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PREFACE. 

The following letters were written very hurriedly, 
in some instances without time to read them over 
before they were put in type or the opportunity to 
see a proof to correct them after in type. Thia 
beiug the case I feel sure the reader will overlook \ 
the roughness and inelegance that are conspicuous. 
If it may be thought that too much bitterness is 
exhibited in places, the reader is asked to take into 
consideration the bitter provocations that have been 
given me, and the bitter wrongs that have been done 
me. 

For more than two years my arch-enemy has been 
pursuing me with the venom of a viper. I am the 
editor of a radical, out-spoken journal, and pu,blisher . _ 
and seller of many radical books and pamphlets. I 
have not so much “faith” as many of my fellow- 
men profess. I cannot easily believe as much as they 
acknowledge to. My belief, so far as I am able to 
ascertain, agrees very closely with that held by 
Thomas Jefferson--than whom this country has pro- 
duced nc worthier man-in some respects with tin 
views held by Benjamin Frauklin, George Washin& 
ton, John Adams, and closely resembling t%ose held 
by the late good and revered Abraham Lincoln. X 
have strong convictions counter to current creeds, 
and have the habit of speaking out what I believe, 
I cannot accept supernaturalism ; I am not a friend 
to priestcraft ; I oppose old theological fables and ’ 
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unsupported tales ; hence I have been a rock of 
offcure to many who de& themselves “the salt of 
the earih.” The &rgy and their immediate !rieuds 
have been annoyed by me. The-question how to 
silence my pen and my press has been canvassed 
again and again. The question how to squelch 
Bennett has come up several times ‘in the meetings 
of the Young Men’aChristian Assooistion at their 
splendid hall on the corner of Fourth avenue and 
Twenty-t,hird stre&, New York. I Was declared an 
enemy to eccles&ticism and revealed religion, and 

-the decision that I should be suppressed was unani- 
mously arrived at. How to do this, and who should 
do it, were the questions. The spy and dewy, 
Anthony Cornstock, the founder, secretary, and 
active agent of “The New York Society for the 
Suppression of Vice,” volunteered to undertake the 
enterprise. He knew there was no law now in use to 
punish heresy or unbelief, or eten blasphemy ; but \ 
he also knew that he had a little obscenity postal law 
which Congress had enacted for him, and that if he 
wuld use that upon me- my conviction and imprison- 
ment were certain. He acoordingly commenced ope- 
rations. The wurse he took and the part he played 
in the three arrests that I have suffered will be found 
narrated in subsequent pages, and need not be detailed 
here. 

My trial on the last indictment against iue came 
off before Judge Charles L. Benedict, in the crimi- 
nal branch of the United States Circuit .Court, on 
March 18, 19,20 and 21,18’79, The term t&al, how- 
ever, in this case is a misnomer. it was a farce-a 
mockrry, Ipras tried for one thing, but convicted 
for another. I was not &owed to introduce i.he 
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teslimony of competent authors, writem, publisheq 
dealers, and philologists, to show that the pamphlet 

. l ia not obscene, though nearly fifty of the ablest in the 
oity were ready to gire such testimony; in fact, 
allowed to iqtroduoe no te+mony save a little as to 

*my cooti character thi-ugh life. Even the pamphlet 
i:srlf wa9 not permitted to be read to the jury, but 
such detaikd psaaga only as the proPecnt,ing attor- 
ney pointed out. No comparison was allowed to 
be made with other standard works, sold by every 
book-dealer and to-be found in every library in the 
country. The judge ruled severely against me in e 
all cases, and his charge and instructions to the jury 
were of such a character that if followed they could 
not do otherwise than convict. This cdarse, how- 
ever, was not repugnant to the feelings of the jury, 
for they were mainly memlxra of Christian chnrches, 
and the foreman a superintendent of a Sunday- 
school. An Infidel publisher was on trial before 
them, and they very naturally felt it their duty to 
convict. Three. or four of them, as I was informed, 
ware at first for acquittal, but all save one readily 
yielded to the makrity. That one held out all night 
-fifteen hours in all-when he finally yielded, though 

‘against his better judgment,, and atO the earnest en- 
treaty of a juryman who had a sick wife, who had 
sent word to her husband to return home at the 
earliest po&ible moment. Thi3 dissenting juror the 
more readily yielded because the judge had said I 
could make my exceptions, take an appeal, and have 
another trial. Had the juryman not tbonght, I could 
easily obtain a.new trial, he would not have yielded. 

My attorney, Mr. Abram Wakeman, had made 
twenty or more exceptions to the judge’s arbitrary 
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nrlinge,and~appealed,upona writ of error, to three 
judges, with the hope that they would dismiss the 
case upon tho ground of a defective indictment or 
grant a new trial, or, by a disagreement of opinion, 
allow the case to go to the United States Supreme , 
Court, where the whole case coulcl be reviewed,- 
together with ths constitutionality of the statute 
under which the couviction was secured. The case 
was presented to the three judges-Blatchford, 
Benedict, and Choate-sitting in_banc, Nay 21st. 
The points and exceptions were printed and argued 
at considerable length bv my attorney, but all with- 
out avail. The judge who had secured my convic- 
tion was one of the three to decide whether I should 
have a new t,rial-a thing manifestly most improper, 
as few thioga can be more absurd tham for a judge 
to review his own rulings. The fact is, Judge Bene- 
dict was on trial before the three judges as really as 
myself. If the case were set aside, or a new trial 
granted, it would virtually be a condemnation of his 
rulings. In such a state of thiugs it could hardly ’ 
be expected a judge would decide against himself, 
or that his two companions-brather Christians as 
well as brother judge--s&h tho courtesy common 
betweon judges, would decidtl against him. They 
did not. Benedict was sustained, and a new trial 
dtnied me. June 5th was the day set for pronouuo- _ 

iug sentehce. Accordingly, on that day, I aga,in ap 
peared before Judge Benedict, who, after denying 
the request of my attorney for a stay of proceedings 
that the case might be taken before the United 
States Supreme Court, at Washington, at its fall 
session in October, sentenced me to “ thirteen waowths’ 
-imprisonment at h.nrd labor in the Albany Peniten- 
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Gary and a fine bf three hundred d0Zlar.s ($SOO).” 

Before sentenrte was pronounced I requested to speak _ 
a few words, but this privilege was summarily denied 
me. Numerous friend+ were present, and I wanted 
to exercise the poor favor ucrually granted to the 
worst of criminals before being sentenced; but I 
could not be iudulged to that extent. 

I was taken to LudlowStreet Jail Boon after. 
Awaiting the aotion of the President, I was allowed 
to remain there until July P&h, when, he declining 
to pardon me, a Uuited States marshal conveyed me 
to this prison. My experience here is partially de. 
scribed in the letters from this place. For seven 
meeks I worked in the shop at shoemaking, when, i 

becoming an invalid, I was sent to the hospital, 
where I &ill am. I am allowed to write when I feel 
able, and am writing a work to be called ‘( The Gods 
and Religions of Ancient Times “-an ootavo volume 
of over 1,000 pages. I trust it will be a work of 
some value, and that it will be ready to present to 
the public about January 1, 1880. All who wish a 
copy are requested to indicate the 8ame by writing 
to THIC TRUTH SEEKER office, 141 Eighth street, 
New York. Price, cloth, $3.00 ; leather, red edges, 
$4.00 ; morocco, gilt edges, $4.50, including postage. 

I cannot be insensible to the wrong that has been 
done me in sending me here for no crime, aud for 
aimply exercising the rights guaranteed by the Con- 
stitution to every American citizen. But ‘aa I am 
destined to ,suffer this indignity and wrong, I can 
only be glad that it is in so good a caum aa free 
thought, free speech, a free press and free mails. I 
feel Bure that the founders of our government never ’ 
intended that persons should be imprisoned for 

. 
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opinion’s sake, or that the government should deem 
it ite duty to inquire into the religiona views of oiti- 

zens, nor punish them on account of such views. The 
Constitution guarantees to every individual the right 
to worship God according to the dictates of his own 
consoienoe, or to not worship at all, if he so prefers. 
It is comparatively a modern thing that men are 
sent to prisoo in this country for entertaining views 
not in accordance with the demands of the church ; 
but that this is the reason why I am here is most 
clear. It is a revival, thoogh in a modified form, of 
the persecution of heretics so much in vogue a few 
centuries ago. Then it was torture at the stake, 
now-it is a term in the penitentiary. 

Yes, I was tried for one offense but convicted for - 
another. ‘Whoever will take the trouble to post 
himself in my case will inevitably oome to the con-’ 
elusion that u obscenity ” was only a pretest, and 
that I am in prison because I am a prominent Infidel 
publisher. Those who wish to inform themselves of 
the facts are cited to the published edition of my 
trial, as reported by the ofbcial stenographer of the 
Court-a book of 275 pages. Price, cloth, 50 oeuts ; 
paper, 30 oents. 

Among the hopes I indulge is the one that Con- 
g&s will soon see the importance of repealing the 
statute under which I am convicted. It was not 
called for by any considerable number of the people ; 
it was not publicly discussed on the floors of Con- 

gre3s ; its passage was almost surreptitiously pru- ’ 
cured, and it was rushed through at the request of 
Anthony Comstock, in the expiring hours of the 
Forty-second Congress, when some two hundred and 
sixty bills became laws in a few hours, not one man 

a 
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in ten knowing what he was voting for, and ai the 
time that the “ back-pay,” u salary -grab,” .and 
66salary-doubling ” laws were enacted. As the 
statute authorizes an inspection of mail matter, to 
ascertain its moral character, declaring it unmailable 
if of a certain description, and not to be conveyed 
or delivered by any mail-carrier or postmaster 
making the extreme penalty imprisonment for tei 
years and a fine of $5,000, it is clearly unconstitu- 
tional, as the Constitution does not confer upon 
Congress the right to inspect or withhold mail 
matter for moral, religious, or political reasons. 

There aro millions in our country to-day who have 
not the slightest idea that such a law is upon our 
statute books, and by far the greater portion of 
those who are aware of it, when made to fully 
u’nderstand it, think it should be repealed. 

Obscenity is a wrong that should be duly pun- 
ished, but it is not wrong simply because it passes 
through the mails ; it is just as wrong when sent by 
expresti, or by any other mode of conveyance. It 
oertainly is no part of the duty of the general gov- 
ernnient to hunt up and punish obscenity any more 
than burglary, larceny, arson, assault and battery, 
manslaughter, and murder. The state and munic- 
ipal oo$rts are ample for the punishment of all 
these crimes. Obscenity forms no exception. A 
little activity and watchfulness on the part of mu- 
oicipal police will always prevent the prevalence of 
this wrong. The fact that it was suppressed, and 
by the activil,y of a single individual, before the 
stntute under consideration was enacted, sufficiently 
proves this proposition. Let it be held to be a crime 
to tranafirt obscene matter by mail the same as by 
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express, freight, or any other conveyance, and let it 
be left to the state oourts to punish. The states do 
not own the express camp&&s or the freight lines 
any more than the mails, and they certainly have 
the power to punish when sent by either mode. It 
is quite unnecessary that the courts of the general 
government should be occupied in tying obscenity 
cases. Let the Cornstook law be repealed. 

To give additional information touching my case 
before commencing the Cc Letters From Behind the 
Bars,” my Cc Open Letter to Samuel Colgate” will 
be given, published before my trial. My Cc Circular 
Letter to the Press,” after the trial, to be followed 
by two editorials from THE TRUTH SEEKER of June 
7, 18’19, printed the day I was sentenced, the second 
of which contains the substance of what I would 
have said in osurt bad the judge permitted me to. 
speak, and lastly my appeal to the President, asking 
for libemtion, with the form of the petition which 
200,000 people signed, will, I hope, all prove of 
some interest to the general reader. 

Very truly, 
I D. M. BENNETT. 

AZiiany Penitmtiary, Oct. 15, 1879. 



ANOPENLETTER 

TO 

SAMUEL COLGATE 

[Prom The Tm~USeeekmof Fdb. 22 1879.] 

DEAB SIR : My reason for addressing this corn- ’ 
municatton to you is because you are at the head of 
a society-the New York Society for the Suppression 
of Vice-which is trying to crush me, to deprive me 
o? my good name, my property, and my liberty. 
Brom the information I am able to obtain, the 
determination is strong in your society to press me 
to the wall, to break up my business, and to thrust 
me into prison. My love of liberty and my aversion 
to injustice ‘are probably as great a0 any man’s, and 
it is but natural that- I feel some uneasiness in Qon- 
sequence of the danger in which your society has 
placed me. It. has already subjected me to an ex- 
pense of thousands of dollars, it has blackened my 
reputation all over the United States and in Europe, 
and at this moment it has its hand at my throat, 
Rtruggling to deprive me of my liberty and my 
rights, if not my life. I am, of courfle, deeply in- 
terested in this contest, and wish to talk with YOU 
about it with plainness, direotnesa, and earneatness. 

In Borne respects you and‘1 stand upon an equal- 
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ity, while in others we do not. We are both natives 
of this country, both citizens of the United States, 
both have ,borne an honorable name among our fel- 
low-men, both have lived to a fair old age, having 
entered upon our. seventh decade, and both stand 
equal before the laws of ‘our country and the Con- 
stitution aa it was established by our fathers. In 
other respecta we are not equal. You are rioh ; I . 
am poor. You have been very successful in your 
life enterprises, while I have not. You are to-day 
honored and respected by most of the people of this 
oity and country, while, bythe aame class, I am 
hated and despised. You are the president of an 
organization compoeed of rich and honorable men, 
while the finger of scorn is pointed at me and I am 
denounced aa a criminal unlit for life and the bless,- 
ings of freedom. 

What is the cause of this state of thinge ? 1s it 
because I have really bommitted wrong8 and am a 
worse individual than yourself ? By no means. I 
have ever been a law-abiding citizen, and defy any 
man to designate any crime I have committed. I 
insist that I have not been a law-breaker, while I 
thin& I will Boon be able to show that you have been. 
But the great difference between you and me, Mr. ,’ 
Colgate, is just here : You are a believer in current 
theology ; I am not. You are a member of a rich 
and fashionable orthodox church ; I am not. You 
accept the system of celestial arithmetic that one is 
three and three are one ; I do not. You believe . 
that a son may be a8 old as his father ;_ I do not. 
You believe in snpernaturali~m ; I do not. You 
believe that your system. of religion has been . ’ 
handed down from heaven ; I ,do not, but regard it, 
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like all other systems of religion, as of human pro- 
duction. You believe that a certain individual of 
illegitimate birth, said to hav been born nearly two 
thousand years ago of a Jewish maiden, was be- 
gotten by the Supreme Creator of the universe, and 
:vas himself the creator of the universe and his own 
father ; I do not. You believe that the blood of 
&his individual was very different from the blood of 
all other human beings and possessed virtue enough 
co save and make forever happy those who accept 
lhe belief you do ; I do not. I regard every per- 
r;on’s blood, who has lived upon the earth, as essenti- 
011~ the same. You believe that all who do not, 
accept and acknowledge the faith you do must go to 
iiell and suffer eternal torture ; I do not. I cannot 
Iselieve that any man is to be punished to all eternity 
ior entertaining an honest belief. We are punished 
here for opinion’s sake, but I hope not there. 

I will concede that you are honest in your views, 
znd for entertaining them or professing them you 
are honored and bowed down to. For not being 
able to believe the same, and for having the honesty 
to avow my inability to believe them, I am despised, 
denounced as vile, and for this very thins you and 
others are seeking to deprive me of my liberty and 
my dearest rights. 

I wish to remind you that in the formation of this 
Government it was designed by its founders to be 
1)erfectly free for every form of belief, theological 
or otherwise. It was intended that every religion I 
here should enjoy an equal amount of freedom. 
That every man should believe in and worship any 
kind of a god he pleased, or no god at all, if he 
pleased. The Government was not established in 

, 
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the interest of any system of religion. There was 
io be no union of church and state. Every man 

. should have the right to espouse and proclaim such 
views and opinions as to him seemed good. 

Many of the men who took a prominent part in 
preparing the country for the free Government 
which was here established and in perfecting it, were 
unbelievers in the main dogmas of the Christian relig- 
ion. Thus Benjamin Franklin was a Deist ; Gen. 
George Washington was a Deist ; Thomas Paine was 
a Deist ; Gen. Ethan Allen was an Atheist ; Thomas 
Jefferson was an Atheist ; John Adams was a Deist, 
and many others who were connected with the civil 
branch of the Government, and who as generals 
helped to.fight the battles, were unbelievers in the 
fundamental dogmas of Christianity. These state- 
ments are susceptible of proof, but I will not now 
take the time to enter into that. I will say, how- 
ever, that it has been claimed that but one of the 
signers of the Declaration of Independence was a 
Christian, and he a Catholic-Carroll of Carrollton, 
Maryland ; and it is well known that Washington 
while filling the chair of first President of the 
United States, signed a treaty with the Government 
of Tripoli, in which it was explicitly stated that 
Cc The Government of the United States is nob in 
any sense founded on the Christian religion.” 
Among our later Presidents some have been unbe 
lievers or Infidels, notably Abraham Lincoln. f 

l Under this view of the matter it would seem that 
my right to hold my honest opinions ought to be 
just as sound and just as firmly protected as yours, 
but it is not so. A great change has come over the 
state of our country. The Christian religion has 
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become very fashionable and popular. We are sup- 
porting from 60,000 to '10,000 clergymen to uphold 
it. We have churches and cathedrals in this 
city costing from $500,000 to $5,000,000, and 
these are free from taxation, while the humblest cot- 
tage of the poor man is taxed, and if he is not able 
to own a cottage and is forced to rent a home he has 
to pay in rents to make up for what the property of 
the churches and the clergy do not pay; and many 
of the clergy, for preaching the church dogmas 
to the people, are paid the exceedingly comfortable 
salaries of $2,000, $3,000, $4,000, $5,000, $8,000, 
$10,000, $12,000, $15,000, and $20,000 a year. It is 
perhaps not strange that some of these men wish to 
send to prison the man who is trying to show the 
people the folly of keeping up this expenaive and 
useless farce. 

Yes, Mr. Colgate, my principal sin is in not being * 
a Christian, and in publishing arguments and facts 
calculated to shake the faith of my readers in the 
divinity and beauty of that system of religion. 
The charge of obscenity against me is a mere pre- 
text. I am not and never have been a dealer in 
obscene lite k& ture. The charge is infamously false. 
I have even hardly seen a lewd or lascivious book 
for twenty years save the part of one which your 
a.gent Anthony Comstock sent through the mail to a 
friend of mine. But a pretext was sought for 
against me by your society by which I should be 
srraigned before the highest courts of our country. 
Your agent, Anthony Comstock, visited my place, 
searched through my publications, books, pamphlets 
and traats to see if he could not find something on 
which I could be arrested and convicted. He 

l 
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finally found two little tracts-one an “Open Letter 
to Jesus Christ” and another a Scientific essay, 
written for t,he Popular Science Hont& by a most 
worthy gentleman upon the propagation of marsu- 
pial animals. These were taken and submitted to 
your committee whose’ business it is claimed is to 
examine the grounds fbr charges before authorizing 
your agent to go ahead, and they pronounced the 
two tracts sufficient to proceed upon, to imprison me 
and despoil me of my property. Your salaried 
agent, Mr. Comstock, wrote me a decoy letter, to 
which he appended the forged signature of a ficti- 
tiohs personage, by which he induced me to send to 
him at his country-seat at Squan Village, N. J., one 
each of the two tracts named. For this offense he, 
in company with a deputy U. S. Marshal, took me 

. . from my editorial duties on the 12th of November 
1877, and seized all the pamphlets of the kind I had 

. on hand, and has never returned them, and had I 
not been fortunate enough to be able to give bail 
I would at once have been taken to prison. The 
grand jury of the U. S. Circuit Court upon the tes- 
timony of your agent readily found a bill against 
me, and I was informed by District Attorney Wood- 

.’ ford that a conviction could easily have been pro- 
cured against me and I sent to prison. A hint, or a 
bit of instruction from the authorities at Washinton 

I caused my case to be dismissed, by which the inten- 
tions of your society and more especially of your 
agent were for the time being thwarted. But it was 
only for a time. He was very angry that my case 
had been dismissed, and declared with vehemence 
that he would have me in his power yet. Perhaps 
he will. Within fifteen months I have been arrested 
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three times for selling or mailing obscene literature. 
This is most cruel and unjust treat,ment towards 
one who is not in the slightest degree guilty. 

Have you realized, Mr. Colgate, what a’ serious 
thing it is to be arrested on a charge of selling 

obscene literature? There is scarcely another charge 
in the whole catalogue so disgraceful, so odious, and 

so utterly ruinous to a man’s character among his 
friends and acquaintances. How wobld you like to 
,be arrested on an accu&ion of selling obscene and 
lascivious publications ? How would you like to have 
your wife, your daughters, your near rl?latives and 
friends, and your numerous acquaintances read in 
the daily papers that you had been arrested on this 
charge by United States officers ? How would you 
like it telegraphed all over the country that Samuel 
Colgate had been arrested and held to bail for deal- 
ing in obscene literature ? Would $20,000 be the 
slightest inducement to you to have such a foul 
blot, such a disgraceful stigma, thrown upon your 
character? I .think not. But remember this has 
been done to me three times within the last fifteen 

months, and I think as much of my character as you 
do of yours. I have not dealt in nor handled obscene 
literature, and have been no more a violator of the 

law than yourself ; in fact, not so much so, as I will 

proceed to show you and any person who may read 
this. I will here quote a section of the law of the 
United States, which your society, and especially 

your agent, caused to be passed. A similar law he 
also caused to be passed by the Legislature of this 

state: 
‘(Every obscene, lewd, or lascivious book, pam- 

phlet, picture, paper, writing, print, or other publi- 
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cation of an indecent character, and etiery avticcle 
OP t7htg designed or intended for the prevention oj 
conception or procuring of abortion, and every arti- 
cle or thing intended or adapted for any indecent or 
immoral use, and every written or printed card, cir- 
cular, book, pamphlet, advertisement, or notice of 
any kind giving information, directly or indirectly, 
where, or how, or of whom, or by what means, any 
of the hereinbefore mentioned matters, articles, or 
things may be obtained or made, and every letter 
upon the envelope of which, or postal card upon 
which, indecent, lewd, obscene, or lascivious. delin- 
eations, epithets, terms, or language may be written 
or printed, are hereby declared to be non-mailable 
matter, and shall not be conveyed in the mails, nor 
delivered from any frost-office nor by any letter-car- 
rier; and any person who shall knowingly deposit, 
or cause to be deposited, for mailing or delivery, 
anything declared by this section to be non-mailable 
matter, and any person who shall knowingly take the 
same, of cause the same to be taken, from the mails, 
for the Furpose of circulating or disposing of, or of 
aiding in the circulation or disposition of the same, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall 
for each and every offense be fined not less than one’ 
hundred dollars nor more than five thousand dollars, 
or imprisoned at hard labor not less than one year 
nor more than ten years, or both, at the discretion of 
the court.- U; S. Xtatutes at Large, vol. 19,~. 90. 
Approved July 12, 1876. 

. 

YOU will notice that it is a positive violatiofi of 
the law to publish any kind of an advertisement 
giving information relative to any substance that 
may be used for producing abortion or preventing 
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conception, or telling in ever so vague a way where 
such a substance can be found. .To be guilty of 
such a violation of the law subjects one to a tine of 
$5,000 and imprisonment for ten years. To show 
whether you have not rendered yourself liable to 
this punishment, I will quote a few lines from page 
7 of a pamphlet, being part of a report of Henry A. 
Du Bois, M.D., issued from your house, relative to 
the article of vaseEne which you sell in large quan- 
tities, of which pamphlets you have sent out thou- 
sands. To my personal knowledge the pamphlets 
have come from your house, and they were sent by 
mail. They were ordered from your house, they 
were sent pursuant to order, the envelope having 
your business card printed upon it. Here is the 
extract : 

“Physicians are frequently applied to to produce 
abortion. Recently, on the same day, two women 
came to me ; the reason assigned in the one case was 
that the husband was syphilitic ; in the other, that 
pregnancy brought on violent attacks of spas- 
medic asthma. Of course I explained that ,the 
child had rights as well as the mother, but it was all 
I could do to prevent one of these cases from going 
to a professed abortionist. In some cases of t,his 
kind prevention is better than cure, and I am in- 
clined to think, from some experiments, that vase= 
l&e, charged with four or five grains of salicylic 

acid, will destroy spermatozoa, without injury to the 
uterus or vagina.” 

IIere are ‘explicit directions for preventing con- 
ception, if not for procuring abortion, and you pub- 
lished definitely where the preparation could be 
obtained. You violated the law, aa I said, in the 
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most positive manner, yet you escape, while you are 
trying to send me to prison for not breaking the law 
at all. If this is justice, it must be Christian jus- 
tice, or Colgate justice, which wili not bear investi- 

gation. But your society ‘was not organized to 
punish such violators of the law as yourself, nor for 
the rich and influential, nor for prominent Christians, 

. 
but for poor, friendless devils who are unable to 
make a defense, and who can easily be hustled off to 
prison. To show you and others what a wide differ- 
ence is made in the treatment of Christians and 
Infidels, I will inform you that though the U. S. 

prosecuting attornies readily admitted that the law 
had clearly been violated in your pamphlet, and 
ought to be prosecuted, when they came to learn 
that Samuel Colgate was the offender they utterly 
refused to prosecute the case, while they are very 
ready to prosecutc me for violating no law what- 
ever, and with difficulty have been induced to lay 

my case over for a single term that my attornies 
might have time to prepare for my defense. Thus 
you see, Mr. Colgate, it makes considerable differ- 

ence whose bull does the goring, whether Colgate’s 
or Bennett%. This is a very good illustration of the 

kind of justice meted out by your Society for the 
Suppression of Vice?; its president may violate the 
laws with impunity, but as for an Infidel publisher, 

he must beware, or he will be sent up ten years for 
the most frivolous offense ; and then if the Presi- 

dent of the United States has the fairness and hon- 
esty to pardon him and release him fro& his unjust 
imprisonment, the holy adulterers raise such a howl 
all over the land as to nearly deafen one. Had some 
Infidel or unpopular or irregular practitioner been 
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guilty of violating the law as you have done, your 
agent, Comstock, would long since have been after 
him, and the United States court would have sum- 
marily sent him to prison. 

In your speech before your Society on the evening 
of January 29th, you said : “As a Society, we have 

yet to have the first report from any responsible 
and reputable physician, or druggist, or bookseller 
saying that their practice or business had been in- 
jured through the action of the Society.. They do 
not complain of our society, of these laws, and no 
such report has come to our Society.” There is very 
good reason why they do not complain ; your agent 
Comstock does not meddle with regular physicians, 
regular druggists, nor wealthy, respectable book- 

sellers. He is very careful to let them alone, and to 

pounce down upon the poor, the friendless, and the 
irregular. For these he has no mercy nor forbear- 

ance. The “ regular,” aristocratic physicians may 

prevent conceptions, produce abortions, or do any- 
thing else they choose, and your agent will not dis- 
turb them. I have never heard of Comstock bring- 
ing a charge against a regular physician or a regular 
druggist. Druggists may import and’ sell contra- 

band l?rench goods with perfect impunity, and he 
will not disturb them. There is scarcely a druggist. 
in the city but what keeps and sells those goods 
every day in the year, and still Comstock will not 

lay snares for them ; he will not send them decoy 
letters in fictitious names ; he will not set traps to 

catch them. He is not anxious to attack the frater- 

nity of druggists ; they are too strong and could 

raise too much money to successfully oppose him. 

He looks for game more helplese and friendless. 
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It is the same with the booksellem. There is hardly 
a bookseller in the country but what sells the writ- 
iugs of Boccaccio, Rabelais, Montaigne, Fielding, 
Shakspere, Sterne, Juvenal, Byron, and others, any 
one of which has a hundreq4imes more of obscenity 

or indecency than “ Cupid’s Yokes ” contains, but 
they are never disturbed. They can keep on Helling 
these works, with hundreds of copies of the Bible, 
which, at least, has a thousand times more obscenity 
than can be found in Mr. Heywood’s pamphlet, and 
they are all right ; they will not be molested. They 

may even buy and sell “ Cu id’s Yokes ” to their P 
heart’s content, and Comstock will not lay in wait 
for them. The largest booksellers in the city have 
repeatedly bought “Cupid’~ Yokes ” of me, but your 

Society or your agent will not proceed against 
them. It is the Infidel publishers and the small-fry 
operators who have cause to fear Comstock’s perse- 
cutions and prosecutions. And here may be seen at 

a glance just the kind of justice that actuates your 
Society. 

I will cheerfully admit that much good has been 
accomplished in seizing and suppressing indecent 
and immoral literature, and that you spoke correctly 
in your speech when you said, “ To-day it iu impossi- 
ble to find one of those books [indecent] in any 
store in this city, and obscene pictures and pam- 

phlets are hardly ever published.” While I would 
not deny the good that your Society has done in 
driving this literature from the market, I must re- 

mind you that the far greater portion of this was 
done before your Society was organized and before 
the postal laws of 1873 were enacted. Since that 

time your Sooiety has expended Borne $50,000, and 
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it has done in the last five years little else than to 
prosecute, annoy, and persecute people who meant 
to do no harm, who have broken no moral law, and 
have done nothing to injure their fellow-men. The 
charge of obscenity has been brought against scorea 
of persons who had not a thought of being obscene, 
and whose desire to be moral and law-abiding was 
as strong, at least, as the average of church-members 
of the day. For every person whom your Society 
has arrested within the last five yearn on the charge 
of dealing in obscene ,literature who has really been 
guilty, ten or twenty have been needlessly arlested, . 
have been subjected to bavp expense, have been 
cruelly disgraced and many unjustly fined and sent to 
prison. Of this class may be mentioned the cases of 
Dr. E. B. Foote, Dr. E. C. Abbey, John A. Lant, . 
Sara B. Chase, Charles Mackey, Leander Fox R- Son, 
Mr. Weil, A. Prosch, Charles F. Blandin, Louis 
Wengenrath, E. H. Meywood, and at least one hun- 
dred and fifty others. When it is realized how 
much anguish, wretchedness, broken-heartedness, 
and disgrace your agent has caused by his merci- 
less persecutions, the amount of deception, sub- , 

terfuge, intrigue, persuasion, falsehood, and even 
perjury has been employed to procure the ar- 
rests and convictions that have been made, it is quite 
enough to neutralize the good that has been pep 
formed from the same source, especially when it is 
borne in mind that obscenity could easily have been 
suppressed and the offenders brought to punishment 
by the regular police force of our city and at less 
than one-tenth the expense that your society 
has inmrreil. Should then the inquiry. be mraded- 
What great good has the society accomplished ? the 



14 Ai7 OPEK LETTIC& TO SAIUEL COLGATE. 

answer would be : It has afforded a good fat posi- 
tion for Anthony Comstock and his lackey to live 
upon the contributions made by well-meaning peo- 
ple, where he can pocket four thousand dollars a year 
for being a terrible scourge upon his fellow-men, 
punishing them far beyond their deserts, and in 
doing such work as the police are perfectly com- 
petent to attend to., 

There is a charitable opinion in the minds of many 
people that yourself and other members of your 
society, being honorable, high-minded men, are not 
cognizant of,the method% your agent employs, and 
that you do not approve of them. But when it is 
remembered that you are well apprised of many of his 
methods aud specific arts, and that at least a portion 
of his villainous conduct has been brought to your 
knowledge, the feeling of charity alluded to is great- 
ly dissipated. 

It is not pleasant ‘for me to charge any person 
with wrong doing, and especially crimes that are 
punishable by imprisonment, but I am not, after all, 
afraid to speak the truth, and will not, when neces- 
aary, hesitate to do so. I beg to assure you that the 
charges I make are PM, and are all susceptible of 
proof, and can be demonstrated to yourself, your 
society, and before a court of justice. You seem to 
ardently defend the.conduct of your agent, and you 
speak of the work accomplished by him as being of 
the most satisfactory character. You cannot then 
think strange if I spend a few minutes in considering 
it. If he is culpable in his past acts, and you defend 
him in the wrong he has done you make yourself 
equal in his guilt. 

The reverend speakers in your last mhetillg denied 
- 
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that your agent used subterfuge, persuasion, aad 
decoy letters to induce his victims to the commission 
of crimes, and in&ted that the letters he writeaiin 
which hypocrisy, falsehood, and persuasion are 
about equally blended-are simply “ teat, letters,‘, 
not to induce people to commit wrong, but’ to ascer- 
tain who would do 80. This assertion will not bear 
iuveatigation. A few only of your agents’s caaea will 
have to be examined to show that the claim is 
untrue. 

