 tuink the
Court witl teli tell yoo, acd your own oommon Aense
wiil tefl you, that It enanot b wo ennsbrmse at theen

poing to ehow that Mr Willt

s siwe direet evidence
; Ity of preat impropricty with Moy Forrest:
evidence givin on thts goliject s that of
Gerrin, Now. Ral uwarvin on hibs exsmi
tre the ofinmmies w Lthe Pransyivanls

nf

= N, P Willle epme In tho moraing,

. sf 0 tho hatk deawing-ronm.

) liwes pisraa. whith ran alang Sha

rear of bhe Lo Suw, aud the room wes very derk.
Thic fathe mbels of ths evidenes ngniest Mr. Willin

faken froa Hobert Garvin, whon be wiy first sxamioed

e oee Lthe Peroaylvacis Leglelature. Now, what s ths

emi Y eus
w b itige on ¢l
oy

d | evidence of Rolwit Gartin when being exomined on this

trinl’ Why. B teils you that on ore coswsion he weot
up to the plasyn in the senr of Lha drasiog.room; that
ar i of the blinds was cpeg=not Laviog hwen shut as
vt ual—and op lcoking Into that cornet of the roowm where
the Bpenich pieturs waa placad, he saw that coe of the
rofus had beon repoved there, and Mr. Willls and Mrs

Forreat wers on it together. and Mr Willis waa lying o
bwlf iying on the person of Mrea Forrest, Now. if 1 un.
derstund the couneel be gaid that 1tohert (larvin did no

prove sdultery. Well, if be did not, | ebonla like ©

kuow how edultecy is Lo be proved. L, for my part,
should eonnider thist quite enougl; but if not enough he
Ben eupptied the balancs.  He enys he withdeew sbhortly
after; that subsequently be went into the room and pioked
Up=bs onmp Women or camp tollowers, afler the batile,
would plekop the spoils of oombate—n gurter and some
uo'e ples which would appear to have been lost fo the
eouree of the acmbat, whien took place nn thin ocension
betwean Mr. Willis and Mry. Forrest. | abould like tn
koow how much more wae regulsite to prove adaitery,
st that Bobert Garvin put this con# ruetion upon it is
preuty clear, for ho ealled up petws body =0 Brien, feom
ILe Kitohee, and exbibited to her thess trop which
be bad pleked up, the gorter and the halr plus—in order
to show what kind of tbing bed taken place It wagre
markad thek this O Tivien i+ not here, bnt we could oot
presure her atlendance. We asked iobert where she
Hyed, but be dlid not kKuew whers shie was to be feand

to sdulbeny evminllied betwosn Raywond wnd Mies
voorhler. Now, do you believe thnt Mr, Raymond gore
repted the virtoe aud ehasiity of Loth thess wowen !
I'ur whnt purpose vua this obarge mado but t0 deprive
ber of Ler felends, by degrwiing bar befoee ths publie,
wisd thue foree thon from heride! T8 roquires o deg
of finuess and moral courngs suspassing thet of or
pary men to ptand by & frie vl undor such eirrametanons;
sud (e object of Mr. Forvest wins whiat 1 have sivendy
jutimered 1t to be  Any humain being. who ever dured
to meev U har innocenoe, was 1o be ooosidored ke lutertoe
Ine In Nr, Forrest's paateimeniod oononrns ; snd thos ahie
wes 10 be leit an the wiclies to He lnmolated Uy
by ne be might In bhis sovoreign will determine.  Now,
the general ehnsze thal phe ananaleted with persons even
ehnrged with crigoe J¢ not mustained, Woll wiat other
oharoe have we sgaivet M Foreest *  ‘I'hat ahe was
wddieled to dricking. and smoking sogure. Now, as 4o
v king segnre, the lawroed osunsel radd that from the
munnes inwhish Bed Undeeworsd was oross-edsminsd, |
that charge bad fall=n to the grovsd. You =il bear 'n §
wiud thet Mra Underword talked in dashiogparmsnf i
Ll DOXCE of bLawe sewrnrs Ll enme S0 Lie homs Lue My,