’ 

Take, first, the case of Leander Fox & Son, who 
kept a book-store on Canal st., not far from W. Broad- , 
way. They were men of good reputation. Persons 
who knew Mr. Fox for many years have assured me 
of his sterling worth and integrity of character. : 
There were few men who tried harder to do what is 

. ’ right. Comatock sought to make them his victime, 
He called upon them and asked for certain obscene 
works. They iuformed him that they did not keep 
them. He urged them to get for him the books he 
wanted, but they told him they never dealt in that 
class of literature. Your agent called several time8 
on similar errands, asking for lewd and indecent 
books, and he was invariably told thEt they kept 
nothing of the kind, and never had done 60. He 
kept up these importunities a long time, but not 
succeeding in entrapping them into purchasing vile 
books for him, he tried his favorite method of decoy 
letters. He wrote them in a fictitiona name, ordering 
a book, or books by mail. One was “Ashton’s 
Book of Nature and Marriage Guide ” (published - 
and copyrighted by Benjamin T. Day), a work on 
Physiology, etc., but by no means obscene. It had 
beei s;old regularly by the trade for twenty years, 
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and was much of the same character as Dr. F.. Ilob 
lick’s works. Fox and Son not having the book in 
stock stepped out and bought it of some other 
dealer and mailed it to the address desired 
as innocently as you would ship a gross of 
glycerine soap to a customer. But for depositing 
that harmless book in the mail your agent caused 
father and son to be arrested late on Saturday after+ 
noon- when obtaining bail is not easy-with a view 
of keeping them in prison over Sunday. To show 
how easy convictions are obtained, it is only neces- 
sary to state the fact that the case against Fox & 
Son being pressed to trial when their attorney, 
William Beach, was absent at Albany, both father 

‘and son, by Comstock’s testimony, were found guilty 
of sending obscene literature through the mails, 
and were sentenced to prison for a year ; and but 
for the interference of Thurlow Weed, who induced 
President Grant to pardon them out, they would 
have remained in prison the entire term, to the ruin 
of their business and the great unhappiness and dis- 
grace of their family. It is a great injury to a man 
td thus tear him suddenly from his business ; and 
few, who have not been arrested on a charge of ob- 
scenity, are able to fully comprehend the anguish of 
heart to the family and the deep disgrace attendant 
upon it. There is hardly any other charge so utterly 
damaging as this, and yonr society should be very 

careful that it does not so grossly injure a man as to 

bring the foul charge when it is not true. A man’s 

Peputation is dearer to him than money-is as dear 

as life-and it is extremely wrong ‘to tarnish it 

unjustly. 

Here,iu a case where Comstock induced two excel- 
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lent men to commit an offense, if an offcmae it rnly be 
c:~lled,which they would never have thought of uom- 
mitting but for his decoy letter, and by that vil!ain- 
OUH act of his they were deeply injured, disgraced, 
ruined, and their_ family rendered inconsolable. If 
the man thus unjustly persecuted is able to stand up 
under it, the wife, the sisters, and mot her are often 

broken down with intense sorrow and grief at the 
great disgrace brought upon them. The soul agoI y 

and wretchedness that your agent has thus bronght 
upon hundreds of good people is far beyond the 
power of computation. 

The adulators of Mr. Comstock say he never in- 
duces a person to commit a fault who would not 
otherwise do so. I think I can prove this statement 
to be a falsehood. Let us take the case of Mr. 
A. Prosch, manufacturer of stereopticons on thb 
edrner of Division and Catherine streets, where he is 
atill pursuing his business. He is an unexception- 

ally good man. During the sixty-five years he has 
lived he has borne an excellent character ; and, to 
show how carefully he has lived, it is only necessary 
t,? state that he has never played a game of cards, 
he has never visited a theaire; never made use of 

intoxicating liquors or tobacco, and has uniformly 
been noted for his upright and honorable conduct. 
But in the spring of 1877 this good man had the 

misfortune to fall into the toijs of your agent, and 
thereby came to great grief. Daniel Walford, a 

friend of Mr. Pros&, belonged to a temperance 
organization, and it was proposed to have a reunion 
with some kind of amusement for the society. Mr. 
Walford induced Mr. Prosch to attend the meeting 

and to take one of his stereopticons and give them 
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some views. He had a limited number of pictures. 
such as he used in exhibiting his instruments to his 

customers. Such as he had he took with him, and 
charged not a cent for the effort he made to amuse 
the company. 

The entertainment passed off pleasantly. Gentle- 
men, their wives, and daughters, were present, and ) 
the pictures shown were such as not to offend any 
of them. But there was a single person there with 
a prurient mind, who, at t,he exhibition of some 
pictures of statuary, thought it would do for a case 
for Anthony Comstock to work up, and he took the 
trouble to have the information conveyed to your 
agent that an exhibition had been given where nude 
figures had been shown. This was enough for your 
virtuous ‘representative. He sent his assistant, 
kritton, to see what could be made of it. 

Britton called upon Mr. Prosch, and said, ‘@I 
learn that at a social gathering of a temperance 
society you recently gave some stereoscopic views 
which pleased the audience very much. Now, I‘ 
belong to a club of young men ; we are soon to have 
a meeting, and we wish to a& if we cannot get you 
to exhibit some of your pictures to us.” Mr. Prosch 
replied that that was not, his business. He made the 
instruments for sale, but did not follow exhibiting 
them, He had, on the occasion referred to, gratui- 
tously shown some pictures as a matter of accommo- 
dation to a friend, and had never done so except on 
that occasion. Britton rejoined by assuring the old 
man that the club was very anxious to have him 
attend its meeting and show his pictures, assuring 
him that they would pay him handsomely for doing , 
go. By oontinued persuasion of this kind the old 
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‘gentleman thought that if ho could afford plez~~ura , 
to the meeting and put a little money into his own 
pocket at the same time it might be well to do so ; 
and he promised to give the exhibition. Britton 
wished to see the pictures that formed the collection. 
These were freely shown, whereupon your‘ employee 
remarked : “These are very well so far as they go, 
‘but our club wish something a little livelier, some- 
thing a little more racy ; you, mderstand. We are 
mostly young men, atid we wish something rather 
rich and fancy. Can’t you get something a little 
more to our taste? . We will pay you well for your 
trouble in finding the pictures, besides paying you 
for the exhibition.” Mr. Prosch said he did not 
knpw whether he would be able to find such kind of 
pictures as your man indicated; but, by being repeat- 
edly urged and persuaded to do so, he promised to 
try and see what he could find. 

Brittdn called in this way several times upon the 
old mechanic to see if the desired pictures had been 
procured, and urging that, the old man should pro- 
cure them. At length a picture or pictures was 
obtained that was thought might’ suit the club. 
Just what it was I do not know, but have been in- 
formed it wasa scene from Pompeii or Herculaneum, 
and Britton expressed himself pleased. He, of 
course, communicated the intelligence to his chief, 
your agent, and called upon’ he old man, saying he 
was one of the club before whom the exhibition was 
to take place. The pictures were, of course, shown 
to Cornstock, who, as soon as he looked them OVBI: 

and saw the one he ‘deemed objectionable, rudely 
seized ihe old man, and in a brutal, imperious man- 
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ner, said, (cPon are my prisoner, I am .Anthanp 
Comstock. ‘Go with me to prison.” 

The old man was, of course, greatly surprised. 
He was working at his lathe in his shirt sleeves, and 
was not hardly in condition t,o go through the 
streets in the plight he was. He said if he must go 
to prison he wished to put on his coat and boots. 
Comstock would not allow this, but forced him 
through the streets in the way he was as though he 

I had committed robbery or murder. An employee of 

I - 
the old man foIlowed with the coat, and, though the 
weather was raw and cold, Comstock would not let 
Mr. Prosch put it on. His manner was exceedingly 
coarse ano brutal all the way to the prison, and it 
was not until the old man was plaoed in the hands 
of the city police that a kind word was spoken te 
him and he was allowed to put on his eoaf,. In this 
way your pious agent showed his Christian spirit. 

It was in the after part of the day that Mr. Prosch 
was arrested-too late for him to procure bail that 
evening, and he passed the night, for the first time 
in his life, in a prison cell. He was in great mental 
agony at the great disgrace that had thus suddenly 
overwhelmed him, and he passed the night in rest- 
lessly walking the floor of his prison. Not succeed- 
ing in procuring acceptable bail, he remained in 
prison the following day and also the second night. 
The blow was a heavy one to him. 

It was still heavier to his invalid wife. The dis- 
graceful charge upon which her husband was arrest- 
ed was carefully kept from her as long as possible, 
and the fact that he had been taken to prison at ala 
was endeavored to be concealed from her ; but; by 
dint of importunity, she learned that Mr. Prosoh 

. 



AN OPEN L~BTTER TB SAMUEL COLGATE. 21 

was in prison and finally the nature of the charge 
was made known to her, and the shock nearly killed 
her when she learned the foul offense with which he 
wat4 charged. _She has described to me, with tears 
in her eyes, the intense agony she suffered. To 
think that that good old man, who had not, during 
his entire life, knowingly committed an offense of 
any kind, should, in his old age, be dragged to prison 
on the charge of obscenity! She could not divulge 
the fact to her nearest friend, not even to her own 
sister. She could not breathe i’t to any one. She 
thought she would die with the crushing grief, 
which so prostrated her that she came near death’s 
door. She did not believe she could possibly live 
through another such trial. 

Friends of the accused man took an active interest 
in his case to see if something could be done for his 
relief. You were visited and the facts were pre- 
sentkd to you. It is believed that you felt shocked 
at the cruelty and inhumanity of your agent. The 
result was, Mr. Prosch obtained bail and his case 
was never called before the Court-was never tried. 
It ia believed that your influence led to this result. 
But you still employ Gmstock to continue in his 
villainous career. You still hold the position of 
President of his Society. You still freely contribute 
money for such services as he performs, and you still 
praise him for the great labors he executes. - 

I will next call your attention i? the case of Chas. 
F. Blandin, whom your agent and his employee did 
induce to commit an offense for which they oaf& 
him into prison. Blandin lived in Boston and hAI 
uniformly maintained a good character. He removed 
to thir city in l$‘I7 with a view of following his pro- 

/ 
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fession here as a lawyer; but, finding business dull, 
he worked for a while at soliciting orders for a sta- 
tionery and printing-house. This business .took him 
to stores and offices, and in an evil hour he called at 
the office of your agent, Comstock. &s accomplice, 
Britton was in and was very affable and -communi- 
cative. He informed Blandin that he wished to 
procure some fanoy pictures, and handed him what . 
purported to be his business card, which read, (‘Jo- 
seph B. Andrews, buyer of rich, rare, and racy 
books, photographs, etc., Philadelphia,” Britton 
represented himself as Andrews, and said he was 
very anxious to obtain some fancy pictures. Blandin 
assured him that he knew nothing of such goods, 
that he had never seen any, and knew not where to 
obtain them. Britton enjoined him to be on the 
lookout for them, and if he could find anything in 
the &ne to let him know. Blandin promised to do 
this, deeming Britton a friendly, good sort of fellow. . 

Blandin thought no more of the matter until some 
two months after -being on a visit to Boston, a friend 
casually showed him half a dozen of what are called 
fancy photographs, the first Blandin had ever seen. 
The promise he had made to B&ton immediately 
came to his mind, and he begged one of them as a 
loan to show his New York friend. The request was 
granted, and after returning to this city the unsus- 
peeting Blandin called upon your designing em- - 
ployee, Britton. Not finding him in, he left a note 
that he had been there, and gave the street and 
number of his office. Britton soon returned the call, 
but found Rlandin out. He in turn left a note for 
Blrndin to call at a certti hour, at the offiae of your 
sooiety, l&Nassau street. Unfortunately he oalled, 
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and found both your agents, Comstock and B&ton, 
in. He informed them that,while in Boston he had 
been shown some fancy photographs, and remember- 
ing bow anxious Andrews was to see or obtain some, 
he had begged one, and had called to redeem his .4 

promise. The picture’seemed to please your agents, 
and they wished to obtain a thousand such, inquir x 
ing very particularly where they could be obtained. 
Blandin replied that he could not tell them, that the 

: 

one was all he had and all he expected to have, that 
. 

he had only borrowed it, and that it was not for 
sale; he could not tell where more could be found. 
They detained him longer than he wished to stay, 
and plied him with numerous questions. At length 
he reached out his hand for the picture, as he wished 
to go. Britton. declined to return the picture, but 
instead.placed thirty cents in Blandin’s hand. The 
latter said he wanted the picture, not the money; 
that the picture was not for sale, and did not belong 
to him. He simply wanted it to return to the man 
of whom he had borrowed it. . 

At this juncture your agent, Cornstock, stepped 
from an inner room to which he had retired, bran- 
dishi,ng a club, and;showing his badge of office, laid 
his hands roughly on Blandin, saying, “You are my 
prisoner. My name is Comstock;” and without par- 
_ley, or a word of kindness, or a particlo of pity, h’ur- 

, 

ried him off to prison, where the unfortunate man, 
being unacquainted with any one who would be 
accepted as bail, was forced to lie thirteen weeks 
with felons before his trial came off. Here is a case 
in which was enacted the fable of (‘The: Spider and 
tbe Fly,” your agents taking the part of the spider. 
Blandin had been over-persuaded to find?ancy pit- 

I_ r 
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tures and bring them there. A note had been left 
at his office inviting and pressing him to call, and 
then, as soon as he was in the power of your agents, 
he was hustled off to prison without being able to 
oommunicate with his friends, or even to leave word 
at his office to tell what had become of him. He was 
not a dealer in improper pictures; he never had seen 
one, and would not have thought of touching one of 
them and taking it to your society’s office had he not 

’ been urged to do. so by your employee. This is 
clearly a case where your society induced a man to 
violate the law in order that he might be made a 
victim of, and thus add one more to the list of bad 
oharacters you boast of having arrested. 

On the testimony of Comstock and Britton, Blan- 
din was easily convicted of selling an indecent pio- 
ture; but the jury, not believing. that he intended 
any wrong, recommended him to the mercy of the 
Court. His sentence was made the lowest prescribed 
by the law-$100 fine and three months’ imprison- 

/ ment. But even that is extremely severe on a man 
who has designed to do no harm, but simply to 
accommodate one who professed friendship, To be 
imprisoned three months with thieves and felons is 
no light matter, and doubtless Comstock or yourself 
would appreciate the fact were either of you forced 
t4 undergo it. 

Blandin was defended by B. F. Rnsmll, stf attm 

ney who had known him for ten years, and who, 
knowing him to be a moral young man, made an 
effort to secure a pardon. He obtained the signa- 

, tures of the judge, the jury, and the foreman of the 
grand jury, asking the Governor for Blandin’s pi 
don, and FYent to Albany to present it. Governor 

.T . 
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Robinson believed a serious wrong had been done to 
Blandin, and sent his son to this city to investigate 
the matter. The son found the facts as Russell ” 
had represented; and though your agent, Cornstock, ’ 
opposed a pardon with all his power, and brought 
out the ciedentials of your society, it was of no use. 
The Governor pardoned him, thus rebuking the oon- 
duct of your society, which you and several well-paid 
clergymen so loudly approve. But Blandin’s pros- 
pects were ruined, and he disgraced for life. Corn- * 
stock can point the finger of scorn at him and say, 
6c He is one of my convicts.” Your society counts 
this innocent man as among its victims in the cause 
of morality. 

Another instance, showing the way your SocZety . 

does its work, is that of Louis Wengenrath, confec- 
tioner in the eastern part of Brooklyn. He was ’ 
widely and well known as an honorable, law-abiding 
man, and his honor would be untarnished to-day 
but for your agents. Britton called on him often 
and made slight purchases, and at length requested 
the confectioner to procure for him certain indecent 
devices in sugar, which confectioners have sometimes 
sold. Wengenrath assured him that he had sold 
nothing of the kind and had ‘none. Britton urged 
him to buy some for him, and he would pay him 
handsomely for his trouble. And, to further induce 
the good-hearted man to procure the articles,Britton 
told lhim that their mutual political friends, Gale 
and Ely, wanted some also. These requests were 
frequently urged, and at length Wengenrath took 
the trouble to hunt up the articles, as requested ; 
but no sooner had B&ton become in possession 
of them than Comstock and himself icaused the 
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poor ma& axrest, and he was compelled to go to 
pris’on and stand trial for selling obscene goods. 
The proof against him was clear, and, though he 
was able to show a good character, he was convicted 
and given the lightest punishment the law prescribes 
-three months’ imprisonment and $100 fine. 

ZZere is another case of great injustice by your 
Society, visited upon a well-meaning, peaceful man, 
who, but for the inducements thrown out by your 
agent, would not have thought of doing wrong. 
But the woixt remains to be told. While Wengen- 
rath was in prison awaiting trial and undergoing 
sentence, an intimacy grew up between his wife and 
his attorney, Archer, and there is little doubt but 
whit they were criminsil together. The attorney’s 
visits were continued even after Wengenrath’s term 
of imprisonment was over, and the latter had good 
reasons to believe that improper intimacy had taken 
place. Re ordered Archer to discontinue his visits 
to his house, and upon the latter’s telling him he 
would come as much as he pleased, and upon the 
wife taking sides with the attorney, tbe husband 
became deeply iuoensed at the wrong that had been 
done and made a detidly assault upon Archer, doing 
him so great an injury that his life was despaired of, 
and the poor confectioner was again thrown into 
prison. Thus his business was broken up, his wife 
alienated from him, .his happiness gone, ,and his -rep- 
utation ruined,. and all in oonsequenoe of the decoy 
held oat by the mau your _Society employs to per- 
for& that kind of service. 

At an indignation meeting over the wrongs com- 
mitted by your man Comstock, held last June in 
Science. F&U, James II. McClelland, Esq., attorney 

P .’ 
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of this city, made a statement of some things he 
knew’ about the modes and results of the businesa 
performed by your man .Comstook, and gave several 
facts which had come under his own observation. 
Among others he related-one of an unfortunate man 
whom Comstock by a decoy letter had induced to 
send a syringe through the mail, whereupon he was 
thrown into prison and his wife and children left to 
suffer. On the trial, notwithstanding the hard swear- 
ing of Comstock, and the severe rulings of Judge 
Benedict, McClelland divided the jury, aansing 
them to stand six and six. He proved by eminent 
physicians that the syringe was *a valuable instru- 
ment and innocent of harm. But that seemed to 
amount to nothing with the judge. A new trial was 
obtained which resulted in a division of the jury and 
it was not till the third or fourth trial was had that 
the poor man was convicted for what he supposed he 
had a perfect legal right to do, and he was sen- 
tenced to two years’ imprisonment for an offense no 
greater than you yourself have committed. And 
during that imprisonment the wife and children 
knew what it was to suffer. The wife, could get 
work but a part of the time, and her children often 
went hungry. To keep her children from starvation 
she pawned one article of jewelry after another, 
one keepsake after another, until everything of galue 
was in the pawnbroker’s shop. What could the 
poor woman do to keep her children from starvation 1 
Her landlord threatened to turn her out doors and 
to prevent it he suggested that she yield herself to 
him. In her desperation and to save the lives of her 
children she consented. A few months afterwarda 
the attorney saw this unfortunate woman arraigned 

I 
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with low and lawless prostitutes in the police court. 
Hc was shocked to see her in such a condition and 
he took the occasion to ask her what it meaat. 
With tears running down her face she told him of 
the struggle she had made to keep her children from 
starving as long as she possibly could until every- 
thing of value was gone, when she yielded to the 
importunities of her landlord and prostituted her 
body to put bread in the mouths.of her little ones 
and keep a shelter over their heads, and how, step by 
step, she had descended until she was where mhe was 
-utterly beyond hope. “Ah,” said the attorney, 
with’ eloquence and impressiveness, “ if there is a 
God-if there is a future world of retributive justice 
and a place of torment-that man Anthony. Com- 
stock will have to answer for the human wreck and 
suffering he has produced I ” 

He further stated thnt the cases of conviction of 
which Comstock loudly boasted had cost the hottest 
tears of anguish and the keenest pangs ‘of sorrow 
known to the human heart ; and the work had been 
accomplished by despicable tricks,‘the basest false- 
hood, the vilest arts of the deooyer and informer, 
and treachery of the blackest kind. “ More than 
that,” said he, with great earnestness, “ Comstock 
and his accomplice have been guilty of perjury in 
prosecuting the hapless victims whom they have 
decoyed and thrust into prison.” 

These are pretty hard charges, Mr. Colgate, to be 
made against your agent and employee and against 
the work of your very Christian society, but they 
are made by a responsible attorney of this city, 
whom you or any other person may call upon any 
day, and who can prove in a court of justice the 
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trath of every word he uttered, It is, unfortunately, 
800 tme .f TOO TRUE ! TOO TRUE ! %is attorney 
has watched your agent’s conduct closely, and he 
believes him to be one of the worst men he ever 
knew-although his business has caused him to be- 
come acquainted with many very bad men ; one 
utterly lost to every feeling of pity, mercy, or com- 
passion ; one wholly unscrupulous, unprincipled, and 
rrlentlesa ; one who takes positive pleasure in drag- 
ging helpless persons to prison, in ruining their 
prospects for life, and in utterly destroying the 
happiness of their families and relatives. 

Let me call your attention to a few cases where 
your agent and your Society have prosecuted and 
persecuted excellent and honorable physicians who 
have had the independence and public spirit to give 
physiological truths to the people not particularly 
approved by the aristocratio medical schools and 
colleges, which form as powerful a ring or monopoly 
as exists in railroading, banking, insurance, ofice 
holding, and theology. It is getting to be pretty 
w&l1 known that a physician, however skillful, who 
attempts to do an independent business and does not 
acknowledge the power and supremacy of the author- 
ized medical schools is tabooed, frowned upon, and 
crushed. If he attempts to give medical informa- 
tion and physiological truths to’ the masses without 
the approval of the big professors and medical aris- 
tocrats, he stands little better chance of finding a 
clear field for the dissemination of his knowledge 
than an unauthorized teacher in theology, in either 
the Catholic or Protestant churches, who fails to re- 
ceive the sanction of the b&hop, the Presbytery, the 
Synod, the Council, or the Conference. Comstock 
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seems to be just as, ready to prosecute and impliooa 
in favor of orthodoxy in medicine aa in theology, 
and some of his bitterest persecutions have been in 
this direction. He has said that physiology belonged 
only to the medical schools and should not be sent 
indiscriminately to the people. He has said that 
works on physiology should not pass through the 
public mails ; these works he has pounced upon as 
being ohcene ; he ‘has so charged them, and, under 
his miserable obscenity laws and by the aid of the 
United States courts, he has prosecuted the authors 
and dealers in them, caused them to be sent to 
prison, and heavily fined. I will but briefl.y mention 
two or three cases. 

Dr. E. C. Abby is a resident of Buffalo, N. Y., 
and is a gentleman of intellectual ability and moral 
worth. He graduated in in 1661, thus having been 
a member. of the -medical fraternity for nearly the 
fifth of a’ century. He is a member also of the 
Masonic order .and enjoys an excellent reputation 
among a wide circle of acquaintances. A few years 
ago he decided to publish a work on the sexual sys- 
tem and its derangements. Sexual disease8 had been 
made a specialty with him, and he thought he pos- 
sessed information which the world ought to have. 
He accordingly wrote it and had it published. It, 
was not accepted by the medical colleges of the 
country, nor did they approve of such information 
being placed before the people in a popular form. 
Before the work was put in type, however, he sub- 
mitted the manuscript to the U. S. District Attorney 
in his district, by whom it was pronounced legal and- 
not in conflict with the law. After it was printed 
he submitted it to some of the ablest medical coun- 
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se1 ib the state of New York: as well as the borrt 
legal talent, including the Hon. Daniel I?‘ Day and 
others, who pronounoed:it an excellent work, calcu- 
lated to do much good, and unexceptional in a legal 
point of view. He had not the slightest wish to put 
forth an improper work, and he took extra pains to 
get the opinion of competent judges before present- 
ing it to the public. Not a man condemned it, not 
one thought it immoral, indecent, or obscene. A 
copy of the work was laid before U. S. Commis- e 
sioner Fillmore, son of ex-President Millard Fill- 
more, and .he saw nothing in it to condemn. But 
your man, Anthony Comstock, did see something in 
it that he could not approve of; it was giving 
information to the people that he had sworn should 
not be laid before them. He ‘was determined that 
nothing treating npon the sexual part of our being 
should be allowed to pass freely to the masses. He 
knew it was not a work sent forth from an ortho- 
dox medical school and he determined that it should 
be snppressed. His detective was set at wcrk. De- l 

coy letters were sent, and a copy of the work thus 
procured through the mai!. Dr. Abbey was arrested . 
on a charge cf ebscenity, and his books seized as 
obscene publications, and this upon the mere dicta or 
whim of your Mr. Cometock. He seems to be’the 
censor of the American press and all the publications . 
of the country. Whatever he regards as obscene 
must be so regarded by all, and who he says must go 
to prison must, be sent there nolens volens. Theliberty 
of having such an ofhcious ignoramas to decide what 
the people of this country may read and what they 
may not, what they may send throngh the mails and 
what they may not, is hardly what onr forefathers 
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I fought Jar when freeing themselves from the tyranny 
of Great Britain. 

The wlong done to Rr. Abbey by seizing his 
books and holding them without shadow of law, .waR 
continued nearly three years, When he was brought 
before Judge Wallace of the U. S. District Court, 
he readily admitted having deposited the books in 
the mail, asserting at the same time that he was 
proud to do so, regarding it emphatically as his 
right and duty. The jury that tried him were 
rather illiterate farmers fresh from their farm-yards, 
and were hardly a competent body of men to judge 
of the merits of a work on sexual diseases. By the 
prosecuting attorney reading to them a few isolated- 
passages, here and there, they were made to b&eve 
that the valuable volume was indecent and obscene, 
and as the case was given to them late on Saturday 
night, they were anxious to go home and to not be 
compelled to remain in the court-house over Sunday, 
so they pretty easily agreed to a verdict of guilty 

. against the dbctor. It was a great mistake of opin- 
ion and was subversive of the very principles of 
Amerioan liberty. The Doctor was earnestly desir- 
ous of benefiting his fellow-beings, and an ignorant 
detective and ignorant jury pronounced him guilty 
of crime. His sentence, however, was light, and was 

‘/ never carried out. Dr. Abbey, after being subjected 
to immense annoyance, expense, and disgrace, was 
allowed to be a free man again. But Comstock can 
point his finger at this man and say “he is a con- 
vict.” 

Another case is that of Dr. E. B. Foote, Sr., of 
this city, author of “Plain Home Talk and Medical 
Common Sense,” “Science in Story,” and other 
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valuable medical works. The first work named has 
been sold to the extent of hundreds of thousands, 
and has gone into all parts of the country. It has 
given great satisfaction from the valuable iuforma-. 
tion it imparts and for the good it has done. Dr. 
Foote’s name is cherished in not less than a hundred 
thousand families, and his remedies are held in high 
estimation. He is, in every respect, a very worthy 
man, as I kno rv frbm an intimate personal acquaint- 
ance. I have met with few men in my life who had 
less disposition to harm their fellow-men or who had 
really accomplished more good to his suffering coun- 
trymed. I much doubt if he ever wronged a person 
m his life. But he is not a+&ysician of the regular 
allopath school, he is not recognized by the regulars 
of the city, and they have been jealous of the popu- 
larity he has gained and of the success he has 
achieved. Comstock was just the man to bring%im 
into serious trouble. The Doctor had a very small 
pamphlet gotten up to answer the numerous ques- 
tions that are propounded to physicians by their 
patients every day: When the questions, or a part 
of them, were asked, instead of being obliged to 
answer them all by writing, he inclosed one of these 
small pamphlets in a sealed envelope and sent it as 
first-class mail matter. In this way nobody was 
harmed, and the most valuable information trans- 
mitted to those by whom it was desired. The pam- 
phlet contained not a word that was improper, not a 
sentence that breathtd an impure spirit. The infor- 
mation it contains is valuable and such as ought to 
be possessed by every adult throughout the land. 

Comstock wrote a decoy letter in the name of 
Mrs. Semler, Chicago, asking certain questions, or 
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calling for the little pamphletb and it was sent. *or 4 
this simple act, which every physician in the land ; 
has a perfect right to perform, the United States 
Government, at the beck and call of your Society 

*4 

and at the immediate instigation of Anthony Com- 
stock, arrested this man and held him .under heavy 
bail, the same as though he had committed a heinous 
crime. His case, after being continued two or three 
terms, was tried in the United States Circuit Court 
in June, 18’75, where, by the willing testimony of 
Comstook, the pleading of a salaried attorney, and 
the severe rulings of a judge who, it would seem, 
should be more intent on securing the great prinoi- 
ple of individual right than trying to conviot ’ 
every case which comes before him, this excellent 
man was convicted of sending obsoene matter 
through the mails, for which the judge, who should 
have-been a merciful judge, lined him $3,600. The 
costs of the case, attorneys’ fees, etc., made the 
expense of the suit over $6,000, and the damage to 
the Doctor’s business was more than‘$25,000, while 
the poignant sorrow and intense grief which, by this 
cruel prosecution, was carried to the hearts of a M 
loving wife, an aged, fond mother, and a devoted 
family cannot be estimated by dollars and cents,’ 
and no amount of money can ever heal/the wounds 
thus ruthlessly inflicted. 

A greater outrage was never committed on a. 
worthy citizen. A skillful and conscientious physi- 
cian, for prosecuting his perfectly legitimate busi- 
ness ati for transmitting under the sanctity of a . 
sealed letter such information as any physician in 
the land P-~&I be perfectly justified in giving, was 
treated like a orLurinal, hia family thrust into the 
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deepest grief, and his prospects for life nearly ruined. 
Still the vile Comstock, who, in his whole body, has 
not tbe honor and true manhood contained in the 
Doctor’s little finger, denounces this worthy man aa 
‘( a conviet,” thus trying to pile insult upon injury. 

It is mournful to see a Society like yours, which 
claims to be a moral, Christian society, organized 
for the suppression of vice, lend itself to the com- 
mission of such flagrant wrongs as this case presents, 
and it is still more mournful to see the great Gov- 
ernment of the United States so willingly lend itself, 
its courts, and judges to hunt down innocent men 
simply because your Society points them out and 
denounces them as criminals. If there is any justice 
in this country, and if wrongs are ever’ righted, the 
Government, or the members of your Vito Society, 
abould be made to repair the injury done to this 
man. I hope some time in tbe near future to see 
tbis matter tested. When such bnge wrongs are 
committed, somebody ought to be responsible. 

Ph.ysieians in St. Louis, Indianapolis and other 
places have been treated by your agent in a similar 
manner, but want of room precludes tbe mention of 
their cases in detail here. I may with propriety 
briefly allude to the arrest of Dr. Sara B. Chase by 
your agent for selling a simple female syringe, de- 
signed expressly to promote cleanliness and health, 
and similar to wbat thousands of druggists all over 
the country are selling every day ; how he wrote 
.decoy letters to her in the name of a fictitious Mrs. 
Farnsworth, bow be visited ber witb a lie in his 
mouth ; how be- coarsely arrested ber, con&red her- 
self and attendants in one of tbe rooms of her 
house while he and seveml men overhauled her writ. 
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ing desk, private papers and letters, her private 
closets and under-clothing, and then forced her like 
a criminal to prison, seriously damaging her reputa. 
tion in the city and ruining a prosperous, legitimate 
business. A greater wrong was done to this lady by 
your agent than he will ever be able to atone for ; 
the vindictiveness with which he followed %her up 
even after the grand jury dismissed her case, by 
trying to thrust his testimony before other grand 
juries, even in opposition to the judgment and wish 
of the prosecuting attorney, received the just con- 
demnation of the Judge as well as of the Tribune 
and other city papers. 

In the domain of art, Mr. Comstock has shown 
little more discretion or gentlemanly bearing than in 
ether directions, but the same coarse, overbearing, 
tyrannical demeanor to every one who has the least 
love for liberty and self-supervision. His conduct 
in reference to the Hans Makart picture is still fresh 
in the minds of the public. The picture was a copy 
of the celebrated painting whieh attracted such a 
large share of attention in the Paris Exposition of 
the past year. The subject of the picture is the tri- 
umphal entry of Charles V. into Antwerp, and two or 
three partly nude, but perfectly chaste; figures are 
presented. This picture had been on exhibition at 
the picture store of Wm. Schaus, and another one at 
Westerman’s book store, where thousands of admir- 
ing beholders have studied them with pleasure. 
When, however, Mr. Hope, a Fulton st. merchant, 
bought the picture and placed it in his window your 
man Comstock took the notion into his head that it 
was an obscene picture and that it must be snp 
pressed. He ordered Mr. Hope, in a peremptory 

. 
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manner, to remove the picture from his window or 
he, Comstock, would arrest him for-obscenity. Thus 
the picture, upon which, as a work of art, hundreds 
of thousands in Europe and America had gazed with 
a high degree of pleasure, your agent pronounced an 
indecent picture, and, on pain of &rest, commanded 
that it be removed from public observation. It is 
not strange that the papers of this city, and in fact 
all over the country, cried out against this vandal 
outrage ; and it is well that the active man of your 
Society learned a little discretion for once, and did 
not arrest Mr. Hope. 

On one occasion Mr. Comstock is said to have 
called at Messrs. Knoedler & Co.‘s, 22d st. and 5th ’ 
avenue, and bought a photograph of a modern 
French picture on which nude figures were repre- 
sented ; he demanded a bill of sale, and then, in his 
usual authoritative manner, ordered Mr. Knoedler to 
sell no more of those picture or he would arrest him. 
It is needless for me to inform you that the publica- 
tions of ihis house are of the highest character. 

At another time Mr. Comstock called upon C. T. 
Hooper, picture dealer, in Nassau street, and 
threatened arrest and seizure on account of the ex- 
posure of a large, fine-line engraving of “ Printemps,” 
by Cot, a French artist of great ability ; and also 
one of “ Fauns and Satyr,” by Bougereau. The first 
picture is from the original in possession of John 
Wolfe of Fifth ‘avenue, which occupied a place 
of honor in the Salon of 1813 and also was the prin- 
cipal attraction in the Loan Exhibition of November 
last. Mrs. A_ T. Stewart owns a copy, ordered from 
the tartist by hor late basbznd, and a well-known 
collector in Philadelphia has secured a COPY. The 
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“ Banns and Sat Fr ” ia also in the possession of Mr. 
Wolfe. The photographs and engravings of them 
have been sold very extensively and are to be found 
in many of the best homes in this country and Eng; 
land. Mr. Hooper, knowing his rights in the prem- 
ises, ordered Mr. Comstock from his store and 
forbade further interference from him. It would be 
well if every one Comstock has attacked and at- 
tempted to browbeat had been inclined to treat 
him in the same way. 

In a similar imperious manner has he suppressed 
the sale of photographs of “ Powers’ Greek Slave,” 
upon which hundreds of thousands have gazed with 
rapture and the original of which is now in the reai- 
dence of Mrs. A. T. Stewart. Pictures of other stat- 
uary have also been pounced upon by Mr. Comstock 
under the charge that they were u obscene.” 

He has made himself very meddlesome with pho- 
tographers, interfering with their legitimate busi- 
ness, seizing and carrying off their stock and appara- 
tus, without the least show of right or justice, 
because he found there copies and negatives of 
classic statuary. 

The case of Mr. Weil is remembered by many. 
This gentleman was a photographer, pursuing a le- 
gitimate and honorable business, on Broadway, near 
Twelfth street. He was a quiet, well-disposed citi- 
zen and indicated no inclination to violate either t.he 
laws of morality or of the country. Comstock or 
his assistant visited his gallery and asked for fancy 
pictures. Mr. Weil informed him that he kept 
nothing of the kind and had never made anything 
of the sort. Comstock wished to know if Mr. Weil 
would make some fancy pictures for him if he, Com- 

5. 
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‘stock, would furnish the negatives and was answered ’ 
emphatically, “ No.” Comstock in peering around 
the gallery discovered a picture Mr. Weil had taken 
df hia own little boy in undress; this Comstock pro- 

nounced “ obscene ” 9 and made it the provocation for 
seizing a quantity of Mr. Weil’s negatives and other 
Ftock and carrying them off and submitting him to 
not a little trouble and expense. 

The recital of similar cases could be continued at 
great length, but enough has been repeated to show 
you and any fair-minded person that Mr. Com&ock 
is an unfit censor of the fine arts, and that his man- 
ner is coarse, domineering, and offensive. He is not 
the person to perform the wark of a strictly moral, 

upright society.. 
It is toward publications of Freethought and what 

is ‘called Freelove th$t Comstock has shown a greater 
amount of enmity, injustice, and cruelty than toward 
any other class. His first attack in this line was 
upon Mrs. Woodhull and her twister for publishing in 
her paper an account of the “Brooklyn Scandal,” 
which two or three years later every daily in the city 
and hundreds of papers all aver .the country pub- 
lished far more freely and with perfect impunity. 
He caused their imprisonment far many weeks ; 
stopped their paper, and subjected them to the loss 

of many thousands of dollars. Whether they were . 
popular or not, whether their views were correct 
or not, is not pertinent to the case; they had their 
rights in this country, and it was cruel and unjust 

for your agent to wrong them and oppress them. 
Joh4 A. Lant was another of his victims-a poor 

printer, who came here $rom Toledo, O., and who 
nublinhed a small Radical paper, oalled the Yblcdo 
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Su9t. For publishing a few paragraphs of matter, 
in perhaps questionable taste, but not immoral or 
‘obscene, Comstock caused his arrest, conviction, and 
sentence to a fine of $200 ami eighteen months’ im- 
prisonment. It was indeed a trivial offense for 
which to tear a man from his wife and littIe children 
who depended upon him for their daily food, and 
to immure him in prison with thieves and felons of 
all kinds. 

Ezra 1% Heywood is one of his later victims. His 
offense was mailing a copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes,” 
a pamphlet of twenty pages, devoted to an argument 
on the relations of the sexes, but’ which does not 
contain an indecent or improper word. By unheard- 
of rulings, and by the action of a deeply prejudiced 
court, he was convicted and sentenced to imprison- 
ment for two years. This was unquestionably one 
of the greatest outrages ever perpetrated upon 
an American citizen. MF. Heywood is a grad- 
uate of Brown University, and is a gentleman of 
refined feelings, strictly moral character, and far 
from being seusual or debased. His strict honesty 
is vouched for by all who are acquainted with him. 
He is radical in his views on capital, labor, finance, 
and interest, as well as on the questions of marriage 
and divorce. He has published several pamphlets 
on these subjects, and in them he has given his 
honest convictions, and with the very best motives. 
But for mailing a copy of one of these pamphlets to 
a fictitious personage, in response to a de00y letter, 
sent by your man Comstock, he was most cruelly 
and wrongfully forced from his wife and littlebabes 
and treated like a felon of the deepest dye.. .And 
this in free Columbia-proud Amerioa-the land of 
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the free and the home of the brave ! Can it be 
true that American freedom has degeuerated to this, 
that a man cannot argue ~11 any subject in the’ 
world, and give his convictions on the same ?, Has 
not a man a right to advocate a fallacy, even? Has 
it come to this, that a man must be sent to prison 
for telling what he thinks, and for giving reasons for 
what be believes? Yes; American liberty has de- 
scended just to that, under the intlnence of your Vice 
Society and the power vested in the hands of its 
agent, Anthony Comstock. , 

In his pamphlet on marriage, divorce, and tbe 
relations of the sexes Mr. Heywood’s views may not 
be the correct ones. But who is going to decide 
what a man’s views must be on social questions any 
more than on political or theoiogical? Must not 
every man, in this country be left free to arrive at 
his own conclusions on all subjects ; and are the 
American people going to submit to being fined and 
imprisoned because their views on any subject do 
not just tally with what some theological school’may 
hold to or some rich, aristocratic society may pre- 
scribe ? Mr. Heywood sees great wrongs in society 
as at present organized; be sees a vast amount of 
unhappiness, and wretchedness in the old marriage 
relation ; he sees that a change of some kind is 
needed before men and women will be as happy as 
they ought to be. He believes there is a better way 
of adjusting these sexual relations than has generally 
been pursued. He thinks be advocates a real rem- 
edy ; but he may be mistaken. The question is a 
live ona and is bouml to come to the front for atten- 
tion in spite of Anthony Comstock or the reports of 
your Sooiety. It is a subject upon which much must 
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be thought and said. Many will have their views 
and many will necessarily have to express them. 
The proper way will be to let every man have the 
freedom to give his views and show his reasons for 
them. Those that are sound may be accepted, 
those that are found unsound may be rejected. Let 
all be free to express their minds and make their 
suggestions, whether wise or otherwise, and don’t 
send them to prison for doing so. 

Two indictments are now resting upon myself for 
selling and mailing this identical pamphlet, “ Cupid’s 
Yokes ;” for this, in two weeks or thereabouts, I am 
to be arraigned like a felon before the United States 
District Court, and for this a prison cell is awaiting 

{me ; for this you, your agent, and your Scciety are 
endeavoring to crush me and ruin my business. 

In August, 1878, I attended a convention of lib- 
eral-minded people held at Watkins, N. Y., and 1 
took with me an assortment of my varmus publica- 
tions with which to supply my friends. Near my 
table Miss Josephine S. Tilton, sister of Mr. Hey- 
wood’s wife, had an assortment of her brother-in- 
law’s pamphlets endeavoring to obtain a little 
money to keep Mrs. Hevwood and her little babes 
from starvation while the father was serving out 
his term in prison. I, of course, sympathized with 
Miss Tilton in her laudable endeavors; When she 
was necessarily absent from her table, and some 
person wanted one of the pamphlets she had for 
&ale, I handed him the same and gave the money to 
Miss Tilton upon her return. One young man made 
oath that I sold him a copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes.” 
Probably I did, and I had a perfect right to do so. 
For t&s I was arrested with three others and held 



/ 
AN OPEN LE!iTES TO UAMUEL COLGAT& &’ l 

to bail. For this offense the grand jury of the 
county found a bill against me ; and for this I am 
yet under bonds, the case not yet having been tried. 
I have the authority of Comstock’s father that I am 
indebted to the son for this arrest, and that, at the 
son’s suggestion, the branch of the Y. M. C. A. in 
Watkins commenced prosecution against me. One 
thing is certain, the arrest and prosecution was 
planned and urged by the clergy and leading church 
members of Watkins. 

I felt that I had done nothing but what an Amer- . 
ican citizen had a perfect right to do and that I had 
been wronged and outraged in the name of law. I 
resolved that I would maintain my rights ; and 
though I took no special interest in u Cupid% . 
Yokes,” and had, previous to that time, sold but a 
very few copies of it, I would exercise my right, and 
sell it, and send it to any of my patrons who wished 
it. I announced in my paper that I would do so. 
I accordingly sold many copies of the pamphlet. 
Here was Gomstock’s opportunity. Backed by in- 
structions from your Society-for his defenders say 
he begins noattack upon“+y one save by authority- 
he wrote a decoy letter to ‘me in the name of G. 
Bracket& Granville, N. Y., sympathizing with me in 
the work in which I am enga,ged, and ordering a 
copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes ” and two other books. 
.The order was filled in good faith, precisely as any 
other bookseller would have done. For this you 
and others seek to deprive me of my property, my 
liberty, and my rights as a citizen. I sold a little 
work far less objectionable than hundreds of otbers, 
and one with which m,y own feelings are not fully 
in sympathy, as every bookseller in the country 
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does. There is not a dealer in books in America 
who fully coincides with all the books he sells: but 
he sell8 them because his patrons want them and 
because he hae a perfect right to sell them. I have 
just done this-no more and no lees. Thousands of 
people have .read the pamphlet who have been 
unable to find the first word of obscenity or inde- 
cency in it. Many think it a very meritorous little 
work, while others disagr,ee with some of its senti- 
ments and teachings, but not on the ground of any 
indecency of language. Many experts in literature 
have read it carefully, and have been unable to find 
anything in it, calculated to injure anybody, and 
nothing for whi&h a person should be sent to prison 
for reading, for ’ wning, for selling, or for mailing. 
It would seem that a jury could hardly be found in P 

this city who would send a man to prison for selling 
so harmless a little production. Among the many 
‘thousands who have read the little pamphlet, I do 
not believe one hae received the slightest injury. I 
have never heard of a single case. It was not writ- 
ten to excite paasion but to elicit thought. It is not 
a pamphlet the young would read, being dry and 
prosy. But when it is remembered that your 
Society .boasts that of the two hundred and fifty 
cases that have been prosecuted but twelve have 
escaped conviction, it is a discouraging out,look 
for your humble servant. I feel, however, that I 
have committed no offense againat the laws of mo- 
rality or the statutes of the country. I await my 
fate with full confidence in my innocence and buoyed 
up with the hope that I may have a fair and just 
trial and that the heavy hand of oppression may 
not be placed upon me beoaurse I have bad the 
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honesty to acknowledge to holding‘ unpopular opin- 
ions and have been true to my convictions. 

In mentioning the cases of arrest and prosecution 
by your society, or by your agent., I have named but 
a small number of them. I might have called atten- 
tion to the cases of Charles Mackey, James Sullivan, 
John Manning, Hunter & Co., David Massey, Dr. J. 
Bott, Mr. Kendall, Dr. William Morrison, Edgar 
W. Jones, Edward W. Baxter, Madam Reatell, and 
two hundred or more of others who have experienced 
the great unhappiness of being arrested and perse- 
cuted by your agent, but a consideration of all 
these cases, even brie.iy, would consume too much 
time and room. Some of them doubtless were not , 
innocent of all offense, but the most of them had not 
committed such wrongs as made the prison the beat 
place for them, and very few of the number were’ 
guilty of real obscenity. In moat cases, their of- 
fenaes were unduly magnified, and their punishment 
was out of proportion to their offenses. 

As a specimen of yonr agent’s true character, allow 
me to make a brief allusion to the very disreputable 
business, which he.was guilty of, of ‘inducing with 
money and persuasion three frail young women to 
exhibit their nakedness for an hour and a quarter 
before himself and five other men. This was done at 
224 Greene street, on the 14th of June, 18’78, as was 
proved by sworn testimony in one of our courts of 
justice. It was a deeply disgraceful affair, and it is 
difficult to think you or your society should have 
ever ordered such a shameful transaction. But he 
says, the Rev. Joseph Cook says, and I believe you 
also said, that IvIr. Cornstock commences operations 
against no persou except by the advice and author 
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ity of your Socieiy. If that statement is true, you 
and your brother members in your Society must 
share ,with Comstock in the damnable disgrace con. 
netted with that despicable affair. At all events, 
this much is true, the facts of the dirty business 
have been brought to your knowledge, and you still 
commend him and his conduct, both in public and 
private. It is difficult to see how you can escape 
the ignominy which justly rests on him. Had I been 
guilty of such vile conduct, I could not blame you 
for seeking to send me to prison, and could not say 
I did not richly deserve it. It certainly was a thou- 
sand times worse than selling a copy of SC Cupid% 
Yokes.” 

As an instance of the hypocrisy and foulness of 
Cornstock’s character, it is only necessary to call 
your attention to a dirty game of his played in the 
autumn of 1877. In the Waverly Magazine for No- 
vember 10, appeared an advertisement of this kind : 
“To SPO'RTs.-An elegant book will be sent on re- 
ceipt of fifty cents. Address J. G. Phillips, Box 
49, Squan Village, N. J.” The advertisement was 
shown to me as Comstock’s. I was the more inclined 
to think it Comstock’s by its hailing from Squan 

~ 

Village, Comstock’e country residence. It was from . 
Squan Village that he sent a decoy letter to Hey 
wood ; it was from Squan Village that he sent his 
decoy letter to E. W. Jones ; it was from Squan Vil- 
lage that he sent a decoy letter to Dr. Wm. Morri- 
son ; and it was from Squan Village that he sent a 
decoy letter to myself. I decided to test the matter 
as to whether it was Comstock advertising. I in- 
duced a friend to send for one rpf the books. He 
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did so, giving his middle name instead of his sur- 
name. He sent a registered letter. 

In a short time the registered letter receipt was 
returned, bearing the signature of J. G. Phillips, and 
soon came to my friend’8 address a copy of the New 
Testamen&-a very cheap London edition--and on 
the wfapper was a small card giving the address of 
150 Nassau St.-the headquarters for your Society 
and Comstock’s office. This was followed by a part 
of a very fiithy book called “Pleasing Memoirs,” 
with a cut of the most indecent and obscene charac- 
ter. Remember, the book was ordered in a nam9 
that had never been given to any other person and 
had not been used on any other occasion. The regis- 
tered-letter receipt came to that address, the Testa- 
ment, bearing the number of Comstock’s oflice, was 
sent to that address, and the nasty, obscene book 
was sent to the same address. These facts unmis- 
takably connect the sending of each with Comatock. 
Besides, I sent a person over to Squan Village to 
learn of the postmaster there who was the owner 
of box49. He learned that that box was Cornstock’s, 
and that Anthony Comstock, J. G. Phillips, E. Edge- 
well, S. Bender, and Ella Bender were all one and the 
same person. This sending of obscene books by the 
active agent of your Society for the S;ppression of 
Vice is most disgraceful and reprehensible. He is 
indeed a pretty sort of man to be inspector and 
judge over’ other people’s morals and to be able to 
send them to prison on his unsupported testimony. 

I have said but little about Jos. A. Britton, alias 
Cohen, alias Andrews, alias Levy, Comstock’e aid 
and assistant, and who for five years has been in the 
employ and service of your society. ‘I only repeat 

’ 1 
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what is well known ,when I say he is lost to all that 
is honorable, manly, and virtuous, that he is a 
gambler, that he visits places of vice and degrada- 
tion, that he takes women of low character to drink- 
ing places, that he has attempted on many occasions 
to sellpile and infamous books, that he is not only a 
notorious liar, but has several times committed per- 
jury. These are somewhat heavy charges, Mr. Col- - 
gate, against one of your agents, but they are true 
and can easily be proved. You have only to test 
the thing if you wish the proof to be forthcoming. 
There are many in the city who understand the 
young man pretty well. If you are curious to know 
more about him than you do, I would recommend 
you to inquire of M. Sullivan, the paper dealer, and 
Dr. Mitchell on Frankfort street. They can, if they 
wish, give you damaging facts as to the man’s vile 
character. His conduct at New Canaan, Corm., about 
a year ago, where he went to play the part of a spy, 
and where he told falsehoods, got drunk, and asso- 
ciated with females of low character, are well re- 
membered. Still he is a member of a Christian 
church in this city, and is an acting, salaried agent 
of your Society for the Suppression of Vioe, to do 
your dirty work. 

Comstock is DO better. Like master like man. 
He is guilty of more crimes than ought to disgrace 
the blackest character of any s&e-prison convict. 
There is believed to be nothing mean, low, and dis- 
honorable that he will not resort to to get an unfor- 
tunate man into deep trouble, He is perfectly 
unscrupulous and relentless. There are a number of 
men in this city and elsewhere who are ready to 
make oath in any court of justice that he perjured 
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himself in securing their convictions. This is the 
man who is trying to send me to prison; this is the 
mar. you uphold and defend, and this is the mar 
whom such clergymen as Joseph Cook, Parson 
Newman, and the Rev. Mr. Courtney exalt to the 
position of a saint, and some of them even liken to 
Jesus Christ. 

It may be thought I speak extravagantly, bur 
every word is true. Every charge can be austained 
by proof in any court in this city. It is very easy 
for you and Joseph Cook to say these charges are 
false and that you have advised him not to reply l * 
to them. ’ Probably it is the easier and the wiser 
course. There are many things easier to keep 
silent about than to disprove. If I have libeled your 
age& it is not difficult to make it appear by bring 
ing me, on a charge of libel, before a court of jus- 
tice. If that is done, and I do not succeed in proving 
one of the blackest charactera against him that ever 
disgraced a human being, then I am much mistaken. b . 
And this is the man whose _unsupported word has 
sent many a person, better than himself, to an igno- 
minious prison and damned their reputation for life. 
This is the man who has committed greater wrongs 
upon individual rights and personal liberty, probably, 
than any other individual in the United States. 
Still you employ him to do the very contemptible 
business he is doing ; you approve of what he has 
done, and thereby make yourself a sharer in his 
guilt. In my humble opinion, yourself and the 
others who hire him and pay him to deprive people 
of their rights ought to be made amenable for the 
outrages he commits. If a man keeps a vicious dog _ 
which kills other people’s sheep, and xctacks ancl 
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teara even little ohildren, and +,he fact of the dog s 

conduct is brought to his knowledge, law and jus- 
tice hold that man accountable for the outrages his 
dog oommits. It ought to be so in this case. 

It may be thought I am vindictive, but I trust I 
am not, governed by so mean a spirit. I feel that 
the truth ought to be told about the man your 
Society has under pay for doing the meanest acts a 
being was ever guilty of, and I am resolved I will 
speak out if I go to prison to-morrow in consequence. 
That man has done me irreparable injury. I wag 
peaceably and ‘honestly purauing a legal and legiti- 
mate business. He preferred false and disgraceful 
charges against me. He dragged me,off to prison, 
or as far towards it as he was able to take me. He . 
caused false and damaging charges to be published 
against me in the papers of the city and to be tele- 
graphed all over the country. He has seized my 
goods, without right or justice. He has carried them 
off and never returned them. He has tried to destroy 
my business. He has ordered my printers, on pain 
of imprisonment, to print no more papers for me. 
He has threatened the News Company with pros- 
ecution if they sold my papers. He has threat- 
ened a news-dealer selling my publications-Paine’s 
Works, Ingersoll’s Lectures, etc.-with arrest if he 
offered them for sale again. He has falsely accused 
me of forgery. He has falsely accused me of 
obscenity. He has followed me with vindictive 
hate. He is trying to deprive me of my property, 
my liberty, and my reputation. He has visited upon 
me repeated arrests, and in a few days I am, at his 
instance, to be brought before one of the highest 
conrtq of the land to defend myself as a oriminai 
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against his false and disgraceful charges. Is it 
strange that I feel impelled to speak the truth about ’ 
him ? Is it strange that I hold up his real character 
to public view ? I am forced to do it in self-defense. . 
It is he who began the conflict, not I. I am only 
defending my inaliernble rights. 

I understand the disadvantages I labor under. He 
is called a Christian. I am called an Infidel. He 
has at his back your Society, composed of rich and 
honorable (P) men, the Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
ciation-representing millions of dollars-the Chris- 
tian church, and last of all, and most to be deplored, 
the Government of the United States. I have a few 
friends, without influence. It is’a foregone conclu- 
sion on the part of your Society and your agent that 
I am to be crushed. The false pretext of obscenity 
is to be pressed against me, and I am to be sent to 
a felon’s prison. This is the programme that has 
been marked out and it remains to be seen whether 
justice has departed from this country or not. If I 
could believe that Joshua stopped the motian -of the 
heavenly bodies, that Elijah was taken up bodily 
into heaven in a whirlwind and a chariot of fire, 
that three young men were cast without harm into a 
fiery furnace seven times hotter than ever, if I could 
believe that Jonah svWlowed the whale, and all the _ 
rest of it, or would only pretend that I believed all 
these, I would not be troubled by your man Com- 
stock. I could sell “ Cupid’s Yokes ” and the “Open 
Letter ” to my heart’s content, and no United States’ 
marshal would be sent after me to drag me to 
prison. But for being true to myself, and.taking 
the unpopular side of theological questions, I am to 
he hanted down like a dog and thrown into a loath- * 
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!,' some prison. You, Mr. Colgate, are aiding in this 
; - pursuit against me. My enemies are numerous and 

k 
powerful. May I escape their toils, and remain a 
free man yet a few more years when my body will i 

i., be consigned to mother earth ! 
Yes, it is the saddest’ part of this grim farce that 

our Government is made a party to it, and that its 
officers should, at the beck and call of such a’man as 

i Comstock, hunt down and ruin well-disposed people. 
P Your agent, backed by your Society, the Y. M. C. A., 

‘and the influence of the Christian ohuroh, aided by a 
bagful of smutty pictures, prooured the passage of 
what is called the Comstook Postal law, by which 
oertain mail lnatter fs declared not to be mail matter, 
and not to be carried or delivered by any postmaster, 
deputy, or letter-carrier ; thus making the people’s 
mails subject to censorship and inspection on the 
ground of morality, decency, etc., and this is appli- 
cable to every postmaster, clerk, and letter-carrier 
who handles mail matter; for how can they tell that 
matter is not mailable, or not deliverable, unless it is 
inspected. 

In this very particular your agent accomplished a 
greater wrong than he has been. able to do in any 
other way. He subverted the rule under which our 
Government was established and under which it 
prospered for nearly one hundred years. His law 
has given power to post-office cle<ks and officials to 
inspect the mails for its morality, or its immorality, 
and to throw it out though duly and legally stamped. 
It makes a direct attack upon the freedom of the 
press, for any law which establishes a censorship of 
the products of the press is a positive attack upon 
It, and may ultimately crush it. It ham made the 
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rending by mail of cert_aiu matter punishable by 
oeavy fines and imprisonment, when all the other 
avenue0 are left open for it8 transmission. It gives 
to judges and juries the power to send persons to 
prison for an offense that has not been defined, and 
which can be construed and stretchdd to fit such a 
case as mine. In view of this,fact you and your 
agent felt impelled a year ago to announce to your 
society and thereby to the pubi& that “ Freethought 
and Freelove publications would soon be stamped 
out.” It waa because you were able to count upon 
the Government of the United States, in the capacity 
of a police court, to second your efforts that you 
thouget you could crush and imprison any one who 
does not enunciate such doctrines as you and your 
Society see fit to demand. 

Yes, it is a sad fact that the great and proud 
Government of the United States has constituted 
itself a detective and police force to hunt down those 
who are sending improper books and pictures through 
the mails, and those who are recommending means 
to prevent conception, whether by the use of vaac- 
line, syringes, or any other article. Is that really 
the business for which this Government was founded? 
Would it not be enough to make Washington, Jeff- 
erson, and Adams smile with a ghastly, grim smile 
could they see Government employees hunting. 
through the mail-bags to see whether the matter the 
people stamp and deposit there possesses the proper 
moral and decent qualities to constitute legalmail mat- 
ter; and also Government officials and agents drag- 
ging off to prison some man or woman who had sold 
or recommended a syringe, an ounce of sulpkate of’ 
zing or two ounces of vaseline P I tell you, Mr.. 
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Colgate, the enactment of that law was a great mis- 

l 
take, The duties of the general Government do not 

i lie in that direction at all. The punishment for all ’ 

i, 
offenses recognized by state laws belong exclusively 

I to the states. The province of the general Govern- 
ment does not legitimately consist in playing the 

j . epy nor hunting down and punishing individuals for 

L any opinions they may hold. Attorney - General 
/’ Devens was quite right-in saying, when writiug to 

a friend, touching this case of mine, “ This charge 
against Bennett should be tried in the courts of the 
state. The general’Government has nothing to do 
with it,” or words to that effect. It is most true. 
The punishing of obscenity properly belongs to the 
states, thu same as larceny, libel, forgery, perjury, 
arson, manslaughter, and murder. The general Gov- 
ernment has nothing to do with either. It ia not 

_. responsible for the morals or the opinions of indi- 
viduals. 

Still, Cornstock’s greatest victories over the rights 
of persons have been in the United States courts. 
You know yourself, and the fact has been included 
in the annual reports of your Society, that more than 
ninety per cent of the convictions in Comstock’s 
prosecutions-unjust ones, too-have been in the 
United States courts. Its marshals, attorneys, com- 
missioners, and judges have been dragooned into the 
service of Comstock and his dirty work until the 
courts of .our great country have been justly styled 
“The American Inquisition.” And a certain class 
of men like Joseph Cook think it belongs to 
the United States to prosecute obaoenitp cases be- 
cause the mails may be used in its service. He 

l said, with a Lfaeot flourisl~, the other night, when 
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your Society held its fifth annual meeting, and he 
was the principal speaker, 66 There are no state 
mails ! How can the state prosecute theee cases ?” 
The at&e can prosecute the circulation of obscenity, 
however effected - whether by mail, express, rail. 
road, steamboat, horseback, muleback, in the pockets 
of men and women, or in any other conceivable way. 
The state equally furnishes no express companies, no 
freight lines, no steamboats, no printing establish- 
ments, no stores, no individuals to produce or c;ircu- 
late obscene publications, yet it surely has the 
ability to punish obscenity where any of these agen- 
cies are employed in issuing or circulating it. Until 
the states are proved incompetent to punish these 
offenses the general Government had better keep 
its “hands off.” 

And I call upon you, Mr. Colgate, to bear me 
witness in the statement that the great bulk of 
really obscene publibations-fully nine-tenths of it- 
was driven from this market before the Comstock 
postal laws of 18'73 were passed and before the 
courts of the United States were suborned into the 
obscenity crusade. It was easily accomplished and 
with very little expense to the state. No heavy 
trials, no long imprisonments, no great oppression to 
individuals were necessary. A few seizures and a 
few simple arrests were all that was necessary, and , 
very little really obscene matter has been in the 
market since. You made this truth clesr when you 
said in. the last public meeting of your society, that 
6‘ n,o obs:ens 6007~s are beiltg printed or circulated.” 
But this fact, My Dear Sir, as I said, is not due to the 
United States postal law, to Judge Benedict, to the 
United States oourta, to yeur Society, nor to the - 
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_ 
expenditure of the $4o,ooo or $50,000 which your 
Society has used in prosecuting one hundred and 

- 
fifty comparatively harmless individuals and in 
making five times as many more intensely wretched P 

i. prla unhappy. 
It does seem to me, Mr. Colgate, that there hau 

1 ,I been no real necessity for the existence of your Soci- 

1: 
ety, nor for keeping two agents employed at high sal- 

j 

aries to arrest people for dealing in obscenity, when 
you yourself admit there is little or none to deal in ; 
when there has not been for several years ; and if 

[ there were, the regular police force of the city snd 

I- 

country are fully able to combat it. Ten or fifteen 
years ago there was a good deal of the vile.stuff sold 

1 in this market, but this state of things grew out of 
:/ a general laxity and indifference on the part of those 

1 i, who should have been more watchful ; but when a 
alight effort was made to get rid of the offensive 

j. ’ 
trash, how easily it was accomplished, and without 
any United States laws or United States marshals.or 

I* 
courts1 Your agent, it istrue, yearly puts out a re- 

[ . 
port of the tons of obscene matter he seizes as he 
did in the Rochester case in November last ; but I 

k. you must yourself know that these representations 
b are untrue. They are all about as false as that in 

i 

.\ 
.f reference to the Rochester advertising doctor. Es 

SC millions of obscene circulars ” had not an obscene ;/ 
t word in them and contained not even one obscene 
1 allusion. He professed to sell a preparation to 
/ 
5. prevent conception. You have done the same. 
r It would be just as true, and equally as just, for Com- 
/ stock to have seized a million of your pamphlets as 

obscene publications, and have published to your 
I_ So&&y and to the world that five qart-loads of 
i. 
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obscene pamphlets, costing $1,000 had been seized 
from a John-street firm dealing in obscene literature. 
Had such a course been pursued towards yourself, 
you probably would have been better able to appre- 
ciate the cruelty and injustice of that kind of busi- 
ness than you are at present. You are asked to 
notice that there is not a vast amount of difference , 
between the offense of the Rochester doctor and 
that of yourself. You are advertising and selling 
an article recommended, when combined with a cer- 
tain acid, for preventing conception by destroying the 
spermatozoa, while the Rochester man claims to do 
the same thing by checking or preventing ovulation. 
If his process or claim is any more obscene or 
immoral than the one you advertised; I am unable to 
see it. He may be more of a charletan than your- 
self or Dr. DuBois, but charletanry is not a felony. 

Many sensible people are able to comprehend the 
propriety of checking over-population, and the two 
large addition to poor men’s families, by prudential ’ 
preventive measures. Celibacy, continence, and chas- 
tity are effective in this direction ; and there are 
also other means prescribed entirely harmless in 
their natura, but all are criminal according to, Com- 
stock’s law, ani by that law the United States offi- 
cers are required to hunt down and imprison persons 
who publish and send through the mails a book or 
an advertisement that gives the slightest informa- ‘. 
tion as to how such a desirable object may be 
effected. 