1L of eourss we have not produced her beenuse we il
Lot Cnd Ber, This s Garvin's story aow. 1 bave rosd
to you what this etory war, whon they were preparicg

the evidence for the Peonsylvauin Legisators '.I‘", e
are incopnistereien between these two stories which
will sprear to yem most strikivg, wa #oou as 1

cowe to exhibit them, Apd Robert Garrin was urable
te seccont for this inoondsency in any sther way than
by stuticg thut he suppeoesed this second seory ahout
Viiliim at the time be wes examined bafore Mr Bedg
out of tenderness nod eegard for Med Forrest;

v
:‘|u ¢ Te dld mot wish to msy an3tbing whish wsuid fo.
Jute her. Ope of the jury aekisd Lo o vory spposite
uestiom on thin oconsden, mnd thal was, =47 be did ot

injore Mra Portest ja reepeat 10 LLIe transas
w it bappened taat he bad oniled up & witoess
r3bibited to her pome evidences of the galit of Mea
Foooeat ' A very apposite quantion that was  Anolher
juestion was wekad, 1o show thet this man evidentiy
came bere with o felee and peepared story.  Ha did
verture to ery, dbree ? pnd positively, that hae Fup-
pootead 1har Aoy out of tanderness o M Foreast, but
Furn bia abisslion wia calied to the feot that, ca the

| will

of hor neeomplisbicent iu the art of musie, wnd inoon- |

produeed, ana mattar |

was n the habit of eleepirg sl the time she stayed with
Mry. Willis in the preceding summer—at a time whon ne
tuspleion existed In respect to N. P, Willis; that she re-
tired tlu th;t ro:m in lhT: quiet md :u. aod that sabse-
yuently, when he was going up and hed rescheq the 4o
o1 the piairs, he h-ud‘ollr. #‘rllia,h the most uuﬂn”'
inunper that could well be imugined of any man who had
thus got his peighbor's wife into his house, whers his ows
wife and his ov o family wers,—in the most eavalier WK
Tepent, 8a Lo stalked out of ber bedrcom, say, “Good

3 lear,” lond emJgh to be heard to a very considerable
distumee : and this Jobn Kent, who has been examined
Ly the lesrned counesl befcre ha came bers, would
have sou inter that Mr., Willls visted the bed-
roem of Mes. Forrest, and that he was guilty, of
course, of the Isat d of delinquency, In going
tbere. But en Jolin Kent's cross-examiasation, ‘m
remember, gentlemen, that it sappeared
this mote requesting Mre. Forrest to ome to the house
wat deliversd by Mre. Willls to Iim in the pressnoe of
Mrw. Wiitis In ber siek room, nud that Mr. Willis desired
bim to weit to aecompany Mra. Forrast to the houss,
Now, | wenld sck you how that agrees with the ides
(hnt [t was a private appointment by which Mr, Willle
wis to get Mes, Forreet to come to his honse, with &
night key, I suppose, stesl to Lhe door, wtoal up the
stadra get el tEe way up to that room which she for-
werly cooupied. and then commit this Isac delingu .
sed bt yet Mr Willis na he waa coming out of
Tovm teigettirg all the exution which bes had exer-
cigeil in the middle stage of the procecding, shout
Gut eavaierly, “dood night, iny dear®” 1t ssems tl
Lhesn stoeed do not fit well togethive. | beliove the end
i= urliks the middle, and the middle unlike the begin-
| min Mra Forrest pteals ap staiss at night, sod steals
uwpy pocbeerved in the morniog. but yet the lelter of
to brivg ber there was deliversd in the
o Mrs. Will's nnd the objest atsted aloud b

of Mr

wi nnd  the erime whi
Leen eomimitied by Mr. Willls in the
woend up cempictely, ay it were, whes
edly n: distinetly Uood mizht
i dy could hesr hyun who had
wn within the round of the enunclathes
1 Well, oirtaluly fir & witoe s whe