_ Much,of the loud claims which Mr. Comstock has 
made about vast amounts of obscenity seized, and 
dealers in obscenity arrested and convicted, when 
sifted down to the real truth are much like thir 
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Rochester case, totally without foundation in trntb 

The big stories abou t the tone of obscene publica- 
tions with which our schools and seminaries are 
deluged, which Comstock and Joseph Cook delight 
in telling to old women of .both sexes, are nearly all 
untrue. The charges of this kind which Comstock 

last year brought against the Brooklyn schools were 
pronounced by the superintendent utterly false. The 

same is true in nearly all the oases with which the 
public ear has been tired. The facts have been 
grossly exaggerated. But even if some fool should 
decide to spend thousands of dollars in getting up 
vile publications to send gratis to schools and acade- 
mies, or if some villain should be wicked enough to 

carry out such a.senselese scheme, how easy it would 
be for tho teachers of the schools to frustrate the 

I 
diabolical work by examining the mail matter of their 
pupils before it is turned over to scholars. This is so 
easy of accomplishment that i: seems unneccessary 
to attack and break down the very principles of a 
free press and free mails undor the pretense of pro- >* 
tecting school children. The little children of course 
have their rights, but American citizens have theirs 
also ; and it seema a great pity that ‘the rights of 
the entire country should be destroyed upon false 

premises and false representations. S!!%e iKetho&t 
was correct when it said that an infringement of the 
rights of the people and of free mails was a greater 

evil, even, than the circulation of vile literature, and 
that “the remedy is worse than the disease.” This 
question never should be lost sight of, whether 
any supposed benefit that is gained by the sac- 

rifice of the highest principles of liberty, and the 



I., p people’s dearest rights, may not cost more than it is 
worth. It is bought too dear. 

It is, My Dear Sir, quite a debatable question 
whether Vice Societies in England or in this country 
have proved a blessing to the people. They cer- 
tainly have been the means of depriving many per- ’ 
mm, no8 intrinsi$ally bad, of their dearest rights and 
privileges, and have caused the deepest and most 
poignant sorrow to hearts not deserving of it. The 
remarks of Sidney Smith upon the original Vice 
Society in London, from which youra’was modeled, 
are worthy of being cpioted here: “It is hardly POB- 
sible that a society for the suppression of viee can 
ever be kept within the bounds of good sense and 
moderation. If there are many members who have 
really become so from a feeling of duty, there will 
necessarily be some who enter the society to hide 
a bad character and others whose objects it is to 
recommend themselves to their betters by a sedu- 
bus and bustling inquisition into tbe immoralities of 
the public. The loudest and noisiest suppressors ’ 
will always carry it against the more prudent parf 
of the community ; the most violent will be eonsid- 
ered as tbemost moral, and those who s.ee the absurd- 
ity will, from the fear of being thought to encour- 
age vice, be reluctant to oppose it. . . Beginning 

with the best intemions in the world, such socie- 
tiee must in all probability degenerate into a 
receptacle for every species of tittle-tatle, imperti- 
nence, and malice. Men whose trade is rat-catching? 
love to catch rats ; the bug-destroyer seiaes on his 
bug with delight; and the suppressor is gratified by 
finding his vice. The last soon becomes a mere 

l tradesman like the others ; none of +&IS moralize 
l 
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or lament that their respective evil ehonld exist in the 
world. The public feeling is swallowed dp in the 
pursuit of a daily occupation, and in the display of 
technical skill. . . . An informer, whether paid 
by the week, like the agents of this society, or by. 
the crime, as in common cases, is in general a man 
of very indifferent character. So much fraud and 
deception are necessary for carrying on his trade- 
it is so odious to his fellow-subjects-that 120 mom oJ 
respectability will ever undertake it. It is evidently 
impossible to make such a character otherwise than 
odious. A man who receives weekly pay for prying 
into the transgressions of mankind, and bringing 
them to consequent punishment, will always be hated 
by mankind, and the office must fall to the lot of 
some man of desperate fortunes and ambiguous 
character. If it be lawful for respectable men to 
combine for the purpose of turning informers, it is 
lawful for the lowest and most despicable race of 
informers to do the same thing ; and then it is @rite 
clear that every species of wickedness and extortion 
will be the consequence.” 

Moncure D. Conway, in a discourse recently de- 
livered in London, on ‘( Liberty and Morality,” and 
touching this same subject, used this language : “ It 
would appear that to these the circulation of 

- many thousands of a book they call vicious is of 
little importance compared with making a sensation 
and parading their own spotlessness before the pub- 
lic ; and beyond this it is to be feared that a still 
baser influence has been at work to degrade this 

. 
association of (originally, no doubt) well meaning 
though weak-minded people. There is money in it. 
A good deal of patronage and wealth has gone into . 
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it in the past, and its agents are highly paid ; and if 
this stream of money and patronage is to continue 
to flow and gladden the host of agents, they must 
keep up a show of activity. They must always be 
attitudinizing purifiers of society, If the nests of 
orime and vice are trampled out, and the funds be- 

gin to fall low, they must try and make their sub- 
‘scribers think there are nests where there are none ; 

and knowing well how unpopular Freethinkers are, 
hoxfew friends they hav in high places, they found 
among them a book which repeated the details of 

ordinary physiological and medical books-a book 
whose pages, with all their faults, are nowhere of 

biblical impurity. It must have brought their set- ’ 
retaries and their lawyers and their secret-sevice 
agents a golden Pactolus from orthodox purses to 

thus prove that the society might do injury to Free- 
thinkers under cover of attacking immorality. The 
old privilege of the orthodox to imprison their oppo- 
nents-the privilege so loved but lost-must seem 
about to come back again when it has been decided 
that facts fgmiliar in the libraries of medicine 
and science cannot be printed by,a Freethinker in a 

form accessible to the people without imprisonment. 
They know that many of these Freethinkers value 
their freedom highly enough to go LO jail for it, and 
they are, no doubt, hoping for more viotims and a . 
flourishing business, with plenty of vice‘to suppress.” 

There is little doubt but that the love of money 
ha+ more to do in inspiring your agents to activity 
in making arrests and securing convictions than has 

a love of virtue. Before Mr. Comstock fully em- 
barked in hia aruqade against obscenity, and while 

he wol dill engaged at selling dry-goods for Coohrrs 
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& McLean, upon his making known to a friend hia’ 
purpose to prosecute venders of indecent literature, 
and when he was asked why he had decided to 
engage in a buainess that required so much decep- 
ticn, intrigue, decoying, and cruelty, he is reported 
to have replied, “There is money in it.” His own 
brother-in-law is also reported to have said the same 
thing of him. Said he, ‘Anthony never went into 
that business for any love of morality or virtue, but 
for the purpose of making money.” Indeed, pecnni- 
arily, he has done exceedingly well at his vile trade. 
$4,000 a year, with perquisites amounting to several 
thousand more, is exceedingly comfortable these hard 
times, and in view of this, it may easily be understood 
why he is so anxious to continue his heartless work. 
But when it is remembered at what a coat of heart- 
aches, anguish, wretchedness, and sorrow he has 
won his thousands, it ought to be enough to make 
the possession of the money burn his very conscience 
and cause an honest, sensitive, merciful man to cast 
his ill-gotten gains into the sea. 

I would gladly persuade you to dissolve your- 
organization called the “Society for the Suppres- 
sion of Vice,” which has proved itself a society for 
the suppression of constitutional rights and lib- 
erties, and to leave that kind of detective work 
and police service to the regular police department, 
which, as I have already said, is fully competent to. 
grasp with the evil of obscenity. If I could be 
successful in this, I would consider that I had been 
instrumental in conferring a great favor upon the 
unfortunate and oppressed. It id dangerous for 
societies and classes to organize themselves for the 
Inn-pose of looking after the mOr&ld of others, and 

. 
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for throwing them into prison for holding opinions 
uulike their own. Such societies will be exoeedisgly 
liable to grow into engines of oppression and cru- 
elty, as I honestly believe has been in the instance 
of your pet society. If the motive to do good, 
with you and those associated with you, is so great 
as to compel you to seek the avenues where evil 
exists that it may be put away, let me call your 
attention to the appalling fact that there are said to 
be 10,000 drinking-houses in this city where drunk- 
ards are regularly and continuously made. There 
are said to be thousands of houses of ill-fame and’ 
of assignation where female virtue is bartered away 
for money, and where the most loathsome and injuri- 
ous diseases known to the race are engendered. There 
are gaming houses, arid swindling establishments in 
great numbers. In these and other directions great 
chances exist for doing good. If your Society really 
wishes to cover itself all over with glory instead 
of ignominy, let me suggest that you. turn your 
attention in some of these directions, and no longer 
continue to oppress and imprison the unpopular aud 
unfortunate for committing no crime at all. Why 
spend $8,000 or $10,000 a year to suppress an evil 
that you admit has scarcely an existence when there 
is such an appalling amount of positive evil on every 
side ? 

But if you will continue your Society and’ will 
persist in hunting for obscenity where it is not to be 
found, let me, at all events, urge you to discharge 
your present agent and employ one who has some 
capacity to be a censor of literature and the press ; 
who has a shade of mercy in his composition, who 
has A slight conception of honor, truth, and jnstice. 
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If your representative is to have 80 much power 
placed in his hands to wield over, the heads, fortunea, 
and lives of human beings, do seek one that has a 
few qualifications for the business besides the 
voracity of a wolf, the .ferocity’ of a tiger, and the 
cruelty and savageness of a hyena. 

Why not act for once on the sensible suggestion 
of the N. Y. World, made on the day following 
your last annual meeting. It said : “ The Society 
for the Suppression of Vice, at3 appears from a 
report of its anniversary meeting of last night (Jan. 
29), which we print eltiewhere, is beginning a new 
year. _ Now, therofore, is the time for its most 
excellent managera to revise its lists of employees. 
The work to be done by themis delicate and open 
to misconstruction ; they should be selected for their 
tact, discrimination, disinterestedness, freedom from 
malice, coolness of temper, judicial impartiality, 
and, above all, for the anxiety to suppress vice in 
the least sensational way and by the least self- 
aggrandizing methods.” 

The greatest evil effected by your Society and your 
agent, a8 I said, was the influence exerted by them 
in the passage of the postal law of 1873, styled the 
Comstock law, which, to my mind, is clearly uncon- 
stitutional and is in positive opposition to the princi- 
ples of free speech,,a free press, and free mails 
incorporated into our Government by the fathers 
who framed and adopted our glorious Constitution. 
It introduced the system of censorship and espion- 
age into our postal department, which, when fully 
understood, must ever he repugnant to the be:ter 
portion of the American people. It is not necessary 
for me to call at!ontion to what influenceR of the 
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church were brought to bear in inducing the euact- 
ment of this law, or to the disgraceful manner it wag 
carried through the expiring hours of the Forty- 
second Congress, notorious for the enactment of 
subsidy laws, salary grabs, doubling of salaries, etc., 
etc. ; and this, too, without deliberation or conaider- 

ation, with hundreds of other bills, and when a large 
portion of the members were absolutely in a stale 
of intoxication. We have had too many instances 

of much ill-advised and worse than useless legislation 
being crowded into a short space of time and with 

improper motives. This law was not called for by 
any considerable portion of the Amerrcan people ; it 
was passed without the knowledge of the people, 
and it was done even on the Sabbath day, whiob 
fact, with many, would make it illegal, It is not 
for that reason that I complain of it, but for the 
violence it does to the vital principle of American 
liberty under which this country flourished for a 

hundred years uutil a Comstock and a Vice Society 
gave it a fatal stab in that unfortunate and ill-ad- 
vised law. I will not detain you by giving at 

length any views I may entertain respecting it. I 
have done so on other occasions, For an exhaustive 

argument upon the law, let me refer you to that 
written by Mr. T. B. Wakeman of this city, and 
published by myself. Let me here, also, give a brief 
quotation from the daily Sun from remarks by the 
editor upon this specific law : 

“We do not believe in- the constitutionality of 
the law under which this convictlon [Heywood’s] 
took place. The Governinent, has nothing to do 
with the moral or intellectual quality of the matter 
transmitted through the mails. It has no right of 
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discrimination. If it may di&&inate for a go\od . 
pnrpose, it may discriminate for a bad purpose. 
The power is fraught with too much danger of 
abuse to he safely intrusted to the Government. 

“In early anti-slavery times a determined effort was 
made to exclude from mails in the slaveholding 
states every denunciation of the sum of all iniqui- 
ties, human slavery. The people protested against 
the espionage put upon the mails, against the inter- 
ference with the freedom of the press. We condemn 
the attempt to interfere with the mails now, though 
it be with a very different intent, because it violates 
the same great essential principles of libarty.” 

Permit me also in this connection to give a letter 
from that able writer and biographer, James Parton, 
on the same subject: 

. NEWBURYPORT? MASS., Sept. 29, 1878. 

My Dear iri’riend: I thmk those Comstook laws, 
a~ they are properly called, ought to be totally re- 
pealed, and for these reasons : 

I. Because they are cornstock laws, and not the 
deliberate judgment of Congress. 

2. Because they are ueelc-ss. The forbidden articles 
can be sent everywhere by express. 

3. Because it is not possible to put into human 
language a definition of the word obscene whioh 1 
shall let the Song of Solomon, Rabelais, Juvenal, 
and Toni Jones pass, and keep out works intended 
and calculated to corrupt. 

4. Because the control of the Government over 
the mails is obviously limited to what you well st.yle 
“ postal reasons.” Dynamite may be excluded ; 
sealing-wax may be excluded ; liquids may be 
excluded, because t.hey endanger the fulfillment of 
the contract with all the dther senders of mail mat- 
ter. But the Government is not called upon to sit 
in judgment upon the moral character or intellectual 
qualit of the parcels intrusted to it. 

5. g ecause the laws in uestion are so liable to 
abuse by a narrow-r&de x or provincial officer. 
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They enable the prim and prudish village to judge 
and condemn the metronolis. 

6. Because the state hws and municipal laws, pre- 
viously and now existing, are sufficient for the 
detection and punishment of all real offenders against 
decency and good morals. 

With regard to the constitutional argument, so 
ably and powerfully presented by yourself, I can 
only say, being no lawyer, that it eeems to be 
&answerable. It came upon my mind with convinc- 
ing power, and I have never had a doubt since. These 
laws are wrong every way, and pernicious in many 
ways. You. know how 1 hate and loathe the books 
and papers that circulate among boys, which can 
have no other than a corrnlning elrect. 1 could 
join, heart and hand, in hanging a wretch who, for 
a little money, would either write, or publish, or sell 
such works. And yet it seems to me that the espi- 
onage of the mails by an illiterate person is even a 
worse evil than that. It menaces the very citadelof . 
liberty. 

Yes, I go for immediate and unconditional re- 
peal ; and this has been my feeling ever since read- 
ing your masterly speech delivered in Faneuil Hall 
last summer Very truly yours, JAS. PARTON. 

To 5!! B. Wakeman. 

When I was arrested under this law, November 
12,1877, when I knew I had committed no wrong, 
I realized that the law was a bad one, and should be 
repealed. I was instrumental in circulating blank 
petitions to Congress asking for its modification or 
repeal. These were signed by large numbers of 
freedom-loving people of the country. It was esti- 
mat,ed that the whole number of signatures amount- 
ed to 70,000. While this petition was before Con- 
gress, Mr. Comstock and yourself visited Washing- 
ton and went before the Committee to prevent the 
repeal or modification of the law. You also took 
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that occaeion to apologize for your own violation of 
it, in the matter of the Vaseline pamphlet, by a plea 
of ignorance. The plea, perhaps, was a good one, 
but it has not been admitted in scores of cases where 
poor unfortunates have been arraigned and impris- 
oned for the alleged violation of the law they did not 
know had an existence. But of course it makes a 
great difference as to who makes the plea of igno- 
rance. For a rich and popular man like yourself, it 
may be very effective, but for a poor, friendless per- 
son arraigned by your Society, it is wholly without 
force. 

As to the efforts of yourself and Comstock before 
the Committee, they were efficient, while the prayer 
of the 70,000 was disregarded. The law remains. 

Right here I wish to do a little act of juatioe to 
myself and the signers of that petition. It has been 
represented by Comstock, Joseph Cook, and others, 
that the siguatures on that petition were false or 
bogus, and especially that the names of leading 
merchants in this city had been forged to it. This 
charge is wholly false. The names to that mam- 
moth petition were genuine. No petition was ever 
sent to Congress more ,honestly or more earnestly 
signed. I can produce the sworn affidavits of numer- 
ous persons in all parts of the country who took an 
active part in obtaining signatures, some to the 
number of 500, 800, and 1,000, that the signatures 
were genuine and from an intelligent and honorable 
class of citizens. 

I will make an explanation regarding a circular 
‘in reference to the law under consideration, drawn 
up by myself, to be addressed to those who were 
preaumed to feel interested in having the Comstock 
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law changed. I wished that that dircular ahould , 
bear the names of aome of the leading publishers, 
druggists, etc., in this city. I caused the circular to I 
to be put in type, with the names of the desired 
firms duly inserted. I had proofs enough taken to 
give a copy to e:mh person whose name I had at- 
tached. Preparatory to having it stereotyped I 
called in person upon each man or firm whose 
name I thus used-showed them the circular with 
their name attached, and explained the character of 
the paper. I left a copy of the circular with them, 
as well as a copy of the petition.. I asked no one to 
sign the oircular, but expressed the desire that they 
would allow their names to remain on. Those wild 
assented, or who did not object, I let remain on, but 

. those who objected I removed. This .is the exact 
truth of the matter ; but your agent, Comstock, 
Joseph Cook, and others have accused me of for- 
gery, but with how much justice, I leave for yourself 
and a candid,public to decide. This much, however, 
I will state before dropping the subject. Comstock 
visited several of the persons whose names were 
upon the circular, and, in his brow-beating, over- 
bearing, “ bull-dozing ” manner, threatened them 
with prosecution if they did not deny authorizing 
their names to be used on the circular; and I la- 
ment to say that terror of the man was so great 
that some who had positively given me permission 
to use their names SC went back ” on their word. and 
denied to him that they had given such consent 
Some meu lack independence and courage. This ‘is 
also an instance of the terrorism which your agent 
has employed in tyrannizing and lording it over the 
aitieens of this town. He feels that he has a power 

i 
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ful society at ,his back ; that the Christian churcn 
sustains him ; that the Government is enlisted in 
helping him carry out his vile purposes, and with 
these at his elbow he can play the tyrant with 
impunity. 

While correcting misrepresentations, let me say a 
few words about the martyr-blood which Comstock 
has shed in the holy cause of purity and for which 
he has been lauded to the clkies and almost canonized 
as a saint. Pitiful recitals have been made about 
his being attacked by murderous venders of obscen- 
ity, and that the deadly attack made upon him was 
because of his devotion to morality and virtue. This 
kall gammon. Nothing of the kind is true. The 
man who inflicted the wound upon the cheek was 
Charles Conroy, a man with one hand-the left. 
Conroy was not a desperado. Comstock was probably 
the only man he ever struck, and the wound was 
inflicted under circumstances of great provocation. 
Conroy was not arrested on a charge of selling 
obscene books. He may once have done something 
in that way, as score8 of dealers did ten years ago, 
but for a long time he had done nothing of the kind. 
Comstock arrested him for receiving letters under an 
assumed name-a thing which thousands of persons 
have done without a thought on the part of anybody 
that they ought to be puniehed for it, and which is in 
violation of no law, state or national. Comstock ar- 
rested bim without a warrant, and hustled him into a 
carriage with just as much right as I would have to 
arrest you and carry you off against your will. 
While in the carriage Conroy told Comstock that he 
(Conroy) had committed no crime and that the 
arrest was illegal. Comstock replied by saying that 
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rf he failed to convict him on that arrest he would 
follow him up on other charges until he got him, 
int 0 prison. Conroy knew that he had broken 
no law and that the arrest ivas an outrage upon an 
American citizen. He was trying to make an honor* 
able living for his wife and child and he keenly felt 
the wrong that was being done him, and while brood- 
ing over it on the way to prison his mind was worked 
up to a state of desperation. He knew the relentless 
character of his persecutor and the utter groundless- 
ness of the arrest. As the prison was neared,. in 
his agony of mind he struck his enemy one blow on the 
cheek with his pocket-knife, and, had he followed it 
up with other blows, or had he severed the jugular 
vein of the man who was so cruelly wronging him, 
many would say he had done perfectly right, and 
would have justified him for the act, and the world 
would have been well rid of an unmitigated nui- 
sance. 

As it was, the one-armed man was tried, not for \ 
receiving letters in an assumed name, but the charge 
was changed to that of (‘atrocious attack on 
an oilicer.” For this Comstock appeared against 
him, and he was sentenced to two years’ imprison- 
went in the state prison in Trenton, N. J. When the 
time had expired, Comstock was on hand, and, before , 
Conroy left the prison steps, had him arrested on the 
original charge of receiving letters in a fictitiouz , 
name, appeared against him in the United States * ” 
Court at Trenton, and secured his conviction 
and a sentence of another year% imprisonment. 
This is probably the only instance in the United 
States where a person has been imprisoned a gear 

. 
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for receiving letters in an assumed name, though 
thousands are doing so daily. 

W 

This is the whole truth about the martyrdom of 
Comstock which Joseph Cook and other clerical 
ger tlemeh are so fond of expatiating upon, making a 
hero of the man who unjustly and cruelly committed 
a great wrong upon a poor cripple and friendless man. 
Conroy tas the wronged man, not Comstock. But 
the event served Corns tack a very good turn. The 
sympathies of his Christian friends were aroused to 
the giving point, and from $5,000 to $10,000 was 
given to remunerate the martyr Comstock for the 
immense perils he had encountered in 66 protecting 
school-girls,” and promoting the cause of purity. 
If justice had been done, Conroy’s family would 
have received a part of that money to feed them and 
house them while the husband and father was serv- ’ 
ing out his three years’ imprisonment for breaking no 
law but for vindicating his personal wrongs and for 
trying to make a living. Conroy is a poor man to- 
day, and has had hard work to obtain food for his 
wife and children. Comstock, his persecutor, gets 
$4,000 a year for crushing people, with an extra 
present of twice the .amount. This is Christian 
justice with a vengeance. * 

In this connection let me allude to a false state- 
. ment made by Comstook in his last yearly report to 
your Society. He talks about a conspiracy being 
entered into between an Infidel editor, a doctor, and 
an ex-pugilist, and a convict. I am the editor, C. 
W. Selden is the doctor, James Sullivan the err-pugi- 
list, and Conroy the convict. The charge of con- 
spiracy is utterly and wickedly false. I had not ~ 
soen either of the persona nameli for months, and 
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we never entered into a corispiracy at any time any 
more than A. S. Barnes, Wm. E. Dodge, Pirson 
Newman, and yodrself have entered into a conspir- 
acy to steal t.he post-office building and carry it off. 
Comstock is a liar of the most unscrupuldus cbar- 
acter. 

But I fear I am detaining you too long. There 
are many things more I would like to say, but I 
must draw to a close, My object hag been to place 
m&elf right before you, as the President of the 
Society which is oppressing me, and before that por- 
tion of the public under whose eyes these pages 
may fall. All I want is simple justice. I wish, for 
the remainder o$ my life, to peaceably enjoy freedom 
of thought, freedom of speech, freedom wf the press, 
and freedom of the mails. In these I have a birth- 
right inheritance by virtue of being .an American 
citizen and I am extremely unwilling to have them 
wrested from me. I love my liberty and I do not 
wish to part with it. 

I cannot conceive that I am amenable to you, to 
Anthony Comstock, or to anybody else for my opin- 
ions and convictiona. I hold I have a perfect righd 
to hold such vi&ws upon all subjects as to me 
seem reasonable and right, and that no individual or 
society possesses the right to send me to prison 
for doing so. You’have your own views peculiar to 
yourself, and no man possesses the right to imprison 
you on that account. My rights under the 
law are equal to yours. Unbelievers have pre- 
cisely as many rights as believers. Presbyterians, 
Baptists, Methodists? Catholics, and Episcopalians, 
~11 have a right to maintain their opinions, to publish 
booka, pamphlets, and papers in deferse of them, 
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and those who are unbelievers in all creeds have 
equally the same right. In the United States there 

:_ t /are hundreds of thousands of intelligent men and 
women _who exereise the liberty of thinking for 

i. themselves and of arriving at their own conclusions 
I 

regardless of priests, churches, or confessions of faith. 
There is the same justice in the people of America 

: _ 
who think more or less as I do having books and 
papers to read in harmony with these views that 
there is for a Presbyterian, a Methodist, a Baptist, 
an Episcopalian, or a believer in any others of ‘the - 

‘_ numerous creeds in the world. It is very wrong for 
one creed to try to crush another. And you only 

/ 
/’ evinced a spirit of injustice and intolerance when, a 
: year ago, in a public meeting of your Society, you 

congratulated them that Freethought publications 
were in a fair way of soon being stamped out. The 
only just way is to allow equal rights for all forms 

i ~ of belief, and to give a fair chance to all to decide 
i ‘. for themselves which form of belief is right. 
i 

I will repeat, that in what I have said in these 
pages I have endeavored to speak the truth and 
the truth only. I am sure all the main statements 
are correct and that they can be proved to 

( be so in any court of justice. That I may have 
partially erred in some of the minor details is 
quite possible. My sources of information may 
not in all cases be perfect. But I -have aimed to .I 
make no statement that is untrue. Other facts 

.J 
relative to the official conduct of your agent are 
being brought to light which, on some future occa- 
sion, I may deem it my duty to publish. I certainly 
wish that a spirit of fairness and justice may govern 

-- my impending trial, and that a spirit of intolerance 
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and bigotry may not overrule the principles of 
Justice and truth. The proceedings of the trial 
will be accurately reported and published, that ‘. 
the world may know in what manner the 
New York Society for the SupPression of Vice and 
the Government of the United States join hand 
in hand in the last quarter of the nineteenth cen- 
tury to crush an independent and unpopular individ-. 
ual who has the honesty and candor to do a little 
thinking for himself and to choose to not float with 
the popular current-one who is conscious that he 
has not committed a wrong, and who claims that he 
has only exercised the rights of an American citizen. 

As I have said several times already, I am 
aware that some of ‘my views are unpopular. I can- 
not think as many of my fellow-citizens do on theo- 
logical points, but this is no reason why I should be 
deprived of my liberty or my rights. Jefferson said, 
in his time, that it was neither possible nor desirable @ 
for all men to think alike ; then it certainly is wrong 
to punish any one for honest thinking. Many may \ 
be dorrect in their views, and many again may be 
mistaken, but let us all remember that “ even error 
may be’left free where truth is free to combat it.” 
If aught is of God it must stand, and puny man can- 
not overthrow it. If any deem it their duty to pun- 
ish me in behalf of God, they are undoubtedly over- 
officious. If he wishes me to be punished, he is 
undoubtedly capable of doing so without the aid of 
Anthony Comstock or any one else. I am perfectly 
willing to trust myself in his hands. 

Throughout my past life I have endeavored to be a 
law-abiding citizen, and to duly support the Govern-* 
ment under which I live. I have been a humble 
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individual but I have added several thousand dollars 
b the revenues of my country. On two occasions I 
have paid into the revenue $1,000 at each time, and 
on many occasions sums of $500, $300, $200, $100, and 

smaller amounts, aggregating many thqusands of 
dollars. I am inclined to think Comstock has never 
added $50 to the revenues of the country. But this 
may possibly be a reason why he should now be em- 
powered to oppress and crush me. 

I have lived to become an old man. My life 
is largely spent. My active days are nearly 
over. I have -seen three score years and, can 
hardly expei% to see more than ten more of active 
life. I have endeavored to do my duty in the past, 
and have no fears for the future. I will be glad to 
pass the remainder of my days in peace and quiet 
and in the enjoyment of my liberties. I earnestly 
hope for a fair trial in the coming effort of your 
Society to deprive me of my property and my lib- 
erty which awaits me. I a.m not conscious of having 
done wrong to any one or to any body of men. 
Whether my remaining days are long or short in the 
land, I hope to be found faithful in my duty and to 
spend my latest strength and .breath in defense of 
eternal truth, justice, and liberty. 

I am very truly yours, D. M. BENNETT. 

Febmry2!2,lS'kJ. 
141 Eighth St., New York, 
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POSTSCRIPT. 

DEAR SIR : The intense anxiety I feel in conse- 
quence of the near approach of my trial, and the 
peril in which my liberty and dearest rights are 
placed must be my apology for continuing the re- 
marks heretofore. addressed to you. It is, per- 
haps, not strange that I should feel uneasiness at 
the danger which threatens me, or that I should have 
fears that I am about to be un.$rstly deprived of that 
which to me is as dear as life itself-my liberty, 
my property, my reputation. 

I am informed by those who have had opportuni- _! 

ties to know something of the facts in relation to the 
intentions of your Society and its cooperators, in my 
case, that it is your purpose to “ crucify ” me so to 
speak, and to “ grind me to powder.” There are : 

sufficient grounds for believing that a very unfriend- 
ly feeling exists in reference to me-that I am re- * 
garded as a rock of offense that must be removed. 

I think I am somewhere about the two hundred 
and sixtieth person arrested by your Society on the 
pretended charge of obscenity, and when your agent 
makes the statement that of the cases that have been 
tried osly some twelve have escaped conviction, it 
can be seen at a glance that I have grounds for anx- 
iety. But being conscious of my own entire inno- 
cence of the charge upon which your Society caused 
my arrest and prosecution, I await the result with 
calmness and trust. If I am deprived of my liberty, 
and my properqy is taken from me, it will have but a 
temporary effect on the part of the powers of intoler- 
ance and bigotry, and will not shake my confidence 
in the ultimate triumph of Liberal principles.in our 
land-free speech, free press? and free mails. 

I trust you have read the little pamphlet, “Cupid’s 
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3.3 ;kcs,” which I sent you-for mailing a copy of I 
which I am to be tried for my liberty. if you have 
perueed it carefully, I think? though you found it to 
contain Borne sentiments which perhaps neither you 
nor I approve, that you also found it an earnest 
and candid effort on the part of the author to advo- 
cate the views which he believes closely connected 
with human welfare, and that the little work was not 
-ritten to inflame the passions or to increase crime. 

You oan see at once that it was not written for 
the young, that it is a dry, argumentative production 
that would never attraot the attention of a young 
lierson, and that no young person can have been 
injured by it. You at all events must have seen that 
it does not contain one indecent word in its com- 
poGtion, and that its language is good. 

I think you will admit there is tiomething wrong 
_ in married life in our country-that there is a vast 

amount of unhappiness and wretchedness on the part 
of those who by law and public opinion are com- 
yelled to live together. It is a sorrowful truth that 
there are hundreds of thousands of men and women 
trying to live together a8 life companions who are 

.utterly uncongenial to each other and who render 
each others’ lives bitter and unhappy. Hundreds 
of thousands of children are now being reared 
by parents who are almost constantly quarreling, if 
not resorting to hamher means of showing their dis- 
like for each other. This is indeed a very bad 
school in which to rear children, and it is deeply to 
be deplored that the evil alluded to is so great as it 
is. Marital unhappiness is one of the greatest mis- 

_ fortunes that exist in our land. It is an ailment 
for skillful physiciant to cure and earnest reformers 
to remove. Many remedies will of course be recom- 
mended. Let no embargo be placed upon those 
who prescribe a remedy even though it may not 
always be of the bet% and wisest character. Let all 
be heard who have advice to give and suggestions 
to make for the lessening of thils great evil, and even 
though they may be mistaken, send them not to 



POSTSCRIPT. 73 

prison, deprive them not of their liberty becsuce 
they have expressed their convictions. Let Mr. 
Heywood’s proposition8 be listened to and accepted 
by those who tbink them sound and truthful. 

I trust you a1ti.o read the little pamphlet-“ Parker 
Pi&bury’s Letter to Ezra I-1. Heywood “-contrast- 
ing the condemned portions of (‘Cupid’s Yokes “, 
with selections from the Bible. If you did, you 
must have perceived that the Bible contains a thou- 
Band times more of indecent language aml allusions 
than Heywood’ pamphlet. If any. one will read 
the little volume I have issued--“ The Holy Bible 
Abridged “- containing only literal extracts from 
the Bible, they will be convinced, under the worst cou- 
struction that can posGbly be placaed upon the Hey- 
wood pamphlet, that in jndecency of language and 
sentiment it bears no comparirjou to the extracts 
from the revered book. 

Parker Pillnbury was an able and ardent cham- 
pion advocate for human liberty and toiled labori- 
ously for years in behalf of the downtrodden. He 
is a man of unusual intelligence, perception, and 
honesty, and his opinions are worthy of close exam- 
ina tion. I hope they did not escape your attention. 

1 trust, too, that you perused the argument8 of Mr. 
T. B. Wakeman on the “ Uncon4tutionality of the 
Postal Laws ” whiah your Society caused to be placed 
upon the statute books of our cougtry and under 
which I am indicted and am to be tried. If you 
read the pamphlet with care, I think you must come 
to the conclusion that the enactment of that law was 
a marked departure from the principles whioh gov- 
erned this country for nearly a hun&ed years, and 
that by doing this the provisions of the Conatitution 
were vioiated. If you have not read the pamphlet, 
let me urge it apon you to do 80. Every person in 
the country would do well to do the Ba.me. If they 
will do so a large portion must come to the con- 
clusion that it was not a proud day in our coun- 
try’s history when that law was enacted and thereby 
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placed on the nation’s statute books. I will be glad 
to furnish the pamphlet to all who wish it. 

Let me also request you to read the remarks of 
Mr. Loring Moody, Esq., of Boston, upon the same 
subject and given in this issue of THE TRUTH 
SEEKER. You will find his arguments sound. and 
worthy of your consideration. His comparison of 
the mails to the public highways seems to me very 
pertinent. He says, "The right of free mails stands 
on the aame.grounds as the right of free highways. 
With this difference in favor of the mails, every one 
pays for what he sends through them-man, woman, 
and child-while multitudes travel on the highways 
who pay nothing for their support. Yet ” he 
asks, ‘c who would dare to pry into or question) the 
alms, motives, or purposes-whether they were de- 
signed to corrupt anybody’s morals, or for what 
other ends-of any one traveling on our highways ? 
or what writing, printing, picture, or other things 
he has got in his pockets? and what is the moral 
effect of such material ? Yet how much crime 
surges along our bighwaya ! There goes a pick- 
pocket, a sneak-thief ; here comes a house-breaker, 
bank robber ; yonder is a murderer, with his soul 
Elled with bloody intent. Indeed our highways are 
open avenues for .every sort of vice and crime.” 

If Government does not set up a censorship and 
examining: board over those who travel the streets 
and highways where they pay no toll, why should 
a censorship be set up over them when their letters 
books and pamphlets travel through the mails where 
they do pay toll, and which has to be paid before 
the parcels start upon their journey? If a criminal 
can travel over our railroads when he pays the stipu- . 
lated fare, why cannot his letters and bookstravel 
through the mails when the fare is duly paid ? If 
the st,reets, the highways, and railroads are not con- 
taminated in the one case, why are the mails in 
another? Is it not wholly imagination that the 
mails are affected by what is sent through them, 
whether moral or immoral ? Is there not just as much 
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reason and justice for Government to overhaul and 
examine who and what passes over the public high- 
ways as what passes through the mails, so far as 
morality or opinions are concerned ? 

Mr. Moody’s comparison between mail matter and 
intoxicating liquors is worthy of attention. He 
states the fact that a vastly greater amount of injury 
is done by intoxicating liquors than by obscenity, and 
yet Government sanctions the traffic by exacting 
duties on what foreign liquors are brought into the 
country and by collecting the tax on what is manu- 

‘factured here, and under this sanction the .commodity 
which causes a wider range, and a more horrible class 
of evils than anything else in the world, is trans- . 
ported to any part of our country and not the 
slightest objection is raised on the part of any Gov- 
ernment official. Now if this vile stuff can pass 
freely under Goverment protection through our cus- 1 
tom houses, bonded warehouses, and revenue bureaus, 
nobody rarsmg his hand to check the transit, why 
should so much ado be made about what passes 
through the public mails, which all alike-good and - 
bad , pure and impure-help to support ? I hope you 
will yet be able to see that this inspection of the char-’ 
acter of the people’s m,ails is inconsistent, uncalled- 
for, unjust, and unconstitutional. 

Let me ask why your society should be so deter- _ 
mined to send me to prison for the sending of a 
harmless‘ pamphlet through the mails, when hun- 
dreds of the clergymen and thousands of the leading 
members of your churches are *guilty of far greater 
crimes and many of whom are never brought to 
justice at all? I simply exercised the right of an 
American citizen and deposited in the mails a pam- 
phlet Which the first dealers in this city and all over 
the country have sold over and over again and 
which does not contain a tithe of the indecency 
found in other volumes which every bookseller in 
the country sells almost every day in the year; while 
your clergymen, your deacons, your class-leaders, 
and your leading church-members are on every h%nd 
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charged with fraud,. adultery, fornication, incest, 
sodomy, bigamy, lgmg, hypoc~$y, stealing, forgery, 
perjury, and even arson, and murder. A month ago 
1 cited in one issue of my paper nearly three huu- 
dred cases where clergymen had committed these 
crimes and I gave but a portion of those which the 
pubbc prints have recorded, while probably not 
more thau one in ten of their pecca.dilloes are suf- 
fered to come to public knowledge. You well know, 
yourself! that there is hardly a case of embezzlement,, 
del’alcatron, high-handed swindling, on the part of 
savings banks, trust companies, insurance companies, 
manufacturing corporations, etc., etc., that some 
prominent church-member or Sabbath-school super- 
intendent is not closely connected with it. It is not 
strange that one of our leading morning papers 
recently asked the question, “ Did you ever know a 
broken savings bank that had not one or more 
church members among the trustees P” In view, 
<hen, of the large list of crimes that are being com- 
mitted by the pious believers and teachers of Chris- 
tian dogmas, a large number of whom are allowed to 
go scat free, it seems hardly a matter of justice that 
I should be sent to prison on a very questionable 
charge and where even no crime was intended and 
none committed. Justice should certainly not be lost 
sight of by the church party which claims to be in 
possession of all the morality. 

As I have before remarked, this country has all 
along been supposed to be free for all shades of 
opinion, whether in religion, politics, morals, philos- 
ophy, science, or any other domam. It has been 
thought that a man has ja+t the same right to be an 
unbeliever that another has to be a believer. On 
this ground I have the same right to be an Ir,fidel 
that you have to be a Christian. YOU may be right 
in your views, or you may be wrong, and the same 
with myself. It is at least a debatable question as 
to which is the truest and best religion in the wcirld 
and which is the truest philosophy. Now I a.m just 
as certain that my views are mainly caorrect as 3 eu 
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can possibly be that yours are. We differ very 
widely, and one of u$ at least, must be mistaken. I 
am honest in my. belief that the Christian religion ia 
not divine any more than other systems, and that, 
besides lacking divinity, it also lacks originality. 1 
find that every dogma, sacrament, rite? and cere- 
mony of the Christian church which 1s generally 
supposed to have originated less than nineteen hun- 
dred years ago has existed in pagan nations from I 
three thousand to five thousand years. In other 
word.‘, I find that the Christian religion is borrowed 
-its God from Judaism, its dogmas from paganism. 

I find that the legend or fable of gods cohabiting 
with females of the human race, thus producing an 
o&pring half divine and half human, is at least a 
thousand years older than Christianity. The old 
idea of the virgin and child was held in Egypt, Cha.l- 
dea, Syria, India, Thibet, and other ancient Oriental 
countries, nearly five thousand years %go. 

The same is Inr.geIy true of the doctrine of the 
trinity, immortahty, heaven and hell, gods and 
devils, angels and demons, good and bad spirits, 
baptism by water, the Eucharist or Lord’s Supper, 
the symbol of the cross, belief in a final judgment, 
confession of sins, fasling and prayer, nlonasteries 
and monks, belief in sacred writings, the crucifixion, 
the resurrection of the dead, the second birth, and 

: everything ebe that goes to make up Christianity. 
They were known and believed by ono or many of the 
older religions long, long before Christianity had its 
birth. 

The fine moraIs teachings and beautiful sentiments 
ascribed to the reputed founder of your sy$em of 
religion rere prom’ulgated and taught by the sages 
aitd wise men of old, five hundred years at least be- 
fore Jesus is said to have existed. There is little of 
morals or philosophy now in the world that was not 
distinctly taught twenty-five centuries ago. Rclig- 
ions have seldom been new inventions or new crea- 
tions. There are hundreds of systems in the world, 
but, not one of them grew up independent +f the 
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others, The 
the older, an % 

ounger systems were.borrowed from 

older still. 
those comparatively old, from those 

There is a striking”family resemblance 
between them all, and one is just about as divine as 
another. 

Now these things are so, or they are not ; and the 
truth is susceptible of proof. These facts have not 
been sufficiently looked into by the great bulk of 
Christian ’ believers. It is but due to the cause of 
truth that these things are brought to the minds of 
the people. It is far better to patrently and honestly 
investigate the origin, nature, and trustworthiness of 
the different systems of religion that have prevailed 
in the world, than for those of one system of faith 
to condemn, behead, hang and quarter, burn at the 
stake, or even send to prison, those who cannot see 
things as they do, and who cannot believe as required. 

Let me make a proposition to you. Instead of 
sending me to8 prison because I do not accept tl:e 
belief that you and others of your Society and faith 
think I ought, let us debate the points of disagree- 
ment between US and settle by history, argument? 
and reason which has the better grounds for hrs’ 
belief. I would much rather do this than go to 
prison. I.will agree to be open to conviction and to 
embrace Christianity with all my heart if you can 
convince me that it is true. If it is susceptible of 
proof this will. be much better for you and for your 
cause that to confine me in a dungeon, or load me 
with chains; for I think that treatment would fall far _ 
short of convincing me of the beneficence, mildness, 
and charitableness of your system of faith. 
thumb-screws, 

Racks, 
pincers, pulleys, stakes, beheading 

blocks, gallows, and dungeons have not proved to be 
very winning arguments and not well calculat,ed 
to make new converts. A inan would havo to be 
kept upon the wheel or rack for a good many houra 
to convince him that it was a mild! charitable, and 
heavenly kind of treatment, and it IS almost too far 
along now, in ths nineteenth century, to encourage 
that kind of bnsinees. I would recemmend to your 
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pioue Society that you do not embark in any part of 
that heroic treatment too strongly. It is not likely 
to prove popular with the masses. Good arguments, 
historical facts, and strong reasons will prove far 
more convincing than iron boots, breaking of bones 
or damp, filthy prisons. 

Yes, I feel a little argumentative, somewhat. aa 
1 

the large boy did whose father was about to give 
him a severe whipping, or was, in fact, applying the 

# 

rod vigorously to his back and shoulders, when a / 
bright thought struck the youth, and he cried out, 
“Stop, dad, let’s argy !” So say I. I prefer it to 

i 

the whipping. If you do not feel like engaging in ’ 
the argument yourself, I suggest that you select 
some able and learned clergyman-any one you 
please-who will disenss with me as to the truth 01 
untruth of the Christian religion, whether it is of 
divine or human origin, whether the Bible is divinely 
inspired, and which is truest, Christianity or Ration- 
alism ; or any other subject akin to these. I am not 

, / 

a learned man. I went to a district school, only, 
till fifteen years of age, since which time I have been 
constantly hard at work, and have read but few 
theological works, or books of any kind, for that 
matter, but I am so well assured that I hale the 
truth on my side that I will unflinchingly enter into 
a debate with any one of your ablest divines, or any 
professor of your colleges, upon the snbjects named. : 
And what is more, I will print every word your 
champion may have to say in defense of his religion. 
I will not only lay his arguments before 30,000 read- _ 
ers weekly, but at the close I will publish the same 

, 
. 

in book form without asking him to contribute a 
dollar to help defray the expenses, and will furnish 
the books at most reasonable pribes to Christians or 
Infidels who may wish to purchase them. 

1. I’ 

Now, Mr. Colgate, I submit it to your better rea 
son whether this will not be a wiser way to treat 
me than to take me from my family and my business 
and confine me in prison. If I am wrong in my be- 
lief, all you have to do is to convince me of that 
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little fact, and I will acknowledge my error with the 
best grace in the world. I don’t want to be wrong, 
I had much rather be right than any other way. 
By sending me to prison you till virtually confess 
to the world and to coming generations that you 
fear my arguments and my influence; and that will not 
convince them that you are in the right. Again let 
me urge you to accept my proposition for a discas- 
sion, through my paper, with the ablest clergyman 
you can name, instead of aending me to prison, It 
1s certainly worthy of consideration. 

Let me assure you that persecution, whether by, 
torture, death, or imprisonment, has not been an 

-honor to Christianity. By imposing these cruelties 
she has not advanced her cause nor caused her name 
to be loved by her enemies ; and now as the world ~ 
advances in knowledge and science her cruelties in 
this line stand out with appalling clearness. For a 
thousand years the direst cruelties that have ever 
been inflicted upon the human race proceeded from 
the church. In a few hundred years, it has been 

-been estimated by one of the most learned writ,ers 
of our time, Victor Hugo, that ilve millions of hu- ’ 
man beings were put to death by the church, and 
that, too? by the most horrid species of torture that 
human ingenuity could invent. These, combined 
with the millions upon millions that hbve been 
slain in. Christian wars, the number who bave’lost 
their lives under the mfluence of I his religion has 
been estimated from ~~,OOO,OOO to ~~O,OOO,OOO human ’ 
beings-ten times as many as have been elain by all 
the other religions of the eart’h combined. So while 
you and others imagine C2rristianit.y to bc the most 
beneficent religion in the wcdld, it has been by far 
the most persecuting, relentless, and bloody. 

Even within the last hundred years the church has 
shown her persecuting hand not only in Europe but 
in these United States of America. Tf the s&fold, 
the stake, and the torture machines. with the increns- 
ing good sense and intelligrnce of mankind have 
been cast aside, trtith cornyells the confsdrion 11::tt 
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trials and imprisonments, social ostracism and sun- 
dry annoyances have still persistently been visited 
upon the heretic. I will mention a few of the cases 
that are historical, the accounts of which have been 
handed down to us. 

. 

On July 18, 1’793, a nhr. Cook, a baker in Cam- 
bridge, England, was imprisoned for having, three 
and a half years previously, said that he wished “the 
churches were pulled down to mend the roads with.” 

On July 13, 1793, a Mr. Grimwood, an eminent 
manufacturer was indicted for having in his posses- 
sion a copy of “ Paine’s 66 Age of Reason,” but be- 
ing a wealthy man and able to employ shrewd law- 
yers, they found a flaw in the indictment, and it was 
set aside. 

Two days after at Chelmsford, Christopher Payn, 
honkseller, was charged before the quarter sessions 
with having sold a copy of one of Thomas Paine’s 
pamphlets, but he got clear from a defect in the 
indictment. 

.At Knutsford and elsewhrre several arrests and 
convictions were made for selling Paine’s works. 
’ At Nottingham, Aug. 1, Mr. Hall, printer of the 
Nt wark BkraM was convicted and punished for sel- 
ling Paine’s “Address to 1 he Addresserr,.” 

In the same month at Taunton, Messrs. Robinson, 
eminent publishers were sentenced to a fine of SlOO 
for one of the firm and .X50 each for the three others 
for selling the “ Ri hts of Man.” 

A young man it? Sutton was imprisoned a year 
besides a fine of 220 for avowing himself a believes 
in the doctrines of Paine. 

George Eden for a similar offense was imprisoned 
six mont.bs and fined. _ / 

Messrs. Peart & B&her, booksellers at Warwick, 
were sentenced to prison each for three months for 
selling Paine’s “ Rights of Man.” 

On August 30, Thomas Muir, of Hunterahill, was 
sentenced to fourteen years transportation for 
recommending the works of Paine to be read. 

simply 

On September 13, Mr. Palmer, an educated gen- 
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tleman, for a similar offense was sentenced to trana- 
portatlon for seven years, 

A Nr. Phelps, bookseller of Leicester; was impris- 
oned seven months for selling some of Paine’s 
works. 

On November 11, Daniel Holt, for publishing 
Paine’s address was sent to prison for two years. 

In December three indictments were preferred 
against a Mr. Spencer for selling the 6c Rights of 
Nan.” 

For several years a persistent persecution by tines 
and imprisonment was kept up against various per- 
sons, iu various places, for selling Paine’s works. 

In Bolton the town crier was sent around with a 
bell calling upon all persons who had any copies of 
the writings of Thomas Paine to bring them to the 
borough-reeve to be burnt! on pain of imprisonment 
if the order was not oomphed with. 

This kind of persecmion was continued from year 
to year. In 1812 J. D. Eaton, bookseller, was sen- 
tenced to prison in London by Lord Ellenborough 
for selling “ The Third Part of Paine’s Age of Rea- 
son.” Shelley one of the brightest minds that Esg- 
land ever produced, felt so strongly that the ‘free- . 
dom of speech and freedom of the press had been 
outraged by this unjust sentence tbat be wrote a let- 
ter to Lord Ellenborough upon the subject. It had 
the ring of a true lover of liberty and I take lleas- 
ure in reproducing the letter in t.his issue of my 
paper. I ask you to read it. 

In 1827, ex-Rev. Robert Taylor, a man of great 
learning, for becoming a Freethinker and disavowing 
his former belief at Guildhall, was indicted, tried, 
and sentenced to prison fo\a year. In 1831 he was 
again arrested on a charge of blasphemy, was con- 
victed, and sentenced to two more years of imprison- 
ment. 
a 11 1819 Richard Carlile, publisher and lecturer, 

in London, was indicted by a Christian court no less 
than six times for heresy and blasphemy. He 
was easily convicted, and was sentenced to imprison- 
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ment and a fine of 21,500 ($'i',600). While he was 
serving out his term, prosecution was alao commenced 
against his wife, wno was endeavoring to continne 
his business, and the Ckristian authorities seized 
upon the place, carried off Carlile’s goods, and en- 
tirely broke up the business. After this the wife 
was sentenced to two years iq a most comfort- 
leas cell. Upon the imprisonment of Carlile aud 
his wife, his sister,was brave enough to attempt to 
sell some of his books, but she also was arrested aud 
uentenced to prison and fined &EsOO ($2,500). After 
this a Mr. Wright and seventeen others raised some 
funds with a view of continuing Carlile’s publishing 
business, but in the name of the religion of Jesus 
they were arrested and sent to prison *for terms 
varying from six months to three years, wrth fines in 
addition. The imprisoment of Carlile’and his wife 
and sister was rendered as unpleasant as possible by 
their Christian persecutors, and they were treated 
with far greater indignities than any of the felons 
confined for robbery or murder. When it was nec- 
essary for them to be taken out into the yard, they 
were led with ropes, like wild beasts. But this 
cruel persecution did not stifle Carlile’s doctrines nor 
change his belief. After his imprisonment was over 
he sold far more books than ever before. But the 
enmity of the church was not lessened towards him, 
and in 1834 and '35 he was again imprisoned ten 
months for not paying church rates. 

Among those nowliving who have been imprisoned 
in Eoglaud for heretical opinions, is IGeorge Jacob 
Holyoake, a most gentlemanly and worthy man. In 
1841, when he was less than twenty-five years of 
age, while engaged in lecturing upoh co-operation, 
etc., a direct question was put to him as to his reli& 
ious belief, which he answered with honest dire& 
mess, but for this he was prosecuted and sentenced 
by Justice Erskine to six months’ .imprisonment as 
an encouragement for his truthfulness and candor. 
But he has lived to win the respect and admiration 
of large numbers of the best people of England. 
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The latest case was the conviction and sentence of 
Edward Truelove, publisher and bookseller, nearly 
seventy years of age, who, in the city of London, 
within a year, was prosecuted by the prototype of 
your Society, the “ London Society for the Suppres- 
sion of Vice,” for selling a useful little work by the 
late Hon. Robert Dale Owen, of our own country, 
called “ Moral Physiology.” For this offense-or 
really no offense at all-the excellent old man was 
sent to prison for four months. His term expired 
a few months ago. 

Mr. Charles Bradlaugh and Mrs. Annie Besant 
have been bitterly prosecuted by the same “ Vice 
Society ” for publishing and selling a small work 
written by Charles Knowlton, M.D., of Ashfield, 
Mass. They were convicted and sentenced to six 
months’ imprisonment and a fine of SZOO. They, 
however, succeeded in obtaining a new hearing in a 
higher court, when, after much trouble, the in- 
dictment was declared defective, and they have . 
escaped the ignominy and incmvenience of going to 
prison. 

In this couritry, after passing over the persecution 
of the Salem witches, the Quakers-one of whom, 
Mary Dryer, was hung on Boston Common-and 
the Universalists, etc., etc., we come down to the 
persecution of Freethinkers. Abner Kneeland, a 
very upright man, was in 1833 arrested and prose- 
cuted in the city of Boston because his belief in the 
nature of the Deity did not comport with the secta- ’ 
rian views of his persecutors, and he was sentenced 
to prison for sixty days. 

Charles Knowlton, M.D., of Franklin Co., Massa- 
chusetts, a skilled physician and a Freethinker, 
author of (‘The Elements of Materialism ” and a 
small medical work, alluded to above, called “The 
Fruits of Philosophy,” was prosecuted and annoyed 
several times, but the jury were sensible enough not 
to find a verdict against him. 

After this no persoq was sent to prison for opin- 
ion’s sake until we oome to the operations of your 
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Society, which seems to be endeavoring to revive the 
old spirit of persecut,ion towards unbelievers ; but 
now you are doing the business under the pretext of 
suppressing obscenity, because you have succeeded . 
in obtaining the enactment of laws making thst a 
crime punishable with imprisonment and fine. 

I do not by any means object to the punishment 
of obscenity, if it is honestly done ; but when the 
charge is only a pretext, and gotten up only to pun- 
ish and persecute unbelievers not guilty of obscenity, 
the injustice is most reprehensible. The animus 
that actuates you and your Society can be easily 
understood when it is rememered that a year ago you 
publicly announced that Freethought publicatjons 
wo.uld soon “ be stamped out.” 

Let me assure you that any persecution that you 
may be able to bring to bear upon the Freethinking 
or Liberal element in this country will not avail to 
suppress it. Too many thousands of earnest people 
are imbued with honest convictions to be crushed 
by prosecution, fine, and imprisonments. It is hardly 
worth while for you to attempt it, for you must 
understand that by persecution you only spread that 
which you attempt to crush. Thus it has ever been 
and ever will be. You must of course remember 
that trite axiom, “The blood of the martyrs is the 
seed of the church.” The more persecution, the 
more attention will be called to the opinions at- 
tempted to be suppressed. This is inevitable. Any 
book you attempt to suppress you only advertise and 
make it sell the faster. 

There is a love of liberty inherent in the Ameri- 
can heart which must make freedom of thought, 
freedom of speech, and freedom of the press, ever 
dear to the people. And though you succeed in 
crushing any particular line of belief for a while, i+ 
will surely?evive again with more vigor than ever. 

A man of your judgment and discretion should be 
able to see that persecution arid oppression are not the 
means to combat an honest error of opinion and that 
they cannot redound to the honor of the’ oppressor. 

. 
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You should understand, alao,‘that what is now being 
done by your Society-oppressing and crushing 
honest thought and opinions-inust become items of 
history, and will not only become familiar to those 
now on the stage of action, but to those also who 
come after UB. May reason and justice guide you 
in your conduct towards those who cannot think as 
you do. 

In conclusion let me briefly recapitulate and sum 
up. I have grown to be an old man. I have main- 
tained through life a good reputation. I have not- 
intended ‘to wrong any one, and hope I have done 
far more good than harm to my fellow-men. I 
have committed no crime in the offense with which 
I am charged. I have not been guilty of obscenity. _ 
1 have only exercised the rights of an American 
citizen. Your Society uses falsehood, decoy, and 
misrepresentation to accomplish arrests and pros- 
ecutions. It takes especial pains to oppress those of 
heterodox views, without other sufficient cause. You 
have yourself positively violated the law under 
which you caused me to be indicted, while my 
violation is only a constructive one, by calling ob- 
scene that which is not obscene, as thousands will 
testify. \ 

My record through life has been good, while hun- 
dreds of your own clergy and prominent church 
members have made bad records and st.ill have not 
been punished. The right of one class to punish an- 
other for opinion’s sake is a very questionable one. 
The law under which I am prosecuted is of very 
doubtful constitutionality, to say the least. Perse- 
cution of myself for my opinions will not do you, 
your Society, nor your cause any good. Thia Gov- 
ernment should protect every man in the enjoyment 
of his honest opinions. There are many worthy 
men-scientists, scholars, and thinkers-both in thie 
country and in Europe, who hold anti-theological 
views similar to my own. I have mearit no harm, 
have done no harm, and do not deserve punishment. 

.Under all these considerations I can only hope 
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that I may have a fair, honest trial, and that a ju 
OF my peers will not come to the conclusion that 7 
ought to be deprived of ‘my liberty, or be stripped of 
my scanty effects. 

(‘( But truth shall conquer at the last, 
For round and round we run; 

And ever the right comes uppermost, 
And ever is justice done.” 

I am very sincerely yours, 
D. IN. BENNETT, 

1. A&o fide, Maroh.1, 18’19. 
141 Eighth St. 

. . .-. 



I A Circular Letter. . 

To TRE EDITORE, PUBLISHERQ, AND THJXKERS OF THE 
UNITED STATES, Gentlemen: 

. 
A jury were constrained to render a verdict.agsinst 

me on the 21st ult., in the Circuit Court of the United 
States of this District, under a charge and certain rulings 
of Judge Charles L. Benedict, which, in my view, deeply 
concerns the world of thought, and the freedom of the press, 
of speech, and of literature. The indictment was ‘for 
mailing a copy of a pamphlet called “Cupid’s Yokes,” 
written and published by E. H. Heywood, of Princeton, 
iaso., which had been sent to Anthony Cometock at @an- 
villa, N. Y., under one of his decoy names, in the usual 
course of my book trade. 

The charge in the indictment was that the book was 

I‘ obscene,” under the Utiited States postal law on that sub- 
ject, which Mr. Comstock caused to be psesed in 1873. I 
defended on the ground that the law is unconstitutional. 
and also that the book is not obscene even under the word- 
ing and fair application of that statute. 

h 

1. To show this, my counsel offered to prove by forty or 
more expert witnesses, editors and literary men-and book- 
sellers of great experience and established reputation, that 
this work, for mailing the w7wZe of which’1 was indicted, 
was not of “ an obscene or indecent qharacter,” but a social 
polemic, and would not be clarvlsd as au obscene work in 
the trade or in literature or in the general use. The Judge 

at once excluded all such evidence. 
2. My counsel then offered to prove, by experts of great 

knowledge and experience in the ue.e of wordeand language, 
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the true meaning of the words “ obscene ” and “ indecent,” 
and that they did not apply to this little work. The Judge 
ruled out all evidence of this kind. / 

3. I then, by my counsel, asked to have the whole 
pamphlet, consisting of only twenty-three pages, read in 
evidence to the jury, so that they could see from the whole 
of it whether it was fairly classed as an obscene book or 
not. The prosecuting attorney then for the first time said 
that he would only rely upon certain passages which he ’ 
would rdark. Thereupon the Court ruled that not the whole 
book but only those passages should be read to the jury. 
The Court then excluded all of the book except the twenty- 

two short and isolated passages then pointe& out by the 
prosecutor, and which were largely notes quoted from Plu- 
tirch and otherstandard authors. 

4. My counsel then, in summing up, began to compare \ 
those twenty two passages with similar ones in the common 

. literature of the language, SQ as to show that neither in ex- 
pression nor thought could they be classed as obscene, and 
that if they were so classed near!y every library, periodical, 
and newspaper in the land must also be condemed, from the 
Bible down to the New York H&rald. The counsel was ’ 
stopped by the Court, and all right of comparison was ex- 
cluded and forbidden. 

6. My counael then proceeded to read the portions of the 
book in question which, in his view, helped to explain the 

passages objected to and make them innocent, if they were - 
not so in themselves. The Court limited counsel in so 
doing to such context as n’t deemed proper for that purpose. 

For instance, the Court stopped the counsel and refused to 
allow him to read the concluding page of the pamphlet, 
which determines its scope and tendency, and which, ia my 
view, renders perfectly harmless the isolated passages and 
notes objected to. 

6. This being a orinz~?ucl case, I claimed that the. jury 
were “the judges of the law and fact” nuder the statute, 
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t.~d qnourd ‘2etertnics and apply the definition and pur- 
pose of its words. Th hurt held that the jury must t&e 
the law and “ test dellnit~.~ns” only from the Court, and 
stopped counsel in his efforts 10 show the jury what the true 
meaning and purpose of the wolcls of the statute were. 

7. After these rulings the charge of the Court ‘wns, in 
manner, effect, and influence, an authoritative dire&on to 
the ju;y to bring in a verdict of guilty. It msgnifled the 
evil and extent of obscenity (of which t&ere is very little), 
extolled the importance, necessity, and constitutionality of 
the law, and gave “test definitions,” which the Court said it 
had used in previous cases, and which, at the rquest of the 
foreman of the jury, was sent in to them. This to me aston. 
ishing definition, therefore, took the place of the )tstute, 
which was not before the jury, and of course compelled con- 
viction, as it Bud done, I am informed, in every prerioue 
case of the kind before that Judge. This “ test” reads as 
follows : 

(‘ The TEST of OB&ENltTY is, whether tB c 
TENDENCY of the matter is to deprave and 
corrupt the morals of those whose minds are 
open t* such intluences, and into whose handr 
a publication of this sort MAY fall.” 

‘(LEWD means having a TENDENCY to 
excite lustful thougbta.” 

“ Passages are PNDECENT within the m&an- 
ing of the statute if they contain obscenity, 
that is to say, matter having TEAT FORM 
of indecency which is CALCULATED to pro- 
mote the general corruption of morals.99 

Under this charge and test, delivered in the most authori- 
tative manner, the jury doubtless felt that they had no _ 
choice but to apDrove the marked passages as blamelens in 
the point of conventional morality, in whosdoever hands they 
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they did the latter, What may not be corruptive to minds 
sufficiently corruptable? One of the jurymen held out alI 
night, from 4 o’clock P. lob. until ‘7 o’clock the next morning, 
as a protest against this test, which, as he said, would con- 
demn nearly every library and newspaper in the land, in- 
cluding his own. 

There certainly are few books and papers of a religious, 
polemic, literary, artistic, scientific, radical, or reformatory 
character, in which some isolaled passages, or pictures, quo- 
tations, or advertisements may not be found that a jury suf- 
ficiently ignorant or bigoted may not deem, or be made to 
believe, to hav a tendency to corrupt lti pnorals of llioss opn 
to su.ch in&em, and into whose hands the publication nzgy 
fall. The Bible would be the first book to be condemned 
under this tesl, as Mr. Parker Pdlsbury has plainly shown , 
in his pamphlet, comparing passages from it to those ob- 
jested to in “ Cupid’s Yokes.” Our general literature, past 
and present, would fare no better, as would have been shown 
in this trial bad the Court permitted. 

A CIRGULAR LETTER. 

It is plain that Mr. Cornstocks society, and similar socie- 
ties now being formed througbout the land, armed with thus 
test, and under such rulings, have a censorship over the 
press and the mails of the most insidious and dangerous 
character, and which they may enforce against almost any 
editor and publisher and author at will. What liberty 
there is left in literature is largely the result of their for- . . 
bearance, or the refusal of prosecuting oflicers to listen to 
them. Mr. Lant, Mr. Heywood, and myself, all editors of 
Liberal newspapers, have been.attscked under this law, evi- 
dently, and I may say aeowedZ2;, for the parpose of destrcy- 
ing our pepera. This I ofPered to prove, and could have 
proved on this trial, to have been the object of this prosecu- 
tion, but the Court would not permit it to be done. 

The danger is none the less common because it is my ox 
which is being gored now. On social, moral, and even the- 
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ologica! subjects, the “ freedom of philosophising ” in our 
s )-called “ free ” America, is no greater than it was with 
Socrates at Athena, Galileo in Italy, with Vdnini in France, 
with Servetus at Geneva, or Shelley in England. The pre- 
text in every act of persecution has always been in sub-- 
stance the repetition of Lbe charge against Socrates, “ that 
he was introducing new zods, and depraving and corrupting 
the morals of youth.” Upon these pretexts, juries seldom . 
have fimness and intelliqeuce enough not to render the re- 
quired verdict of “guilty,” for they do not know what lib- 
erty of thought means or requires, and the Court always as- 
sures them, as did Judge Benedict in substance, and with 
fine irony in this case, “ that prosecutions of this character 
have nothing to do with the freedom of the press.” 

Let me say on this point that my only object in selling 
this pamphlet was to vindicate the liberty of thought, and of 
the prees, and of the mails. I have always announced that 
I did not approve of it, but as long as Mr. Heywood did, I 
declared that he had the right to mail it as a part of his right 

to publish it, and as a necessary part of the freedom of the 
press. 