by 2 lveroed and astute counsel, I muost
pr g thist Jobin Ienl on that mere siatoment slope must
jervd t be a very Dear relation of Mr. Robwrt
hopgh be v not a conpirymsn of bis for any-
wolld denzn. Robert Garvio toll us sturdily,
1 iy anddivetiy, oo the ques jon bving pat to b
thet be was ap lrisbman; bus Mr Joun henl seorne
ihe vulgar iden of sllowivg Litaself to be call-d an
TpetVman.  He war too reficed & person for that, o he
ra'd he came from ¥iorope; and it aoy body wished to
Loew partientsrly from what pert of Eurcps he bad
rome, why. it waps the county Tipperary; snd you would
Lot pmow, unless von wers hetler poographers than most
people, from whot purt of the world John lKent oume,
for ewery body purhaps doss pot know thet Tipperary in
o the “Green fele © John Kent, st all svents, was doter-
it ed you should not know from him, but fiod out, us the
pyivg de, by your lwning ' Well supposs we take an-
other view of John Kent's story of this transastion, on his
v showing--11ean, without reapect to Lhe Lestimony
of the cthers 1 would ask you gentlemen, was such s
thing ever hensd of ns that & men who desires nod is at
| Libwrey to enjov sexunl tntercourse with s lady who was
| lising sl alos » and separsts from her hosband, ss Mra.
Forrest woa at that time in her own house, having =e
compenion there except her sister, who wnuldrwhﬂ'
be privy to her guilt if she was » persun of thal shame-
Lisr churnoter n# reprerented; how ia it possitle, | say,
thut & toen baving these feilities, wouid go th
thice artifioes to pot the lady Illtc:’ll ruli;m ltliIl l-sl: Hlll:
ttoryof hin own houre, risking detection lo #0 men)
-u{ instend of (nietly onlling oo her himsell in the
pight Uise, belog quietiy recaived at the door, aod e
yuletly 1ot gut spain®  Why, is there not something
uiteviy proposterous in the very idva, taking the testi.
r ouy ef Juhn Kent blmselt! but when we comne 1o refet
Lo the evidenes sysinst him--whst 14 it! Why, Mrs.
Yoibie Glte yen fRat forseme months che was in extrems
1howlth: che tel's you (and the uurse couficius her
atatiment) that Moa. Forrest rendered very constant
pentstencs 1o her in her Dllness; you are aiso informed
that on that one socaston o whitah Fent pefers M. Wilks
hnd been nowell=po very anwell for seveinl doye thst
thae £ ores wie mlmost worn oul in sttending ber; that abe
bereolf beesme feverlsh unenry and desicons ws peraoms
it Ler condition are apt Lo be, of some (riend belog
vrgs Lor: that abe war anxious to have the precoce of
Mis Forrest, and srrangoed L0 have lier, that the neme
! eonrerted to 1t reluctamily, deteeminiog at Lhe very 1ima,
thut Mra Forrvest shonid not stuy with her; that =hen
Min Forreet oamoe sl was extremely unesll so (hat bee
| muree would not ke to allow any other pesson (o harw
ehitge of her, she, the nuras, being respoumble fur hee
| sadoty; but thet Mrs. ¥orrest spokie ai the daor of Mrk
| W ilis's room, and wes beard Lo speak of Mes Wilils, Lrmt
| they wade an arvangement lhnlf.. re. Vorreat wh u-i: o
| 1o bed apd be remdy to liu} !l!:&l:rl-. .*h-n -I:l"l Vi '_'-"“\
anil that she ascordipgly roticed to her rovm fo L0
| story, asusual; that abe was pol waoted dariog the

| might, and troe enoogh, did retiee oot of the hr-.-‘l-“.
| emily In the morning, passing col of the Yout door and
w thout brethfmat. Now, what s diabolioal outrmge

| on wil the eelstions of Kife it is thel sn aft o kind
I-.:\l. ol this descripticn abowd, by e wils Wetismouy
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