The reception which the opponents of this pamphlet have l 

given it, is in my view the most mistaken poesible. They 
have not tried to answer it at all, but have resorted to the 
brute force of legal persecution, under a false pretext of 
obscenity. This course has had the effect to increase its cir- 
culation from a few hundred to about thirty thousand. I 
do not know of any good and short answer to this pamphlet 
in print, but I would gladly print and circulate any such 
answer if the opponents of the views presented will furnish 
me with it. The object of the pamphlet is to show that a , 
freer love between the sexes, controlled by self-government 

,. and an enlightened conscience, is desirable, and that our 
marriage laws and customs should be amended or abolished 

‘.i in the interest of a higher morality and purity, which this 

~;; author thinks will be one day realizsd. A (Tiuietizn phi- 
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laurhropist, a Baptist clergyman of Boston, A. few years ace, 
gqve us a very able little book (published by Campbell 
6t Co.) in favor of polygamy. Rsv. J. I-1. Noyes, of the 
Oueida Community, has for years circulated his pamphlets, 
advocating community marriage, or coinogamy. Now let 
those who are in favor of monogamy as it exists under our 
present marriage laws, sustain it against these assailants by 
facts, reason, and fair arguments, and not resort to Mr. 
CLmstock’s inquisition under the pretext of *‘ obscenity,” 
which, if it xeally exist, they thereby circulate a thousand 
fold. I promise, and shall be glad to publishand circulate 
any concise work in favor of legal monogamy that may be 
furnished me, provided it is as able and as free from obsceu- 
ity as the works I have referred to. 

That thiz pamphlet in question is not in any fair sense 
“ obscene ” will be apparent upon its examination. It does 
not belong to that class of works at all, but is a reformatory 
social polemic aiming, in the author’s view, at a. higher 
plane of morality. Few approve of its conclusions, but 
that it is not amenable to the “ obscene law” has been 
attested by the thousands who have read it, including Hon. 
Charles Deveus, the present Attorney-General of the United 
States, Hon. Elizur Wright, and over one thousand others 
who have with him signed or indorsed a defiance of prose- 
cution on its account, and many others. The witnesses 
who appeared in court to testify to the same effect were 
some of our best citizens, well-known in the trade and in 
literature. When there is such an intelligent opinion to the 
contrary a prosecution on this ground seems to me ridicu- 
lous. In a case of real obscenity there is no such difference 
of opinion, and no real opposition. 

In conclusion, what I ask of the Press and Trade and 
every Thinker is to do what each can to protect their own 
rights and liberties which have been assailed in perhapa 
their humblest member. To accomplish this it seems to me 
evident 
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(1.) That the laws and practices of the courts must be 
chenged by Congress so that the seven instances of injustice 
I have enumerated above may never be repeated again 
even under this United States law. 

(2.) That the power of arrest and prcsecution for obscen- 
ity under any laws should be withdrawn from amateur 
criminal societies, formed and supported by clerical and sec- 
ta~ien influences, and be left to offlcers impartially responsi- 
ble to the people as in other criminal cases. 

(3.) That the bringing of these prosecutions in fbe United 
States Cnuts by means of decoy, when they,conld be better 
and more fairly brought in the Sta;le courts is s perversion of 
the purp3nea cf the National Qsve rnment and its criminal 
juriediclion in order to get “ the victims ” of this society 
under a ‘(teat ” where their conviction is certain and the 
penalty may be tin years in the state prison and five thou 
sand dollars dne. . 

(4.) That these U. S. Postal Laws though declared consti- 
tutional by a d&urn of the U. 8. Supreme Court in a case 
in which the matter was not argued, are not really constitu- 
tional, and inevitably place the Press and the Trade under 
an espionage and censorship which can never be tolerated 
after it is really understood. 

I believe that if you will examine into this subject you 
will come to these conclusions, and will I hope explain 
them c ffectively before Congress and the people 80 that the 
law that permits these ourrages may be repealed or modified. 
It is for that end only that I have sold this pamphlet, auf- 
fered this prosecution, and been advertised as a “Free- 
lover,” and “obscenist ” from one end of the country to the 
other f&t@. Oncthe trial the only thing I was allowed to 
prove was that my’zharacter as a citizen, businese man, and 
practical monogamist was A No. 1.’ Indeed, the prosecu- 

tor admitted that. 
I have sacrlded much in my reputation and in my means 



Ic,?, . A CIRCULAR LETTER 
‘ 

II) make this fight, for it seemed to fall upon me tb melie it 
but I pray you not to let me make it without your reaso::x- 

,’ ble aid and approval. 
D. M. BENNETT, , 

Editor of THE TRUTH SEEKER, Publisher and Bookseller. 

141 Eighth at., New Yorlr, April 2, 1379. 

Letter from the Attorney-General. 
DEPARTMENT OF JCSTICE, 

WASHIX~TO~, JJIL 13, 1879. > 
Elizur TVtQht, Eqq., Boston, Baas., &r : I lxav received 

your letter of lhe l&n inst. 
. Any prosecution agGnst Mr. Bennett in New York for 

selling the book nublishPd by Mr. Heywood must be a pro- 
ceeding under the state law with which the United States 
authorities hav no connection. 

With regard to Mr. Heywood’s case, the action of the 
President, as well as my own, has been misinterpreted if it 
is supposed that any approbation wax given to the publi- 
cation of the book. The evidence in the ca8e was that Mr. 
Heywood’s health had suffered severely by his imprlson- 
ment, and that the gravest consequences were to be appre- 
hended if it continued. He bad already been in jail six 
months. In regard to the book itself, while it seems to me 
a publicstion not desirable to be made, I am aware that 
there may be much difference of opinion upon tbe subject, 
and do not confound it with those obscene publications the 
effect and object of which is to excite the imagination and 
infiame the paseions. Very respectfully, 

CEAE. DEVERS, Attorney-General. 
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AGAIN IN THE INQUISITION. 

[Iprcmz !Z& TvutA 8eekm of June 7, 1879.] 

On Saturday, May 31~4 at 11 A. M., according to 
the time previously appointed, we appeared at the 
U. S. Circuit Court rooms to hear tho decision of 
Judges Blatchford, Benedict, and Choate as to grant- 

* ing us a new trial upon the points an.1 exception6 
argued by our attorney sixtcell days earlier. Many 
of our friends who felt a lively interest in what this 
decision would be were present; and as the three 
judges marcbel solemnly in and seated themselves, 
if not on their thrones or the “ bench,” at least in 
luxurious chairs, doubtlees many felt the awfulness 
and augustness of the power in the preuence of 
which they had thus been brought. Perhaps some 
of them had hardly ever before been in the pres- 
ence of such an amount of legal lore and judicial au- 
thority and dignity. 

Judge Samuel Blatchford has been esteemed as a 
very fair and honorable judge, and many indulged 
strong hopes that his respect for personal liberty 
and his love of justice would prompt him to be just 
in this case, and disagree with the very unfair and 
tyrannical rulings and charge of Judge I Benedict, 
and thus allow us a new trial, or at least to differ on 
some points-for which there was ample room-so 
as to allow the case to go up to the Supreme Court 
of the United !States,for the simple article of justice, 
often so hard to be found in the.lower courts. But 

l 
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those who hoped*for this indulged their expectations 
in vain, as did those who indulged in the hope that 
Judge Choate would rise to a due consideration of 
the magnitude of the case, and at least interpose a 
word to save an old man from being- ignominiously 
sent to prison for exercising the simple right of-an 
American citizen in depositing a harmless pamphlet 
in the public mail. But those who looked for some- 
thing of this kind from Judge Choate had more 
faith and hope than we had, for in his pinched-up, 
dyspeptic-looking physique we had failed to see the 
magnanimous jurist, the intrepid dispenser of jus- 
tioe. He had not a,word to say in protest of the 
grim farce that was being enacted, whereby a citi- 
zen was being deprived of his liberty and his dear- 
est rights. 

From Judge Benedict nothing was hoped nor ex- 
pected, and nobody was disappointed. He, as a mat- 
ter of course, adhered to his own monstrous rulings, 
and he fuIIy sustained the reputation that in the 
minds of many he has established-that since the 
time of George Jefferies a more infamous judge has 
not occupied a judicial position. With the stolid 
doggedness and cruelty of a bigot, with the relent- 
lessness of a tyrant, with coarse sensuality-if not 
animality-and love of self strongly marked in every 
lineament of the face and in every movement of the 
body, nothing was to be expected of this intolerant 
Calvinist, this deter-mined bigot, but that he would 
uny~ldingly adhere to the narrow and unfair rul- 
ings and test which he had established as a prece- 

dent. 
Those who had indulged a faint hope that the 

Gee judges would at least do so much as to divide 
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in their opinions, and thus let the case go up to the 
court of last resort, had not takeninto full considera- 
tion the facts of the case and status’ of the judges. 
Judge Benedict for six years has been sending pea- 
ple to prison on the decoy system aud perjured testi- 
mony of Anthony Comstock aud his own narrow 
definition and test of obscenity, and in this appeal 
he was virtually on trial himeelf. Judges Blatoh- 
ford and Choate, brother Calvinists and equally 
susceptible to the influence and pressure of the 
clergy ar:d the church, which in this case were care- 
fully kept back of the scenes, were of course not 
oblivious to thia fact, and very naturally wished to 
do what they could te save him, and they did. The 
di*position that profes;ionala feel to stand by each 
other in cases akin to this is well known. In cases 
of malpractice a physician hardly wishes to condemn 
a brother. It is the same with clergymen, the 
same with lawyers, the same with artists, artisans, 
and craftsmen generally. There is .even a brother- 
hood among thieves, and they will fight, and 
sometimes lay down their lives, for one another. 

Judge Blatchford delivered the opinion of the - 
court. IIe said that, in the case of the United States 
ag;iost D. M. Bennett, on application ou exceptions 
for a new trial, upon duly looking into’ the matter, 
they hat1 unanimously come to the conclusion to 
deny the petition. The rendition of the opinion 
wa3 very brief. He had written out at lengih an 
opinion upon the subject but deemed it not necessary 
to’ rend it. It will go upon the records of the court 
in this care. We have been to the expense of hav- 
ing it copied. It is too long to introduce here, but 
we give it in the accuuut of our Trial, which COW 
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tains all the proceedinge in. the case subsequent to 
the trial. 

As soon as Judge Blatohford had rendered his 
opinion, District-Attorney Fiero requested that we 
at once be remanded for sentence. Our attorney; 
Mr. Wakemau, moved that a future day be set for 
the sentence to be pronounced. After Borne sparring 
between. counsel and the judges, the time for the 
eentence to be delivered was set for Thursday, the 
6th inst, at 10 A.X. The question then arose as tc 
“the b$nd undnr which we are held, whethi r it was 
sufficient to hold us until the sentence is pronounced, 
or whether we would have to go to jail and await, 
the Fentcncc. By producing the bond, and its being . 
read by the judges, it was decided to be sufficient, 
and that we could be free till Thursday moruing. 
We shall then be sentenced, but how severe it will 
be is a matter of colljecture. But taking into con- 
sideration Judge B,ncdict’s past sentences and the 
errmi! y of the clergy, the Young Men’s Chriatian 
Aqsooiation, and the church generally towardtl THE 

TXJTH SEEKER and its editor, a light, merciful 
seutence need nut be expected. The spectacle will 
probably be witnessed of a man of three-score years, 
who has committed no wrong either against the 
fitate or his fellow-ma!:, being sent to prison with 
thieves and pickp: ckcta. 

An effort will be made by our attorney to get the 
ca4before the Supreme Court of the United S’ates, 
but probably with no success. The Supreme Court 
di:es not sit again till October, and thrre is no prob- 
ability that Judge Benedict will allow UN to be at 
large on bn’l until that court sits. He undoub!edfy 
would rnlhcr t nj:‘y Ihc f xquisite 1111 nwrc elf s nteric- 
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ing TIY to a term of imprisonment at hard labor for 
exer&ing the right of an American freeman. Even 
if tbe case can be carried to the U. S. Supreme 
Court it cannot reasonably be expected that the 
decision here will be materially changed Every . 
judge on the Supreme Bettch is said to be an ortho- 
dox Christian, and to expect they will reverse the 
rulings of their Christian brethren here, or that they 
will be just toward3 an obnoxious, outspoken 
Infidc 1, is nearly as unrea<ouable as to suppose a 
pack of hungry wolves could be merciful to a hap- 
less lamb tbat might fali into their power. As a 
court of last resort it is of little value when’ the 
rightr and liberty of a heretic are at stake. The 
lle’ople of the land is the only court to which we can 
look with any hope of ulti:nate success. The Ameri- 
cau people have an iubereut love of liberty and fair 
play, and when they become informed of the unjust, 
unconstitntionaE character of the law under which 
we are arrested aud the uufairness shown us upon 
our trial, we believe they will largely and.loudly 
protest against the injustice and wrong, and e.pe- 
cially demand that the monstrous law under. w1Gc.h 
we have been arrested and convicted be repealed. 
Every honest, liberty-loving man in tbe country 
ought to insist, unfalteringly, tbat that obnoxious 
law be removed from the statute books of the 
nation. 
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What I Have ‘to Say why Sentence Should 
Not be Passed upon Me. 

[Mr. Bennett prepared the following statement, 
ttnd requested that be might be permitted to read it 
in court previous to being sentenced; but he was not 
allowed to do so.] 

An aggravated wrong ha8 been done me, in the 
forms of law, in my arrest and conviction in one of 
the highest district courts of my coantry. I have 
been arraigned here as a gross criminal and charged . 
with an offense sufficient to send me to prison, at 
hard labor, with fel,Jns and law-breakers of various 
kinds. I have, in the sixty years that I have lived, 
striven to lead a good life, ti be loyal and faithful to 
my government, and to do no wrong to my fellow- 
men. I feel confident that the charge upon u&h I 
have been convicted i3 no offense what, ver. Every 
person in the country has a perfect right to dr po:it 
in the mail a copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes ” if he wishes 
to. There is nothing in it that can possibly damage 
the mails or do the slightest harm to any person who 
may take it from the mails. PI obably One hundred 
thousand people have read the pamphlet, and thtro 
is no account or cl)mplaint that a single person has 
in the slightest dtgroe been injured by it. The 
greater part of those who have read it,-though they 
may not indorse the docfrines of the author or h s 
m’lnner of presenting his arguments, give him credit 
for honesty ind sinoerit~, and pronounce the work 
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uot otscene. That is the position I occupy. ‘I do 
not indorse the pamphlet, and believe the author to 
be mistaken ; but a man has a right to be Fistaken, 
in this country, and to defend an absurdity, and ’ 
even an error.’ There is no law preventing a man’s 
advocating an immorality if he does it in proper lan- 
gua.ge. 

I fully believe that the statute under which I am . 
convicttd is wholly unwarraul.ed by the Constitution 
of the United Sts’es, which confers upon Congress 
no power to establish a censorship of the mails or 
an espi:,imgo over them. It is a new thing for the 
govcrnmcjnt to undertake to regulate the morals and 
opinions of the people, and to say what books they 
may read, or \r, hat, quality of literature they may 
scud through the mails. It is a new thing in this 
country for the txpy system to be established in our 
post-oilices and fur every postmaster and c&k lo bc- 
come a ceusur of the preBp, empowered to opeu and 
look at t!le mor:A quality of- the people’s mail, after 
the Hame has bctn stamped as the law demands, and 
then decide whether it is of the right moral grade to 
be fot warded. This is the very nature of the statute 
the passage of which was procured by Cornstock, . 
and u:lder which I have been arrested and crlnvicted. 
I am t atisfied that huu’ilretls of parc:& that I have 
depasited in the ma 1 in this city, though duly and 
legally Ptsmpcd, have bt en stoppcd.‘In endeavoring 
to find out somoLhiug about it, I wei.t to several of 

tht! officials of our post~oficc to see what I could 

learn. I arked As-i-taut Pc;s!master .Pierbou if 
Authony Comxtock load a right. to enter the post- 
offke and examine the outgoing m:iil and throw out 

suoh 1~arci.l-i as he t‘aw fit. Mr. Pier on replied in 



r 

262 TRIAL OF D. M. BENNETT 

the affirmative, and. said ‘Mr. Comstock, as secret 
special agent of the postal department, had the riglit, 
any time he chose, to examine second and third.class 
mail.matter and throw out what he found to be not 
suitable to be forwarded. This accounted for the 
hundreds of complaints I had received from all parts 
of the country of pamphlets and books not being re- 
ceived when I kuew they had been duly stamped 
and mailed ; and since being forced to mail certain 
of my books and pamphlets outside of the city I 
have heard no complaint about their not going 
through. I am positive that my mail matter has 
been tampered with and that it hab bt,en done at the 
instance of Anthony Cornstock; and, in confirmat;on, 
J have the avowal of Mr. Pierson that Cornstock’ 
has the power to overhaul the mails if he wishes to 
do so. 

I have never been a dealer in obscrne books, and 
have never deposited one in the mail. The only ob- 
scene book I. have seen for many years was mailed 
by Anthony Comstook to a person of my acquain- 
tance, of which I possess the positive proof. That 
book, or part of a bovk, was of the most indecent 

. character, both as regards the text and the cuts. It 
was but a splall part of the stock whioh Comstock 
possesses in large quantitier, and takes special p!cas- 
ure in exhibiting to his friends, and in using to pro- 
cure such legisiatioo as the statute under which 
I am convicted. 

A few words as to the relative characters of my 

aczuser and myself may not ‘rie amiqR. The only 
thing I was allowed to prove 011 my trial WRR that 
for over forty sears I had b($rnt) 3x1 ur~blerni4~ed 

character, an 1 that, I I;n 1 been kitic,wir 3s n tru 11 t 1, 
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honorable, moral man. The prosecation admirted 
this tp be true. I have always endeavored to do 
my duty, and to wron g none of my fellow-beiu%g:a. 
13u.t what is the character of my accuser and perse- 
calor? From early life he has been known as a 
low, unprincipled person. Those who knew him as 
n boy testify to the mean, contemptible, and low ” 

‘triuk3 he wa$ gnilty of. A3 he became a youth it 
wad the Sam+ I have proof, as good, perhaps, as 
there is HI the state of Connecticut, of some of 
young Cumstock’s dirty conduct. I can prove that 
he confessed or boarted to his companions of a spe- 
cies of bestialily by holding a vile and unnatural 
commerce with a dog ! And had he, upon his own 
confession, been tried by what is cnllcd the Mosaio 
lam, as given in Leviticus xx, 15, he would havo 
been put to death; and by the laws of modern times 
he couldpe imprisoned. This W:IS but a precyser 
of Cornstock’s sul)sr,quent life. If he or any of his 
pious friends wish to take issue on this statement the 
proof oan bc: forrhcomiog. 

II:? is a man of low, vulgar character. IIis con- ’ 
vers,?tion among his intimate acquaintances is often 
coarse and low; he has often carried on his perdon 
the most vulgar and immoral pictures and books, 
and t&se he has exhibited to his frilmdu with pecul- 
iar gusto. That, he is not a man of the liurest 
mr:r,:l character can easily bc shown. ‘L:tJle t pkodcs 
11 hiu l;fr, where something like hiai>ons with the 
~posito sex are cSmCcrned, may yet he brilught to 

Zgllt. Instances of this kind, notably at G~ffulo, 
I_ X. Y., and Corry, Pa., may aL some tutare time be 

:tested to. The time for this is not now. 
Hi.4 c3rzrr tiincc he bccam:> the conservator of 111o ( 
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morals of the people ha8 been one of hypocrisy, de- 
coying, trap-set&g, inveigling, enticing to crime, 
perjury, and the grossest falsehoods, as cai be 
proved over and over again. A$ a public meeting * 
of clergymen in Boston, May 30, 1878, he waa ques- 
tic ned by .the R:v. Jesse H. Jones in this wise: ‘( 1. 
Mr. &metock, did you ever use decoy letters and 
falrie riguatureti ? 2. Did you eve? sign a woman’s 
name to such decoy lettera? 3. Did you ever try to 
make pertioua at& you fog bidden wares, and then whp ’ 
you had succeeded, use the evidence thus obtained 
to corlvict them 1” TO each of these qne&iona Com- 
stock alr+w arrd “ Yes.” Then t’le gentleman re- 
plied, ‘4 ith tirmnc.a of manne.r, lh TV he considered 
C Imatock had b,en guilty of conduct that would di,- 
gr;Lce a B )&on po!iceruan. 

This C ,m*tock is the maa who, on the 14th of 
June, 1878. with a Bum of money, hired three frail 
young womau at 262 Greene street to exhibit them- 
celetl in a perfectly nude condition before himself 
and five other men, nearly ae senaual as himself, for 
an hour .aud a quarter or more;and then dragged 
them off to prison for doing the thing he had ‘hired 
them wir.h money to do. These facts-were p;oved 
on the frial of thug rlj in Judge H. A. Gildersleeve’s 
courl, Sept.. 24th and 26th 1878, when the girls were 
di cbarped by the Judqe upon the ground of the 
direputable means that, had been employed to induce 
the conimic;ioo c$f the offense. But the arrest and 
tl,e coats cgtnnected with it cost Mzlam De FO P- 

est, who kept Ihe house, but was not present when 
thy exhibition took place, the sum of 82,600. 
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that he might be able to arrest them and caucc their 
- ruin and disgrace. There is any amount of proof of 

this that may be desired, After the villainous 
‘treatment I have received from him I feel justified 
in telling 8ome few of the facts in his vile career. 

To the deception, falsehood, and forgery the 
man employs must be added the perjury he has 
committed in securing hi8 convictions. He com- 
mitted perjury in my case, which I could have 
proved by three truthful witnes8es could I have 
been allowed to do EO. I believe he has committed 
perjury in nearly every case he has prosecuted. I 
mill have little trouble in proving perjury upon 
him in twenty of the convictions he has secured, and 
for the doing of which his pious backers and em- 
ployers have paid him for several years the fine sal- 
ary of $4,00O’per year. 

This is the man who has been able to control our 
state and national legislation and procure the pas- 
sage of statutes that are a disgrace to our civiliza- 
t’on and our time. This is the man whom the 
authorities at Washington have appointed to be a 
private detective and censor of the people’s mails. 
This is the man whom a Christian society of this 
city ha8 employed to persecute and prosecute radi- 
cals in theology, medicine, etc., who do not bow in 
allegiance to the powers and rings which set them- 
selves up as orthodox. This is the man who has 
sought me out, put me to great trouble and expense, 
and has procured my convicrion, and who has been 
able to send me to pri8on with thieves and robbers 
and felons of all kinds, while he is the petted cham- 
p’on of his pious employers. This is the man who, 
backed and sustained by Judge Benedict, a salaried 

. 
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judge of my country, who is supposed to be a minis- 
ter of justice, is able to boast, as be did at the time 
of my trial, tbat he is always sure of a conviction in 
Judge Bened;ct’s court, and that be “ always prims 
here.” When the contrast is noticed between the 
success that Comstock meets with in the United 
States courts in Pbiladelpbia, St. Louis, Chicago, 
Iodianapolis, Buffalo, and ill the state courts in this 
city, where be finds little or no success, and the 
court pre4ded over by Judge Benedict, it is easily 
eeen why he can boast of Judge Benedict’s par- 
tiality toward8 him and his cases. Yes, this is the 
man whom Judge Benedict patronizes and assists by 
rulings and charges wbicb, to say the least, are 
motit extraordinary. If Benedict sustains Comstock 
he participates in Comstock’s guilt and condemna- 
tion. If Judges Blatchford and Choate commend 
Judge Benedict’s course in sustaining Comstock, 
they must be held as partiaipatord in his culpability. 
It is indeed to be feared that the reputation accorded 
to these Judges of fairness and loyalty to liberty 
has not been as deserved as it should be. Comstock 
admitted in this room, immediatly after the jury had 
retired, that be had prosecuted me here in revenge 
for what I had said about him ; and tbat he would 
not have commenced this prosecution against me 
had I not ‘(pitched into him ” the way I had done. 
Said he, “I did it in self-defense.” Thus I am to 
be sent to prison because I was almost the first man 
to publish the truth about this contemptible human 
being. But I did not begin the contest with him. 
He was the aggressor upon me. What I have done 
bas been forced upon me by his persistent attacks 
upon me with the determination to degrade and 
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ruin me. So long as the conflict was single-handed 
and equal I was perhaps able to hold my own with 
him. Even with his friends Parson Newman, 
Joseph. Cook, the Rev. Howard Crosby, Dr. John 
Hall, the Rev. F. Courtney, Samuel Colgate, and 
Joseph Britton to aid him I was not utterly aoni- 
hilated; but when he is able to bring Judge Benedict 
and the courts, and the power of the United States 
Government, against me it is too much for me. 
With such backers of Comstock, with such heavy 
odds against me, I must yield arid go to prison. But 
it is the victory of might and not of right. Alas I 
it is a sad day for the liberties of the people and 
their institutions, when such a man as my accuser, 
aided by such a trio of judges, is able to tear a man 
from his family and business, and for committing no 
crime to degrade him, send him to prison with 
felons and abandoned characters, simply because his 
opinions do not agree with .the orthodox standard 
set, up by the church. It is an outrage which every 
lover of liberty ought to condemn. 

The cruelest and most unjust thing in my a&eat 
and conviction is the miserable pretext upon which 
it has been done. This trouble has not been brought 
upon me because it was really thought that 1 was a 
dealer in obscene literature, hut because I boldly 
advocate heterodox views, and take the liberty to do 
my own thinking, and not hire a clergyman to do it 
for me. This pretext has been disavowed, but it is 
a useless disavowal. The prosecuting attorney, in 
the outset of my trial, made the announcement that 
no attack would be made upon any theological views 
I might hold ; but the falseness of &is claim was 
shown when subsequently he several times alluded 
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to some of my heterodox writings, with the evident 
intention of prejudicing my case with. the jury, who 
were mainly members of Christian churches, the 
foreman being superintendent of a Sunday-school. 
The fact that I am editor and publisher of an lnfidel 
paper, and the publisher of books of the same char- 
acter, was not kept in the background. It. was 
because I am an opposer of the system of Christianity 
that I have baen arrested and convicted. The desire 
and infltitnce of the clergy and the Young Men’s 
Christian Association, and the Christian Vice So- 
ciety, that I should be convicted, has boen marked. 
I have been a troublesome oppouent which they 
wished to have removed. To be arsured of this 
effort on the part of my theological enemies to 
secure my conviction, attention only has to be called 
to the efforts in the Young Men’s Christian AssociB- 
tion:? work up a case against me, and the enmity of 
certain clergymen expressed towards me. For what 
else did the Rev. Joseph Cook lend his presence to 
his friend Comstock at my trial? For what else 
does.the Rev. John Hall, the Rev. F. Courtney, the 
Rev. Howard Crosby, and Parson Newman hobnob 
with 6omstock, and defend his vile conduct, and / 
speak in %he most unfriendly manner of myself? 
This Howard Crosby broke friendship with a gentle- ’ 
man of my acquaintance because that gentleman is 
a friend of mine and defc)nds the posiiion I -occupy. 
In a letter to that gentleman he has written most 
disparagingly and unfriendly respecting myself. 
For what other reason did Samuel Colgate, Presi- 
dent. of Comstock’s Vice Sooiety, and an active 
member of an’ orthodox church, lend bin aid and 

! 

influence during my trial and in opposition to mc ? 

i < ,. 
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What did it indicate when Samuel Colgz-Ae-that 
mau of unlimited pie1 y, and vaseline, and LOap, 
President of Cometouk’d Vice Society, and 11;s main 
backer and RuVtainer-on tbe 31st qf May, after, by 
the unanimous opinion of the three judges, my 
petition for a ILOW t;ial open tbxccption5 and errors 
presented by my coun~l, was denied me and a day 
set for my tentencc-what did it indionte, I *ay, that 
the bigot Colgate should visit the sneak Cor:.s:ock 
at h s ~fli~, at 160 Nassau aLlcqt, to chuckle over my 
defeat, and congratulate themsr lves that the three 
judg’s aided them in crushing the “old Infidel?” 
When Colgate emerged from the office of that p’nk 
of purity and perfection, a pleasant smile was seen 
to pervade his countenance, and he looked happier 
than he had looked for a month. He rejoiced at my 
defeat, and he meditated on the certainty of my 
going to prison with positive joy. John Calvin did 
not feel greater joy and self-complaisance when the 
edict was ennunciated that Michatl Servetus should 

s I. be burnt at the stake. The joy of Colgate 6 partici- I : ,‘I 
!; 1 pated in by the brilliant and high-salaried clergy of 
i_ ‘1 this city and thousands of their imitators all over 
i. j 

the country. There will be a general rejoicing when 
Bennett, the Infidel, is behiud the prison bars. May 
their happinese be unalloyed ! The support Qf Col- 
gate during the trial was so conspionous that the 
prosecuting attorney, E’iero, availed himself of the 
mention of It to intlueuoe the Christian jurors 
against me. His a8sertion that no objection was 
made to me on account of my religious views was 
probably as truthful as the repeated assertions by 
the Judge that the question of the freedom of the 

I 
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press was not involved in this case. It was dire&y 
involved. 

It is- hard to realize that in this land of boasted x 
free\Iom, fought for by the brave Washington, who 
did not believe the fnndamtntal doctrinea of Chris- 
tiaui:y to be true; a land whose freedom was largely 
won by the patriotic pen of Thomas Paine; the 
land whose Declaration of Independence aud whose 
glorious Constitution were mainly the work of 
‘l’l~om,s JeEerson, who was as thoroughly an nnbe- 
liever aq myself; the land presided over by John . 
Adams and Abraham Lincoln, who were also nnbe- 
lieverb! this land which, in its organic structure, 

.S. rccog:iize>l no form of religions faith; a land whose 
iuthera and founders laid it down as a fundamental 
principlq that every man and woman in the country 
rhonld ever enjoy the privilege of worshiping God 

_ according to the dictates of their own conscience-to 
u orship one hundred gods or no god at all, as they 
preferred; a land where heathens, Mohammedans, 
Christians, and believers and unbelievers of every 
grade, shall stand on a perfect equality, and each be 
as free and as fully protected by the government as 
the other-it is hard, I say, to realize that in such a 
land, within one century from the establishment. of 
its goverument, a man should be sent to an ignomin- 
ious prison because his belief doed not tally with the 
ruling. class, and because he dares to proclaim what 
hc honestly does believe. It is, indeed, a retrograde 
movement which should not be looked for in the last 
quarter of the nineteenth century. It is a departure 
from the original programme of “perfect freedom 
for all creeds, all tirms of belief,” which was the 
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boast of our country for many decade?, most sadden- 
ing to contemplate. 

That it is not obscenity in my case, and that 
“ Cupid’s Yokes ” is omly a pretext made use of to 
secure my lmprijonment, hardly need proof. It is a 
palpable fact that every library of any size in the , 
country, whether public or private, aud almost every 
dwelling, contains far more that is indecent or sala- 
cious than anything to be found in “ Cupid’s 
Yokes;” that the writings of staudard authors in 
English, German, French, aud Italian, and sold by 
every book dealer in the country, contain infinitely 
more that is objectionable than Mr. Ileywood’a little 
pamphlet. Every copy of the Jewish and Christiau 
Bible contains a hundred times more of vulgarity 
and indecency than all the copies of “Cupid’s 
Yokes ” that were ever printed. When it is under- 
stood that there are publishers in this city who 
within the last sixty days have sent out by mail a 
icientific and medical journal infinitely more objec- 
tionable and more indecent than “ Cupid’s Yokes,” 
and that this fact was brought to the knowledge.of 
the district attorney who prosecuted me with such 
vigor as to be cruel, and yet he takes no action in 
the matter, it may be regarded as an absolute fact 
that it is not obscenity that makea my Christian 
enemies so ‘incensed and vindictive towards me as to 
pursue me behiud the ltrison bars ; but because I 
have the temerity to tell unwholesome truths about ’ 
the decaying system of religion which fettors the 
minds of my fellow-countrymen, and tyrannizes over 
them at the annual cost of $200,000,000. If I paid 
a liberal price for a pew in some fashionable up-town 
church, and paid generously towards making up the 
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yearly salary of the preachrr and the fashionable 
choir; if my paper would talk about Jesus and the 
wonderful properties of his blood, and rho great im- 
portance of having faith that ‘he was sent into this 
troublesome world to suffer, to mourn, and to die 
that a small moiety of the human race might taste 
the joys of pardon, while the great bulk of the 
family of maukiud are cast into the eternal and ,un- 
quenchable fires of hell, I would be thought a11 
right by this Christiau community; and though I 
mailed, in my book trade, scores of copies of 
“ Cupid’s Yokes,” I should never be molested ; 
Cornslock would not Purdue me with venom, hypoo- 

< risy, and hate; Chancellor Crosby would not speak 

I ao vindictively of me aud show 80 ‘plainly that he 
wiehcd me behind the barA ; Joe Cook would not 
utter falsehoods about me, Samuel Colgate would 
not use his money and influence to prosecute me and 
ruin my business, and Judge Benediqt would not 
now have the pleasure nor the opportunity to con- 
sign me to a prison cell. It is perhaps a misfortuue 
that I have not the flex\ble and elastic faith which 
my Christian opponents couut so great a virtue, and 
that I cannot use the hypocrisy that many do and 
pretend to believe what I do not. In that way I 
could easily float on with the popular tide, and 
receive patronage and adnlation from those who are 

. now doing all they can to destroy my business. But 
it is not easy for all to be hypocrites. I shall avow 
my honest convictions whether it sends me to prison 
or not. 

My conscience approves me for what I have done. 
I feel an assurance that I am correct in the pusition 
I occupy. I do not regret what I have done, for I , 

L 
I 
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hart been true to my honest convictions. I havo 
been true to what I deem right and just, In the 
siucerity of my soul I believe I am a bet,ter man 
thou those who have imprisoned me with the hats 
aud venom of demons. I believe I am a better and 
truer man than Anthony ComRtock ; I ‘believe I am 
a better and truer man than his aid, Joseph Uritton; 
I beliwe I am a better and truer man than Samuel 
Colgate ; I believe I am a better and truer man 
than J~rph Cook ; I be.ieve I am a better and truer 
man than &ward Crosby ; I believe I am a better 
and truer mnn than William P. Firro, who did his 
utmost to place me to disadvantage before a Chris- 
ti: n jury; I b+ieve I am nearly as good and true ai 
Charles L. Kenedict, who was a &oat efficient prose- 
cutor in my ease. AY unenviable as my position is 
here to-day, counted among Cornstock’s. convicts, 
soon to be sent by the judge who prosecuted me to 
be numbered with imprisoned felons and to wear 
the prisou garb, I would not change places with 
either of those named, In the light of coming his- 
tory, in the just verdict of the men who will come 
after us, I would far rather be D. M. Bennett, the 
condemned heretic, than to be either of his cruel . 
Christian persecutors. 

I am not the first man, by many thousands, who 
has been sent to prison for being honest with himself 
and true to his own convictions. From the days of 
SoorateH, four hundred years before the Christian 
era, who was’deprived of his life because his views 
did not coYrespond with the’views c:f those in 
power, and on the miserable pretext that his teach- 
incs were corruptiog the morals of the young-or, 
in the language of Judge I3encdict, Gecaufie the 

. 
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u teniiency ” of hi teaohinga was to “deprave and 
oorrupt the morals of. those whose minds are open 
to eueh influences, and into whose hands ” such 
t+ohings a8 those of Socrates “ may fall “-from 
the time of that unfortunate philosopher to the 
present, bigoted intolerance has ever triumphed 
over real worth, Tyranny, power, and bigotry are 
very apt to feel great concern’ about the morals of 
their vassals and of the rising generation. This is 
oftin the pretext which thtsy use for visiting dire 
vengeauce upon those over whom they are able to . 
raise the heavy hand of oppression. It was so in the 
case of Jesus, who was put to death because his 
views ?id not suit those in authority. So it.waa 
with Bruno J so it was with Vanini ; io it was with 
Servetus ; so it, has been with thousands upon thou- 
sands who, in inquisitions more bloody but not more 
oruel or uujust than this, have reoeived their terrible 
sentence, ae I am about ts receive mine, either to 
be consigned to a dungeon, sent to the rack, the 
wheel, the scaffold, or the stake. 1 repeat, I do not 
recoil zt being numbered with that class of noble 
men. I do not blush with the crimson of shame for 
what I have done; and I count it an honor that it is 
my destiny to suffer in behalf of free thought, free 

* speech, free press, and free mails. 
I look for no mercy from this court. I aek not for 

its clemenoy. I look for it to carry out the miser- 
able farce it has thus far enacted, and to visit upon 
my defenseless head its direst vengeance and tyran- 
Goal power. My oonfidence is in the liberty-loving 
people of America, They have a strong love for 
justice and fair play. They are the u court of last 

’ mart,” to which I fervently look for the correotion 

, . 
. I 
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of the great wrong that is being done me in’ this 
court. 

I devoutly hope that the, freemen of America, 
when they see the great injustice that is being per- 
petrated uuder tbi~ vile Comstock statute, the,num- 
bers of comparatively innocent people who, with the 
oo-operation of a tyrannical, bigoted, and heartless 
judge, have under it been consigned to au unde- 
serv(,d prison, will decide that this odious law and 
it3 odious exeeu!or shall be superseded by a better 
law and a better man. May our fair-and should 
be free-country not 'lorg , be curved with such 
iniquitous laws, sna not euffer the great infliction of 
having heavy-handed and merciless judges to exe- 
cute them ! 

I’ shall endeavor .to be resigned to my fate, and 
strive to let the glorious example of the noble souls 
who have suffered in a similar way cheer me on to 
reconoiliation and hope. D. M. B. 

\ 

. 
I 



[Prom Tb Truth Reeker of June 7,1879.] 

. TEE SENTENCE. 

TH+TEEN MONTHS AT HAItD LABOX AND A FINE OB 

$3OQ. 

/The fifth inst. being the day set for sentencing the 
editor of this paper, he repaired to the court at the 
appointed time to hear his doom.. He was not disr 
appointed. At 10: 20 Judge B.nedict took his seat, 
and aeked if there was any motion before the Court. * 
District-Attorney Fiero arose and said,‘it being the 
time specially set for sentencing D. M. Bennett, he 
now moved sentence. Abram Wakeman, counsel 
for Mr. Bennett, asked that the sentence be post- 
po’ued on the ground that, as the matter was to be 
brought before the highest court of the land, and as 
it was among the possibilities, if not probabilities, _ 
that the verdict of this court would *be reversed, it 
would be an act of great in justiceshould the prisoner 
be compelled to lie in prison peuding the deci_ion of 
that tribunal. He argued that the law was uncou- , 
stitutional and was likely to be reversed, as had other 
laws of the same nature. 

In reply to Mr. Wakeman’s motion, the distriat- 
attorney said he had oarefully considered the argu- 
ments of Mr. Wakemau, and’ he could not reconcile 
it with ,his sense of duty to consur in the motion. 
He therefore pressed,his former motion for sentence. 

. 
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Judge Benedict said that as the constitutionality 
of the law had been once paseed upon by the 
Supreme Court; he was constrained to deny the 
motion of counsel, and was proceeding to pass 
sentence when Mr. Bennett asked leave in the name 
of fairness and justice to say why he should not be 
sentenced. Waving him imperiously aside, although 
Mr. Bennett repeated his demaud, he said : “You 
Lave been indioled by’a grand jury, tried by a jury, 
and fuund gailty of violating a statute of your land. 
The Court Ilas heal d the arguments of your counsel 
and given the case serious thought. The sentence 
of the Court is that you be confined, at hard labor, 
for a period of tl irteen months, and to pay a fine of 
$300. The stntence to be exeduted in the Albany 
PC nitentiary.” 

The court then adjourned. 
A large number of Mr. Bennett’s friends were in 

the room, and among them were many with moist 
eyes. After the sentence they crowded around him 
eager to shake hands with him before he was taken 
away, and assuring him of their love and sgmpatby 
and active exertions in procuring a pardon. Mr. 
Bennett was the calmest one among them. He had 
the right on his side, and with this to sustain him, 
he said, should not shrink from even prison walls. 
He had committed no crime,‘and he would a thou- 
sand times rather be in his place’ than in that of ‘his 
Christian persecutors. 

.- 

He was allowed to go, in the custody of two mar- 
shals, to the office of his attorney, to transaot some 
business, after which he was taken to Ludlow-St. 

Jtil, where he was placed in a miserable celL His 
. 
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hat meal in the prison consisted of a pieoe of bread L 
aud cup of tea. Afterwards, on agreeing to pay his 
board, he was. removed to cell 36, a darger and more -8 
oomfortable one. Here he remained seven and a 
half weeks, in pursuanceof orders from tho attorney 
general in Washington, while the President was 
considering his application for release, which, in the 

1 

latter part of July, was refused. Petitions bearing \ 
the signatures of nearly 200,000 good and true peo- 
ple were forwarded to Mr. Hayes, beiilg the largest , - 
petition ever laid before an American executive. 
But against the wishes of the ministers of the coun- 
try they were of no avail, and Mr. Bennett was 
forced to go to AlbanyPenitentiary. He was there 
placed at hard labor in the shoe shop, where at this 
date, O&. 20, 1879, he remains. He was taken to 
the penitentiary Monday, July 26,1879. 

With his incarceration the outrage on freedom of 
conscience and constitutional rights was consum- 
mated. What effect it ‘will have in the future 
remains to be seen. 

. 



THE PETITION FOR PARDON. 

phe following is’ a copy of a letter addressed to 
the President by D. M. Bennett, and of a petition 
for the latter& pardon signed by nearly two hun- 
dred thousand citiiens of the United States.] 

., . 
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To Eie Excellency, R B Huyea, Pwsddent of the 
United Stat& : 

SIR, Whereas I, D. M. Bennett, Editor of a week- 
ly newspaper palled THE TRUTH SEEKER, author of 
several ,books, and a publisher and bookseller of ” 
many yeam’ stznding in the city of New York, was 4 
o tthe Maroh term (1879) of the criminal branch of ” ’ 
the United States Circuit Court in the oity of New 
York; Judge Chailes L. Benedict, presiding, tried 
and oonvicted on a charge of depositing prohibited 
matter in the United States’mail, to wit,, a pamphlet 

, 

by E. H. Heywood, of Prinoeton, Mass., entitled 
“ Cupid’s Yokes, or the Binding Forces of Conjugal 
Life,” the same being an essay on marriage and the 
relationsof the sexes ; and on the 6th of June fol- 
Gwingwas sentenoed .by’ Judge C. L. Benedict to 
‘thirteen months’ imprisonment at hard labor and to 
-pay 8 fine ‘of $300; now, therefore, I, D. M. Bennett, 
a law-abiding oitizen of the United States, who, in 
the more than sixty years that I have lived, have en- 
deavored to live &good life, to be loyal to the Con- 
etitution, and to do noinjury to my fellow-men, beg 
leave to submit to you, the foilowing consideqtions 
why I should be pardoned: 
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1. The statute under which this arrest and convio- 
tion~were effected is in contravention of the spirit of 
American liberty, the Constitution of our country, 
and the policy which successfully governed it nearly 
one hundred years. It infringes the freedom of the 
press by establishing an espionage over, and inter- 
fering with, the ciroulatiou of printed matter in’ the 
mails.’ The Constitution ‘does not confer upon Con- 
gress the right to set up indirectly a censorship over 
the press, nor to take cognizance of the moral, polit- 
ical, or religious quality of the matter that passer 
through the mails, and does not authorize a law re- 
quiring that letters, papers, or books to be mailable 
must conform to any prescribed rule, nor to any 
st,ereo’ y ped set of opinions. The United States gov- 
ernment, until recently, has not deemed it its duty 
to take care of the literature, the opinions, and the 
morals of the people. 

2. The passage of tbis statute was originally ob- 
tained in the Forty-Second Congress, not after rea- ._ 

sonable publicity, but principally by the semi-seoret. :- 
influence of a certain theological sooiety and’ the 8x- 
hibition of indecent books and. pictures. The enact- 
ment of *the statute was not called for by any con- 
siderable number of the American people, as they b. 
had lived for a centnry’without anything-of the .’ :, 
kind. The proposed statute was not publicly dis- 
cuused, eitbev in the press of the country or on the 
floors of Congress, The millions of the people of 
America knew nothingabout such a bill being before 
Congress; it was hurriedly passed, and without de- . 

’ 3 

bate, in the expiring hours of:the .session, when some 
. ,‘.,*&I 

two hundred and sixty bills were rushed through in t:“j 
a few hour-., and several of them such bills as are -1 : 



18 FRO&¶ BEHIND THlP BABS. i 

largely thought to be no oredit to an American Con- 
gress. I believe that to this day nine-tenths of the 
people of the country either know not that such a ’ 
law is upon the slatuto books, .or are entirely igno- 
rant of its character and consequences. 

8. I have not indorsed and do not indorse the 
opin’ions of the pamphlet for which I am convioted. 
I believe the author of it is strictly honest and sin- 
cere in the expression of his convictions upon the 
subjects treated and that he has a perfect right as an 
American citizen, under the Constitution, to write 
and print and circulate his convictions by mail upon 
any sabject, and is answerable for any abuse to the 
common law of the states. But while I regard the 
pamphlet as crude and in bad taste, and as preseut- 
ing its arguments in a harsh and somewhat objec- 
tionab!e manner, I do not regard it as obscene, either 
in a general sense or even within the intent of the 
stal.ute under Jhich I was indicted. Thousands of 
American citizens, including authors, artists, editors, 
*publishers, lawy&s, physicians, and people of every 
grade of t:du+on and intelligence in the various 
walks of life, have read it, and while they may not 
indorse it, nor agree with its sentiments, Jey pro- 
nounce it not obqcene. The pamphlet is classed 
merely a8 a social polemic written in language as 
unobjectionable, in the view of the author, as he 
could employ in treating the subjects discussed. Nor 
did I sell the work secretly nor dandesti&ly as ob- 
scene books are usually ~01.1, but open!y, as I sold 
all other books i have kept in stock. I have sold it 
repeatedly to the largest publishers aud dealers in 
the country, but never to dealers in obscene litera- 
ture, who have no call nor use for it. 
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4. My accusation and arrest were induced by a 
epirit of revenge and hatred, by the decoy informer,’ 
Comstock, and is one of a long series of persecutions 
by him. Instead of bringing the case under the 
state law, as he could readily have done, for there ’ 
was no concealment, he used the United States mail 
and a needless decoy-falsehood, merely to get the 
case under a United States law and a judge where 
he boasts he never loses a case. 

6. The rulings upon the trial were such as to 
work manifest injustice. I was not allowed to pre- 
sent my case upon its merits. The testimony of au- 
thors, scholars, and expert judges of literature to 
show in what light the pamphlet was held by them, ’ 
and that they do not regard it as obscene, was ruled 
out. The testimony of publishers and book dealer+ 
to show what are the usages of the trade, and that 
the pamphlet in question is not to be classed with 
lewd and indecent books, was ruled out. An effort 
to show why I sold the pamphlet-to vindicate the 
liberty of thought, and of the press and of the mails- 
-was ruled opt. The effort to offer evidence to 
show what was the animus of the instigator of the 
prosecution, and of the numerous threats he had 
made in reference to me, and of the vindictiveness 
he had exhibited in pursuing me, was ruled out. The 
effort in rebuttal to show that he had pFrjured him- 
self in the evidence he gave-which, could have been 
done by three truthful witnesses-was ruled out. 
The edort of my counsel to read the pamphlet in 
evidence to the jury to let them judge whether it is 
obscene or not, was ruled out. Only such few dis- 
jointed or disoonneated. parts as the prosecuting at- 
toroey had marked were permitted to be reaf, 
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though the entire pumphlet was incladed in the in- 
diotmeut; The reading of the last page, even, which 
contains the gist and summing-up of the entire pam- 

.: 

.i 

phlet, was ruled out. ‘In short, everything was ruled 
out that my counsel deemed important to a fair pres- 
entation of my caee. His efforts,. in summing up, 
to show that the condemned passages- ~mparqd 
favorably ivith much of the standard literature of 
the day, were also ruled out. The effect of the law, 
as ruled by the Court, was only to secure the con%- 
piete ignorance of the jury in regard to the subject. 
before them, and to excite prejudice and terror, a6 
though some terrible offense had been committed. l 

6. The charge of the judge, after his rulings h?d 
excluded all possible defen sc, had the Effect to co- 
erce the juy against,their better judgment. A part 
of the jury have affirmed since the,trial that a ver- 
dict of acquittal would have been rendered but for 
the remarkable definition of the judge, nnder which 
there was no alternative but a verdict of ‘guilty. 
This definition of obsc&ity as a “ test” was unau- 
thorized by the statute or any fair use of the word, 
and was practically a re-enactment of the statute by 
the Court against certain Cc tendencies.” The same 
ruling applied to general literature would utterly 
oondemn thousands of volumes by standard authors; 
nearly every publisher of daily and weekly news-, 
pap8r8, nearly every publisher of b&a, sud nearly 
every bookseller in the land would bo sent to prison. 
The Bible ’ ia certainly “ non-mailable ” under it. 
Finally: 

_ 7. This ptisecution &s been waged against me, 
not because 1 sell obscene book8 more than other 
bcokd4esj of the country, but bcoauee my theolog-. 

* * _ * . 
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ical views do not harmonize with current opinicns. 
The charge of 6‘obacenity’2 was the merest pretext, 
as I can abundantly show. I believe myself to be as 
honest in my convictions as any man in the country, 
and it has been my object to lead a good and useful 
life. I verily believe I have violated no moral or 
statute law, not even the statute in question. In 
mailing this pamphlet I only exercised my right as 
an American citizen, and I did it to vindmate that 
right. I cannot repret that I have endeavored to 
defend the freedom of the press and the freedom of 
the mails. These I will sustain and defend to the 
cloqe of my existence. 

Beliav?g the _ZZxeczctive of the United States bill- 
not allow any laws to be stretched in order to oppress 
and degrade one of its humblest citizens on account 
of his theological, political, philosophical, scientific, 
or racial opinions, and believing that I, have not, in 
what I have done, transcended the rights guaranteed 
by the Constitution to every citizen in our country, 
I respectfully ask the President to givsmy cast due 

. consideration and to extend to me an early pardon. ;I 
Dutifully yours, D. M. BENNETT. 

141 EIGETH STREET, NEX YORK. 

r 

To His Excellmcy, Rutherford B. Hayes, President 
of the, United States: 

SIR: We, the undersigned citizens of the United 
States, regard the conviction and sentence of D. M. 
Bennett, editor of THE TRUTH SEEKER (for sending 

by mail the pamphlet called “ Cupid’s Yokes” in the 

regular course of his book business, to a decoy name 
used by Anthony Comstock), as a grievous wrong 
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upon him committed under the forms of law, and as 
an outrage against the freedom of the press and the 
constitutional right and privilege of every citizen. 

We, therefore, respectfully pebilion that a pardon 
may be issued to him without delay. 

And as good citizens, we will ever iray, e;tc., etc., 
etc. \ 

. 

. 

‘. 



. LETTER I. 

CELL 36, LUDLOW ST. JAIL, N. Y. CITY. 
DEAR READERS OF THE TRUTH SEEKER : This is 

the first time I have addressed you from a prison 

cell. In fact’ it is the first time in my life that I 
have ever been an occupant of a prison. I 80 con- 
ducted myself, previous to my meeting Comatock, 
Colgate, Britton, and Benedict, that my fellow-men 
did not t&k it needful to Rhut me up in a dungeon 
or within prison walls. It was not, till after I entered 
my seventb decade, and it was proved that I had 
committed the glaring crime against God and man 
of having clerks in my employ who deposited in the 
public mail of the United States a copy of Mr. Heg- 
wood’s pamphlet, “Cupid’s Yokes,” that, it wa6 
thought necessary to separate me $om my fellow- 
men, place me behind iron bars, and turn several 
ponderous locks upon me. 

It took such virtuous, benignant, and heavenly- 
minded men as Anthony Comstock and Charlee L. 
Benedict to discover the innate wickedness of my 
character, the total depravity of my heart, and to 
determine that for thirteen months at least I must 
be made a prisoner of state-be Rhut up with pick- 
pockets, counterfeiters, swindle:e, burglars, robbers, 
thieves, and murderers-that all the pious Christian 
pnpers bf the land might raise a holdhowl and say: 

“ Lo, behold ! how great a Rinner, how base a crim- 
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inal has our dear Saint Anthony [the sneak] and 
our sweet and apostolic Charles L. [the tyrant] now 
caught !” 

You have alreAdy learned how I was arraigked 
for sentence on the morning of the 5th ins& and 
how’ my attorney, Mr. Wakeman, requested that 
the sentence might be deferred until the fall term of 
court, that my case might be taken before the Su- 
preme Court of the United States 60 that certain 
points involved in it might he examined and decided 
by that highest court in the land, without compell- 
ing me to be confined in prison during the interven- 
ing four or five months ; and how the very learned 
and very acive Assistant District-Attorney, and the 
very august, merciful, and self-sacrificing Judge 
could not see any reason why they Fhould consent to 
any such arrangement and not carry out the behests of 
the sristocratic clergymen of the uptown pulpits, 
who really w&e tile power behind the bench and 
who were pressing for my incarceration. It seemed 
not difficnlt for them to decide that my case should 
not be taken higher than their court, and that I 
s’hould not have my liberty till fall. 

THE SENTENCE. 

. So the. sentence was pronounced, and the request 
usually granted to prisoners to say a few words 
before sentence was imperiously denied me. As a 
felon I was told .I must be confined at hard labor for 
th&een months in the Albany Penitentiary and pay 
a fine of $300. It was milder than I expected. I 
had not thought that a Jud 

I! 
e who could fine my 

excellent friend, Dr. E. B. joote, Sr., the sum of 
$3,500 for imparting by mail, in’ a Realed envelope, 
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legitimate medical and physiological advice-and 
this but part of the fine intended to be imposed; who 
sent old Simpson to prison at hard labor for ten 
years with the mild fine of $5,000 for mailing a 
playful card of double. enkend9-e that had not an in- 
decent word upon it ; who fined another man $5,000 
cash, for mailing a somewhat scurrilous postal card ; 
who has sent several persons to prison for two years 
or more for selling and mailing a Fimple syringe- 
Rugh as every-druggist in the country keeps for sale 
-and various offenses of no greater magnitucl*in 
view of all tbese precedents, I did not expect that I, 
who had mailed a copy of I‘ Cupid’s Yokes ” and 
publish THE TRUTH SEEKER, would get ob from 
such a merciful Judge with less than nine or ten 
years’ impr’isonment at hard labor and a fino of $4,000 
or $5,000. 

Ah ! there is nothing like having a kind-hearted 
Christian Judge when one is caught at doing such a 
very &ked act ! I hereby tender to Judge Bene- 
dict my very lowest bow that he did not make my 
sentence thirteen years instead of thirteen months. 
He must have been in an unusually genial mood that 
morning. His dinner the night before must have 
set well on hi8 stomach, and his champagne $id not 
disturb his cerebral organization to an alarming ex- 
tent. He must have had a good season of prayer at- 
family worsbip before he left home in the morning. 
To 8ome such benignant influences, or because my 
planet, Jupiter, was at mid-heaven at the time of 
my birth, or is now in good aspect with Sag- 
gitarius, Libra, Taurus, and Pisces in the 
moon’s fifth house, and Saturn retrograde, or 
possibly because I have had the prayers of BO 
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many holy and devout Christian clergymen, from 
Howard Crosby down to Peter Dwyer, that adgeIs 
might gather around me and protect me from all 
harm, all severity, all oppression, and all judicial 
tyranny, do I owe my good fortune. Some of these 
occult influences must have acted upon Benedict’s 
t.ruly benignant mind and decided him for once CO 

let the native goodness of his heart have full play 
and do the magnanimous. I shall remember the 
genial Judge for at least a score of years, and will 
write his obituary notice with pleasure. 

MY AMIARLE ACCUSER. 

And what can I say for the intensely pure and 
heavenly-minded Anthony, whose mildest. faults are 
simply hypocrisy, decoying, falsehood, forgery, and 
perjury? But these ought to be winked at in one 
who is so pious as he is, and thinks so much of 
walking in the footsteps of his Lord and Master, and 
who pleases so acutely Deacon Samuel Colgate, the 
soap and Vaseline manufacturer, the well known 
President of Comstock’s Vice Society, the very rev- 
erend Chancellor, Howard Crosby, President of the 
Society for the Suppression of Crime, who likes first- 
rate to take a good glass of brandy himself, but who 
utterly abhors to see a poor man take a schooner of 
lager, and would spend twenty dollars to decoy 
some unsuspecting individual of the Teutonic per- 
suasion to sell a glass of whiskey to some false-heart- 
ed sneak (like his employer), that the Teuton 
aforesaid, supposed to have no license, might be 
cast into prison, or be mulcted of a few hundred 
dollars t,hat he had accumulated, a nickel at a time. 

Other friends of the dear pet of the Y. M. C. A. 

. 
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&odd not be forgotten, to wit : Rev. Dr. John 
Ilalk “ the humble follower, the meek and lowly $’ 
the Rev. Frederick Courtney, who despises the vain 
and alluring things of this world, and who constantly 
keeps his eyes upon the white throne around which 
the I+~,OOO are gathered with a meek lamb in the 
foreground, and the very truthful Flavius 
JW+IIII~ Auauiits Cook, who has such a supreme 
regard for the truth that even a small lie no bigger 
thau a grain of mustard seed would choke him, and 
inflame his throat to an extent worse than a double 
attaak of diptheria, the measles, mumps, and sec- 
ondary syphilis .a11 combined-the man who, though 
he might chop down a dozen cherry-trees of a morn- 
iug before breakfast with a nice new little hatchet, 
could not possibly, that is, “hardly ever,” 
tell the least little iib about it or anything elae- 
except possibly it might be the Liberal League Con- 
gress at Syracuse. But ah ! how this good, truth- 
loving man does admire his dear brother in Christ 
Anthony Comstock. They truly have such an affin- 
ity for each other in life that it seems cruel that 
theyshould be parted in death. Row I would like 
to see them yoked together-of course with the 

“( yoke that is easy “-and be employed for a million 
or two of years in hauling obscenity on a hand-sled 
from theEquator to the North Pole. Bow lovely 
would be the right ! !Iow congenial the compan- 
ionship ! how appropriate the employment! 

TO RETURX. 

But I fear I am digressing a trifle. I was speak- 
ing of my friend Anthony. True, there are some 
who say he has a penchant for salacious and inflam- 
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. atory pictures and books, and that he has, at great 
expense oftime and mental labor, acquired a larger 
cabinet of this class of curiosities than any other 

man on the globe. It is said, too, that he has a , ‘. 
*p&al fondness for nude females, railroad women, 
syringes, and New Canaan dogs, but one cannot 
believe all they hear nowadays, so to make sure of 
these points I would refer my friends to Mr. Joseph 

t 

Britton, Tract House building, 150 NaB8au St., first 
lieutenant and confidential clerk to the heavenlg- 

minded A. C. aforesaid, Should he be out on 
official business, trying to entrap some unwary citi- 

zen, just step down to 55 John St., and call upon 
Bro. Samuel C., and aek him if he has still any of 
that Vaseline left in which a few grains of salicylic 
acid has been blended-according to the directions 

on page 7 of his iustructive pamphlet, which he 
fuailed so many thousands of. When found make a 
note of it, and send half to Judge Benedict, and 
the remainderto the very fair editor of the Daily 

Witness. They will doubtless understand it, and 
it will be handy to have it in the house. 

But,1 am running astray again. The fact is I am 
locked up here in a small cell, and there is no such 
thing aa a “ Consensus of the Competent ” this side 
of Boston-and the head center of that iR about to 
take a trip to the Azores-that I can cbnuult a8 to 

what I should say, and I am left to my own fallible 
“ individualism ” a8 to what &y pencil shall write. 

Oh, for a Consensus ! Why don’t the authorities 

supply one to occupanta of all well-regulated prisons 
like this ? Was it ever thus? and will it ever thus 
continue ? 

I wouM speak of the greetings of friends. It will 
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be noted all along that since my incarceration Ilave 
lost professional dignity and use the personal pro- 
noun I, instead of the editorial WE. I am not sure 
that I shall ever feel that there is enough of me left 
IO say me again. But ah ! my readers, it felt most 
grateful to me when I turned away from the hard- 
cheeked, hard-hearted, and remorseless Judge Bene- 
dict, after he had pronounced .scntence upon me, 
arid scores of warm personal friends pressed for- 
ward and grasped me by the hand-in the palm of 
one a. check for twenty-five dollars (this was Bro. 
E. B. Stimson of 31 Spruce street). I felt acutely 
then the friendship so warmly evinced by so many 
true friends. It afforded full compensation for all 
the cruelty, oppression, and inconvenience which 
Comstock, Colgate, Benedict & Co. had taken so .* 
much pains to inflict upon me. 

And I know there are tens of thousands more 
friends all over this fair land who would at the same 
moment have gladly taken me by the hand, owned 
me as an honored brother, and’cheered my pathway 
to and within these gloomy walls, and who wonld 
have given me the assurance, though I was con- 
demned and imprisoned by one of the highest courts 
of my country for simply vindicating the glorious 
right of freemen-free speech, a free press, and free 
mails-that they were with me, that they respected! 
me and would sustain me to the last. The friend- 
ship and support of such a host or noble, true- 
hearted friends vastly outweigh the petty meanness 
and malice of my Christian persecutors who are 
trying so hard to degrade and ruin me. The friend- 
ahip and remembranoe of such friends will survive 

. 
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long after the venom of my enemies shall have been 
dissipated and rendered innocuous. 

AFTER THE SENTENCE. 

When Judge Benedict had performed his last act, 
.I was then in the hands of the Marshal’and his dep- 
uties. I was allowed to remain in the court room in 
conversation with friends for about an hour. With- _ 
in the time Anthony Combtock made two or thrke 
visits into the room, his countenance beaming with 
heavenly benignity and regret because the sentence 
was not six times as heavy. If it could have been 
death at the stake, with a slow fire, he doubtless 
would have felt a greater amount of satisfaction. 

r) Buf Greene street is still left to him, and he well 
knows how to get $14.50 worth of that kind of con- 
solation ; or he can buy a dog. 

The next step was in company with two’ deputy- 
marshals, my wife, and a few friends to go to the 
office of my attorneys, corner of Nassau and Fulton 
streets, and talk over a few matters, and about 1 P.M. 

I expressed myself as ready to be taken to prison. 
My faithful, loving wife wished to see where they 
were going to put me, and accompanied me he?e, the 
keys being turned upon her a9 well as myself, It . 
was the first time a prison key&ad ever been turned 

’ upon either of UE We were directed up a stairway 
and shown into a narrow, forbidding-looking corri- 
dor with ~small and cheerless cells on one side with 
nothing in them save a hard, unclean cot. My 
bosom companion reluctantly left me in such a mis- 
erable place, but there was no help for it. She needs 
must hurry home and send me a few articles I 
wished. - , 
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PRISON EXPERIENCE. 

Thinking that I would begin at the lowest graJe, 
and take the worst cell and fare they had to offer 
me, I entered the cell which the keeper in silence 
opened for me. It was very small, and contained 
nothing but a miserable cot. I laid me down on the 
hard bed to rest a little, for the excitement of the 
day had wearied me somewhat., On the bed were 
neither sheeta nor pillow coveripg, and under the 
coarse blanket all was dirty and offensive. The 
smell arising from it was far from agreeable. It 
smelt as though a defunct African had remained on 
it’ forty-eight hours after his soul had taken its 
flight, but I thought I could stand it till mbrning 
and I knew it was better Ghan a moldy dungedn 
where thousands, better than myself, had passed 
weeks, months, and years of their lives. Yes, I laid 
myself down upon the top of this hard, foul cot, and 
meditated upon the crookedness and villainy and 
piety that had brought me here. Soon I heard my 
name called, and rising and looking out into the cor- 
ridor I saw my faithful superintendent Xugene 
Macdonald approaching, making the first call upon 
me, and bringing a few needed articles. ‘( What,” 

’ said he, as he cast his eyes around and took in the 
gloomy scene, (‘is this the place where you are to 
stay ? My God, this is terrible.” u 0 1’ said 1. SC I 
think I can put up with it this one night. Perhaps 
to-morrow I will get something better.” Soon 
another of my assistants, E. A. Booth, called with 
some articles my wife had sent me. After their 
departure I retired to my narrow cell-for a locked 
gate across the corridor prevented my taking my 

. 

i >; 
. ” 
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co&any into it and we could talk only through the 
barred gate-and soon five o’clock came, and two. 
prisoners brought around the supper, which con- 
sisted of a piece of bread Borne two and a half or 
three inches square and some tea in a tin cup, the 
bottom of which was somewhat rusted. This is the 
prisoner’s supper ; the breakfast ia bread and a cup 
of coffee ; the dinner is bread, potatoes, and some 
kind of meat. Each meal is taken around by two 
prisoners to the cells. The meal was simple but I 
dispatched it without trouble. I thought to myself, 
“ Well, I am a prisoner of state and I must expect 
to take prisoner’s fare.‘:. 

At 5.30 the turnkey locked the door to my cell 
and then I was safe till 7 in the morning. Fourteen 
hours seemed like a lolig night, but I thought I 
would try and get used to it. I reclined again on 
the iron cot and said, Wow for a good Iong rest.” I 
had been in that position hardly half an hour when 
the turnkey unlocked my door and said I was 
wanted down in the jailer’s office. Upon descend- 
ing, the Sheriff’s son aaid to me that he and his 
father were friends of my attorney and they wished 
to make everything as p!easant for me as possible, 
and ,that by conforming to the rules of the prison 
and paying $15 per week for board, etc., I could 
have far better acoommodations and be allowed to 
see my friends as late as ten at night, etc. I 
answered that I intended to take board in the morn- 
ing, but as I had had my supper I would retain the 
cell assigned me for the night that I might be 
acquainted with the different phases of prison 
fare. - 
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\ A PEO&fOTION. 

He thought I had better‘ have a larger room that 
, night as it would be all the same; and remembering 

the odor from my bed I was not hard to be per- 
suaded, so I paid for a week’s board, and cell No. 36 
was ordered to be prepared for me, with clean sheets 
on the bed. I spent a little while in “conversation i 
with some of nip fellow-prisoners who are also board- 
era at the table, but retired early. While my new cell 
is three times ae large as the first, it is not very large, 
nor did I find it extravagantly furnished ; an iron 
bedstead and a hard mattress and a wood-seated 
chair was, all the furniture; no tablo, no wash-stand, 
basin, or pitcher, no carpet, no looking-glass. In size 
the cell is about 8 by lO,feet, between solid brick 
walls, with three thick stones for the floor and three 
othera for the roof, the former also being roof to the 
cell below me and the latter the floor to the cell 
above. There are two stories of cells above me and 
one below. My pillow was stuffed hard with hay, 
and I fear my head hurt it before morning, for some- 
thing ached. Qut I passed my %rat night in prison 
rather pleasantly. My sleep was sweet and my con- 
soience undisturbed. 

My cell was unlocked at ‘7 A.M., and at 8 the 
breakfast for boarders was ready. Some eight of us 
sat down’to a well-supplied table in the dining-room. 
I found my fellow-boarders and fellow-prisoners. 
communicative, and they looked as much like suc- 
cessful business men or members of Congress a6 
prisoners. Some of them looked dignified enough 
for senators or ‘udges-far better looking men than 

1 Judge Benediot and probably equally as honorable. L 
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THE JAIL. 

\ This is the New York County Jail, and is more a 
prison of detention than one of permanent punish- 
ment, though I find some have been here four years. 
There are less than a hundred prisoners here in all, 
and are in for various offenses, prominent among 

. which are counterfeiting, forgery, swindling, etc., 
etc., etc. Many are awaiting trial,%nd many are 
expecting bail. I see nearly all are hoping to get 
out before long. One good-looking fellow, who has 
been here nine months, was granted a discharge a 
fer days ago. The cry went the rounds, (‘Bob is 
discharged 1” and all seemed to rejoice with him. 
Bob’s owu face looked radiant with pleasure. He 
was to step out into the world again and be a free 
man. Freedom is what every human being craves ; 
what all animal life desires. A man may lock him- 
self in a room, with the ksy in the door or in his own 
pocket, and he cares nothing about it ; but when he 
is locked in by another, and the key is in another 
man’s pocket, and on the outside, it puts a different 
face, upon the whole thing. 

*I found I was the only prisoner in the roaP of 
seven cells in the L where I am. Two or three are 
unoocupied, and as many are used by the assistant 
jailers or keepers, I felt like being a little aris- 
tocratio and exclusive. I was informed on Friday 
.that as I was a United States prisoner, in accordance 
with the rules of the institution, I must be kept I 
apart from the other prisoners, and must not con- 
verse with them, nor mix with them ; that I must 
not go down stairs ; that my meals w 
to me. B 

nld be brought 
My only change is to walk n the balcony, 

. 
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or corridor, three feet wide, upheld by iron brackets, 
and running in front of the seven cells aforesaid. 
This seemed like a violation of the contract made / 
when I paid for my board, but I deemed it prudent 
to say little about it. If being a United States pris- , 
oner is such a serious affair that I would be liable to 
contaminate my fellow-prisoners, why, I suppose I 
must put up with it. Hebrews x, 31, saya, “It is a 
fearful thing to fall into the hands of the living 
God ;” but, in my opinion, it is a far more fearful 
thing to fall into the hands of the United States 
Government when those hands arc manipulated by 
Anthony Comstock and Judge Benedict. I would 
sooner encounter a whole batallion of gods, with a 
liberal sprinkling of devils thrown in for good meas- 
ure, than be left to the tender mercies of those two 
fiendish, orthodox, Calvinistic Christians. 

HOW LONG TO REMAIN IN ,LUDLOW. 

I know not how long I may be allowed to remain 
in these quarters, or how soon the Marshal may see. 
fit to ordar me up to the Albany Penitentiary. I 
prefer to remain h&e, of course ; it is nearer to my 
business, and here I can see my assist nts from day 

7 to day, and direct matters in my estab ishment, and 
see my wife every day except Sundays, and a lim- 
ited number of friends as well. Besides, this is 
considered one of the mildest prisons in the state, 
while the Penitentiary at Albany is called one of the 
severest prisons in the country. Every man has to 
toil ten hours a day in silence, the prison garb has 
to be donned, on?y one letter a month can be writ- 
ten, the diet is very unattractive, and the greatest 
strictness and severity are exercised. 

. _ . 

. 

\ 

, 

\ 
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And here the Christian mildness of Judge Bene- 
dict was exemplified. If he had made my sentence 
twelve months instead of thirteen I could have 
served my time here, but, by adding one month 
more, it becomes obligatory that I serve my time at 
hard labor in a severer prison, That is what made 
the heartless old brute of an inquisitor add on that 
odd month and make it a baker’s dozen. 

, 

IN THE MEANTIME. 

In the, meantime I am enjoying myself as well as 
the nature of the case will admit. It is pleasant for 
friends to be allowed to look in and see me, and to 
receive letters and write letters daily. It is far 
better than breaking rock in the hot sun, or making 
shoes or horse-collars. I return thanks to the friends 
who have called to see me and cheer me with their 
attentions. I know many more would have called 
had it not been so troublesome to gain admittance. 
A pass first has to be obtained from the U. S. 

’ Marsha.l’s office in the Post-office building, and these 
are not easily obtained, for complaint is already 
made because so many passes are asked for. And 
then the hours of admission to visitors are from 9 

* A.M.tOdP.&L (‘But even this shall pass away.” 
Time works wonders. 

I will say my meals are brought to me with due 
regularity and benignity by Luke, a dark-skinned 
gentleman of the African persuasion, who for several 
years was body servant of ‘the late and well-remem- 
bered Wm. M. Tweed, accompanying him on his last 
trip to Europe, and waiting upon him up to the time 
of his death in this prison several months ago. The 
“ Boss” had three or four rooms, richly furnished, on 

. 

. . 
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the ground floor, making his expenses here some 
$200 per week, but he obtained his money maoh 
easier than I do mine and had vastly more of it, so I 
have not the slightest idea of imitating the ring 
master’s scale of expenses. In passing 1 must say of 
Luke he appears a very amiable young man, who 
remembers his former master with feelings of ten- 
derness and regard. I am free to say I think far 
more highly of the dark-skinned Luke than I do of 
Anthony Comstock or his pious employers. The 
same remarks will apply to his Honor (?) Charles L. 
Benedict. 

A &CARRIAGE IN JAIL. 

It must not be supposed that we have nothing 
here in jail to break the monotony of the tedious 
days and nights. Why, we had a wedding here only 
a few days ago. A certain gay Lothario, who was 
better at making promises than at keeping them, 
wa8 able to beguile a trusting damsel under the as- 
surance that he would marry her, obtained certain / 
indescribable favors from her, and placed her in a 
deeply interesting situation most painful for a single 
body to contemplate. But basely did the false one 
repay her for her generous trust, and when she 
reminded him of hia promises to marry her he . . 

~ laughed her to scorn. Such is the baseness of man’s 
heart. There was but one course for the injured 
girl to pursue. She had him arrested under the se- 
duction act, ,which in this state is pretty severe. He 
was brought here and placed in a very unpleasant 
cell and locked in. He declared he would stay there 
a year before he would marry the girl, but one of 
the young keepers, feeling that the girl had been ’ 
greatly wronged, plied his friendly feelings in her 
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I- interest. The prisoner was told that he might have 
to be kept in close confinement for three years or 
more, and the best thing he could do would be to 
marry the girl to whom he had mad6 such positive 
promises. “No;” he “would not do it,” but after 
a few days in the deuolate ‘cell, with the provisions 
in inconveniently limited quantiti-a, with other things 
of an annoying character, the resolution of the false 
young man finally gave way and he said he would 
marry the girl. She was sent for, as also was a 
ohaplain, and the knot was legally tied, and away 
they went together as happy as could be expected 
under the circumslances. Similar occurrences take 
place here not unfrequently. Alas, for man’s villainy 
and woman’s credulity 1 

A CASE OB GREAT YEANNESB. 

There has been but one female prisoner here thus 
far, since my advent, and that is a lame old Irish- 
woman. She is nearl’y seventy, and so. lame with 
rheumatism that. she can scarcely walk or even stand 
without leaning upon two sticks. She is a widow; 
her husband having departed this life six years ago. 
She is without children, brothers, or sisters. She 
has lived in this city fifty years, and for a share of 
this time kept a little shop for selling milk, bread, 
and kindling wood. Years ago she-did well and laid 
up a little money, but her husband’s sickness and 
burial cost her a good deal, and then she was soon 
taken down with rheumatism, and has been seriously 
afflicted with it for five years. This coct her much 
money, and interfered with her business. Of course it 
ran down, and the profits came to nothing, The 
man who supplied her with mi!k for the 1~. IWO and 
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a half years claims ihe owes him four hnndred dol.. 
lara, but she says the sum due him is not the tenth . 
part of it. Sh e paid him as long as she had a dollar 
to pay with. In fact, she gave him her bank boob; 
and let him collect the last dollar she had in the 
world. Still he brought suit against her and ob- 
tained judgment, and because she did not attend the 
trial, and answer the summons of the court, and 
appear before it, from sheer inability on account of . 
rheumatism, she was arrested and committed hero 
for contempt of court. What kind of a court must 
it be that would send a feeble old woman, helpless 
from rheumatism, to grow rapidly worse on these 
stone floors, and without a dollar in the world, and 
for contempt of court ? Verily there are some courts 
for which one can feel little else than contempt. I 
begin to think my case was ,not the only hard one, 
and that the old lady was treated even worse than 
myself, and that bornstock and Benedict are not the 
‘only mean men in the city. 

The old lady occupies the cell next to mine, and 
when our doors are open I visit her, and hear the 
facts of her case, and when she is lonely she hob- 
bles into my cell for company. I wrote to an 
acquaintance of her un jnst imprisonment, and to come 
and get her out. She came in late Saturday evening 
last, and hopes soon to be liberated. 

Among the privileges we have in jail is preaching 
on Sunday afternoons. It was so convenient for me 
to attend that I could not find a good reason for not 
attending. I hardly went to church last &nday ; 
it came to me. It was held immediately before my 
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cell on the next floor below, eo all I had to do WJE to 
stand by the iron railing and look over, or sit in my 
chair when the old lady was not using it (for she had 
no chair allowed her). . 

The outer walls of the prison are some ten feet or 
more from the cell walls, and the area between 
extends from the lower tier of cells to the roof, em- 
bracing four tiers of cell#. The meeting was held 
on the lower floor, thus giving the prisoners’ on t,he 
four corridors a chance to hear. Rev. Carter, Epic- 
copal, cornea in on Sunday afternoons and talks to 
those of the prisoners who wish to hear about the 
only name under heaven whereby they can be saved. 
A dozen chairs were set on the marble floor be- 
low. These were mainly &led with prisonem, and ‘_ 
a8 many more hung over the railings above and lis- _ 
tened indif?orently. The portable organ on castoru 
was rolled from the library into the main corridor. 
A young lady who came with the clergyman operated 

. the instrument and sang well, and for an hour or 
more we had a good deal of worship. The rector 
read with not a little unction the first chapter of 
Gene&. He went through the Episcopal service, 
which consisted of numerous readings of prayers 
and psalms, in which the small audience took part. 
He,kneeled Reveral times on a thick cushion, Borne- 
times on one knee and sometimes on two. He took 
his text from John xx, 29: :‘JeRus saith unto him, 

,Thomas, because thou ha& Been me, thou hast be- 
lieved : bl&sed are they that have not seen, and yet 
have believed.” He extolled faith without proof, 
and applied it principally to accepting the doctrine 
of the Trinity, which he admitted was a great mys- ‘1 

tery and perfectly unexplainable, but still there wa8 
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great virtue in swallowing it in its entirety. It was 
by no means an able sermon, and was open to exten- 
sive criticism. The prisoners here are all Christians. 

There, kind readers, if I have not told you enough 
about my short experience, I will try and tell you 
more as my experience enlarges. 

A P6SSIBLE: PARDON. 

I learn that Comstock says he is going to Wash- 

ington to counteract what he calls my misstatement 
respecting himself, and doubtless to do all he can to 
prevent a paidon being obtained for me. ITe will 
doubtless go well armed with letters from such Rev- 
erends as Crozby, Hall, Courtney, Cook, and others, 

asking that I be not pardoned out. A very broad 
hint was given at the meeting of ‘Comstock’s Vice 

Society in Boston that fewer pardons must be 
granted to such criminals as Heywood and Bennett. 

The rt$igious Daily Witness talks in the same way, 
and advises the President to grant no pardon in my 

case. Thus it may be seen the fight is not over yet. 
The forces of Christian bigotry are arrayed against 

the advocates of mental and personal liberty. It is 
to be a big 6ght, but may the right side win. That 
it will all result in a final benefit to the cause of 

truth and human liberty there is slight room to 

doubt. D. M. B. 
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LETTER II. 

CELL ~~,LIJDLOW ST. JAIL, June 16,1879. 
DEARREADERSOFTHE TRUTH SEEKER: Another 

week has pass&l away, and I am becoming rather 
more used to prison life than when I first engaged 
board in this hotel. I cannot say that I am specially 
fond of this sort of life, and do not think there is 
much probability of my.beeoming strongly attached 
to it. When the doors are opened for me to leave 
I shall hardly beg the prison keeper to let me stay a 
month or two longer. Still I eat well, sleep well, 
aud do not appear to grow thin in fleah. Probably a 
justified conscience is in my favor. * Cowing that I 
have committed no wrong I have no regrets or pangs 
of remorse in regard to the charge upon which I was 
convicted. 

I regard myself as an injured individual, but I 
cannot find it in my heart to say of my enemies, 
u Father, forgive them, for they kqow not what they 
do.” To do that would be to utter a falsehood of 
the blackest dye, for they knew perfectly well what 
they were doing. The programme was carefully 
laid out before they commenced work with me. I 
was condemned and sentenced before arrest or trial. 
The case was pre-arranged and prejudged. Besides 
it would not be right to ask that they- be forgiven. 
They have committed far too great an injury to be 
forgiven. To forgive such villainy would be to wink 
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at crime and to condone the blackest of offenses. 
They ought not to be forgiven, and shall not be so 
far a.6 I am concerned. It is doubtful if posterity 
will forgive them. It is too great an outrage upon 
the’ rights of a citizen to be disregarded 0~ to be 
lightly passed over. 

HOW I OCCUPY MY TIME. 

I read the morning and evening papers, and keep 
posted as to the news of the outside world. I 
entertain my friends, who call upon me pretty freely , 
during the middle part of thaday, and am glad to 
keep myself informed as to what is transpiring in 
the domain of THE TRZTH SEEKER. The faithful 
wife, the attentive superintendent, and other .. 
attach&a call regularly and keep me well advised of 
what is transpiring in my immediate sphere. 

Among the visitors on one day were B. F. Under- 
wood, Mrs. Laura Kendrick, and Mr. B. F. Tucker, 
of Boston. The first is on his way to Pittsburgh 
and vicinity to fullill lecturing engagements, and 
right .where he was arrested’by. Christian bigots 
three or four months ago. That is the only way to 
fight the battles of freedom-to go right where the 
enemy are, and where they exhibit their pitiful 
meanness and venom. The truth must always van- 
quish error when brought into close conflict. Mrs. 
Kendrick came to deliver a lecture before the 
Liberal Clnb on Friday evening last, and returned 
in time to attend an indignation meeting in Boston 
yesterday on the unjust ifnprisonment of Bennett. 
A rousing meeting was expected. 
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NEW FACES HERE. 

,Many new-comers have taken quarters at Hotel 
de I;udlow within the last few days. Some arehard- 
looking cases and some look as though they should 
be roc;ming at a different kind of a hotel from this. 
JLlving very limited intercourse I do not become as 
much acquainted with the character of the different 
caHes as I otherwise would. I still remain a tabooed 
character. If any of the ordinary prisoners are seen 
Rpeaking with me fnr more than a minute they are 
shouted at and made to understand that if they thus 
break the rules of the prison they .will be looked in 
their cells. I am thus made more sensible than ever 
before what a dangerous character I have become. . 

Several prisoners also have left since the la&t 
report. Some have been tried and discharged, come 
have been sent to other prisons. Among the depart- 
ures that of Mrs. M-, the aged crippled Irish 
woman, is menti,oned with pleasure. After waibing 
with great impatience for three days she was liber- 
nted on Tuesday last, but ehe had become somewhat 
lamer from being upon the stone floor, and 8h.e was 
so crippled that it was with the greatest difficulty 
she &uld hobble along at all. She worried 

greatly for fear her household effects had been 
stolen by her vicious neighbors while she was incar- 

cerated. I pitied the poor old lady to the extent of * 
flPty cents, which I placed in her hand as we bid each 
other good bye. She rejoiced to be liberated from 
this place, and it would be supposed if she could ; 
have shown any activity in gait or speed that it 
would have been in leaving jail, but it took her fif- ;i 

i’ 
teen minutes to got down stairs and out into the 

street. And I was sorry to learn that she stood on 
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the pavement in front of the jail for half an hour or 
4 more, unable to walk and without money enough 

to pay for a carriage. Finally some sympatheiio 
persons helped her into a horse car which took her 
near the place she calls home. Whether she got ‘. 
there or not, and how she manages to get along 
sinoe, I have no means of knowing. 

It is indeed zi fearful thing to be old, with no 
friends, no money, no health, and no means to get on 
in this cold, uncharitable world. The question often 
comes up -Where is this good Providence that takes 
care of the sparrows, the old women, and old men, 
and who knows just how many hairs they have on 
their heads ? If he is all-powerful and all-good why 
don’t he do a little something.magnanimous, once in 
a while, in cases of this kind? Ah, it is to be feared 
that that personage is a myth whose residence, per- 

.haps, is in close proximity to the upper landing of 
Jack the Giant Killer’s bean stalk. 

u In bidding adieu to the crippled Irish woman, I 
must again express my utter abhokence for the kind 
of justice I hat sent her to jail on a charge of 
contempt of court because from her crippled condi- 
tion, she was unable to put in an appearance at any 
court. It must have been one of the most contempt- 

ible courts that were ever blessed with a judge. 

A CASE OF CIIRIS’IIAN GRATITUDE. 

_. 

A prisoner is in this jail by the name of M- , 
who has lived to see half a century or more, and who, 
like many others, has Ben a great diversitS_ of {or- 
tune. A few years ago he was a wealthy maq, and 
could oount his treasures by the hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars. He belonged to a Fifth avennb 



/ 

I 

28 FROM BEHIXD THE BAR% 

church. IIe was a generous Christian, and thinking 
to secure a reserved seat near the white throne 
(located at an uncertain distance above the clouds), 
he gave freely to his church. Hegave ten thousand 
dollars for the Sunday-school connected with it for 
educating mutes, and he gave thirty thousand dol- 
lars for the general $urposes of the church, making 
forty thousand dollars altogether. 

Well, time rolled on, and reverses came. JTis 
earnings of years took wings and flew away like ths 
shyest kind of wild hawks. He became a poor man. 
His mind became affected. He is partially dement- 
ed. On some kind of a charge of obtaining money 
under false pretenses he was thrown into prison, 
when he should have been taken to an asylum. He 
is very poor. He has not a dollar, and not a c?ean 
shirt for his back. When he wishes to write a letter 
to a friend he has to beg a penny of this prisoner 
and another of that to pay for a stamp. This is 
one of the thousand cases of rapid descent from 
affluence to abject poverty. 

Well, not long ago the clergyman of the wealthy 
Fifth avenue church to which M- donated forty 

thousand dollars called to see his old, generous, but 
now poor and forgotten brother. And it must be 
stat&d as a faot that the benevolence of the kind 
pastor was aroused to such a degree, by seeing the 
needy condition of his whilom afluent brother, that, 
remembering the generosity which this brother had 
evinced a few years ago to his church, he opened his 
heart and his purse at the same time and gave the 
poor brother the sum of one dollar-a whole dollar ! 
Just think of it ! It is proposed in the prison ‘here 
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to erect a monument to the memory of that benevo- 
lent Christian clergyman. 

A FEW OTHER CASES. 

With my limited opportanitiea, I learn a partial I 
history of Borne of the other prisoners in this estab- 
lishment, a few of wliioh I will briefly mention : 

nk B-----, way formerly a Wall street broker. 
Some relatives of his entrusted him with some $32,- 
000 to invest for them. He invested it and made 
use of it in hi3 business, but owing to the v,ici&- 
tudes of financial life, or possibly some errors of I, 
judgment, he lost what he had of his own and the 
$32,000 of his friends’. Such experiences are very 
common with Wall street people. But Mr. B- ‘s 
friends very naturally felt sore over the 10s~ of such, 
a snug sum of money and blamed him for it. They 
caused his arrest on a charge of fraudulent conduct, ’ 
and sent him here. He has been here since Febru- . 
ary. He is an intelligent, genial, gentlemanly-look- 
ing man, and has charge of the library of the jail, 
which I am told contains some six hundred well3 
selected volumes. 

A Mr. Ge is another large money speculator. 
He was sent here over four years ago on a charge of 
having some affinity with forged bonds or something 
of the kind, amounting to hundreds of thousand+. 
I am told he had $160,000 in bank at the time he 
was arrested, all of which was attached. He seems to 
endure prison life very philosophically and looks 
healthy and rotund. He must have had a few dol- 
lars laid away, for he has been able to pay $15 per - _ 
week for board here for over four years. 

Ther’c are several in here for much smn!ler oprra- 



30 FROM BEHIND TEE BAR& 

tions. A good-looking sailor, for instance, has been 
here~some months for the value of a suit of clothes. 
A ,Tew persuaded him to buy the clothes, and trusted 
him with them, and when about to embark on a ves- 

se1 to make a little money, the Jew clothier swore 
out an attachment on his body on the ground that he 
was about to leave the country and defraud him out 
of his money. He murmurs at his confinement, and 

/ 
: ’ 
1 

wishes to bc liberated, when he could in a short 

time make enough to pay the clothes dealer. 
Anothcris Wm. H-- of the Teutonic persua- 

. 
sion. I He is here for selling’beer, but he did not sell 
it on quite the most a,pproved plan. IIe was tending 
bar for a German widow, whose bump of honesty 

/ 
:. would probably not be marked hy phrenologists at 
FL. 
1”;. seven plus. She instructed William to say to the 
i. . brewer’s man who 
! 

brought around the beer 

’ : that he (William) and the widow were married, and 
. that the beer for the week was to be charged to 

i him. At the end of the week the beer bill amounted 
: 
; 

to $105, and the collecter called upon William for 
-that trifling sum. William reported that he had no 

i 
money, that he was simply tending bar for the 

: widow. ((But,” said the man of beer, “why did 

i 
i_ : 

you say you and the widqw were married ?” “Oh,” 
answered William, (‘ she told me to say that.” This .- 

‘i style of business was not satisfactory to the brewer, 
/ 
i’ and he arrested William on the charge of fraud, and 

he was sent here without a penny, while the widow, 
who is at liberty, remains in possession of the pro- 
oeeds from the beer. William should not have done 

just that way, but he is an unsophisticated Teuton, 
and being instructed by his employer to thus rrport, 
he readiiy co;isrnted. 
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He &a&s at being here in prison for a little mat- 
ter iu which he got not a cent’s advantage, and 
yearns to be out makng an’ honest living. The 
heartless widow will neither pay the beer man, nor 
the wages due William, nor even Rend him his own 
clothes. William shou!d remember the elder Weller’s 
advice and “ beware of the vidder-.” He has been in 
jail five weeks, and could eac;ily get out on what is 
called the “ fourteen day act ” it’ he had the money 
to fee a lawyer necessary for the businea., but law- 
yers are not apt to be willing to work gratutiou~ly 
or to wait till a poor man can earn the money to pay . 
tFem. There are several othera here in the conli- 
tion of William; they could get their liberty if they 
were able to pay a lawyer to help them. William is 
an industrious man. He is hard at work nearly ail 
the day at sweeping, mopping, dusting, cleaning out 
the cells, etc., etc., for which he receives no remuner- 
ation except a few extra privileges. 

We have here also the rather noted Elkington, a 
port of young English “ blood,” the son of a Birming 
ham magistrate, who has achieved a somewhat un- 
enviable notoriety by marrying MieR Miles, his 
contests’ with his new mother-in-law, hie sharp 
practice ‘in obtaining money from a retired grccer 

,upon fraudulent securities, selling bogurj bonds, etc., 
etc. He has bein several times before the cnurts, 
the last time a few days ago. He is a rollicking 
“ devil-may-care ” looking sort of a fellow, and 
would hardly be taken for one who has painful 
qualms of conscience to any alarming extent. 

We had hera a short time also the Swedish murdarer 
of a letter carrier. He is now on his way back to 

; . 
r” 
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Sweden, with a fair prospect of’ stretching some 
hemp ia.due course of time. 

The law in this state which admits of men being 
confined in jeil for yearu because they owe money 
which they cannot pay is extremely hard. A deaign- 
ing, dishonest man can swear that another has used 
fralld aotue way in money matters, in not paying 
him,his dues, and thus hold him in confmement for 
year*. It is all wrong. 

Doubtless many are brought to this prison and to 
other prisons who richly deserve punishment and are 
guilty of the offenses with which they are charged. 
I3ut on the other hand there are undoubtedly a large 
number who are unjustly imprisoned, who are inno- 
cent of the crimes charged upon them. There is 
little question but that the wrong man is often put 
in prison, the innocent man confined behind the bars, 
and the really guilty one roaming at lib’erty, petted 
and bowed to by the admiring populace. That, I 
fancy, is some.what my case. The wrong man is in 
prison. I have committed no crime, no immorality. 
I have wronged no person, but I am behind the 
bolts and bars; while the designing villain who 
placed me here, and who has taken away from many 
scores of people that which is dearer to them than 
life-their property, their reputation, and their lib- 

erty -is at large, smiling and smirking with his aids 
and assistants. Ah ! yes, the wrong man is in prison. 

AM I TO BE RELEASED FROl% PRISON? 

This is a problem not easy to solve fro& the data 
‘at hand. Friends are working zealously in all direc- 
tions in obtaining signatures to the petition asking 
for a release. Thousands of names have already 
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been obtained. One faithful, earnest brother has 
obtained five hundred names to one petition. 
Several of these petitions have already been for- 
warded to Washington and ere this have been laid 
before the proper authorities. Friends there are 
working earnestly, but tboy find a great opposition 
to contend with. Christian delegations have been 
sent from here protesting against a pardon being 
granted me. Clergymen of our aristocratic chur&hes 
hare written letters demanding that “no leniency 
be shown to Bennett.” Comstock has also been to 
Washington to do his utmost to prevent a pardon. 

The onIy strictly religious daily newspaper in this 
city, 5% Daily Witness, a warm sympathizer with 
‘Anthony Comstock, was out on the 12th inst. with 
the following fifteen reasons why the President 
should not pardon me. I did not see the paper until 
after this article was written, and I have not now 
time nor space to reply to these fifteen false and , 
sophistical reasons, but will do so next week. That 
they are false and untenable will be .quite easy to’ 
show. Here they are, and Comstock is said to be 
the author of them : 

, 
, 

1. Because the book he sent out through the 
mails is obscene, and has ao been declared, by every 
jury that has passed upon it, three persons having 
been convicted in different courts. 

2. Because he openly defied the laws, after the 
courts had declared the book obscene and unmail- 
able ; and advertised the said book after he had been 
,indictcd in Watkins, N.Y., in the state courts for 
wiling the same, as follows : “ We will hand them 
to the purchaser, or send them by-mail or express as 
desired, Anthony Cornstock, Frederick Davis (Dis: 



34 FZiOM BEHIXD THE BAPS. 

trict-Attorney), Oliver P. Hurd (Judge), and all the 
citizens of Watkins and Schuyler county to the con- 
trary notwithstanding.” “Let those who wish 
copies send in the price and they shall be supplied.” 

In other issues of his weekly paper the same de&, 
ant spiri: w.zs manifested and contempt of taw ex- 

pressed, while he continued t,o advertise, sell, and 
send by mail ‘the said book. In one is&e before this 
arrest he boasted he WRB “ wrll along on the second 
thousand since our Watkins arrest.” ’ 

3. Re was tried by a jury of his own choice and’ 
found guilty. 

4. Because on his appeal t,o the highest court in 
the district wherein he was tried, the three judges 
unanimously declared the book obscene within the 
meaning of the law, and that there had been no 
error on the trial in the court below. 

5. Because the Circuit Court, in and for the dis- 
trict of Massachusetts, in the case of Heywood, 
uoatiimously gave the same decision in sibstance as 
was then expressed by His Honor, Nathan Clifford. 
. 6. To pardon this man now is to embolden others 
to continue the same unlawful business, and to virtu- 
ally indorse and license the said book as right and. 
proper. 

7. Because his crime was deliberate, his conviction 
just, and the public good reqnlres an execution of 
the sentence. 

8. Because to grant another pardon on this same 
book is to rob the community of all tha benefit and 
protection that the laws 3re designed to ai’iord. 

9. The only security of the public lies in cxecut- 
ing the laws and m‘aking them a terror to evil-doers. 

Td-pardon this defiant criminal is to t,rsml)le jlrstice 
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in the dust, encourage lawlessness, and discourage . 
efforts that are made to keep the children pure. 

10. Because the frequent pardon of criminals is 
not only discouraging to prosecuting officers, but 
affords and is plead as an excuse for the lax execu- 

‘tion of the laws, and is a strong eIement of defense 
on behalf of criminals when their counsel plead for 
the non-trial oY their clients. 

11. Beoausc the only way to stop the nefarious 
business of this man is to execute the just sentence 
of the law against him. 

i2. Because E. H Heywood and this man Bennett, 
in their published statements, insist that the Gova . 
ernment, by the pardon of said Heywood, indorsed 
the said book as being proper, and at a Freelove 
meeting in Boston, held May %tth, the said Heywood 
boasted that the “Government found out I was 
right and that it was wrong, and here I am holding .- 

these meetings again.” Also, “Let them dare im- 
prison 1). M. Bennett for mailing my book, and see 
which is the strongest.” To pardon Bennett is. to 
confirm the above defiant and lawless exhibition, and. 
further bring the laws, courts, and Government into 
contempt. 

13. Because good order and the highest publio 
interest demand that nothing that tends to degrade 
the courts, impede the course of justice, set at defi- 
ance the laws, debauch the minds of the young, or 
corrupt their morals should be encouraged or per- 
mitted by the Government. 

14. Because there is no sound reason in morals or 
equity why the President of the U&ted States 
should set aside the deliberate verdict of the jury , 



. 

30 FROM BEHIND THE BARS. . 

and the oalm judgment of the courts, where no in- 
* justice has been dono. 

15. Because he does not seek for a pardon as a 
penitent man, but rather by basest attacks and most 
malicious misrepresentations’ he seeks to deceive 
honest citizens to sign a petition for his release, on 
the ground that the false and malicious statements 
he has made against the officers and court that 
caused his conviction are true. 

This is about what was to be expected. Indica- 
tions have for some time been given that aconcerted 
and powerful effort would be made to keep me in 
prison for the whole term of the sentence. On the 
day the sentence was pronounced, Comstock boasted 
that I. would not get out of prison ; that that little 
matter had already been attended to; that measures 
had duly been taken, etc., etc. It is not, perhaps, so 
much a matter of justice and right as it is one of 
iy%uence. i‘he Christians greatly outnumber the 
Liberals, and in point of numerical force they have 
largely the advantage. If, however, the President 

*looks into the matter thoroughly and sees that I am 
unjustly imprisoned, that the matter of mailing one 
of Mr. Heywood’s pamphlets is not such an offense 
as should send a man to prison with abandoned 
felons; if he decides that my trial was arbitrary and 
unfair, that the rulings of the Judge, his charge to 
the jury, his definition and test, were unjust to me 
and, illegal; if he, the President, sees that my 
prosecution and conviction were really because 
I entertain and proclaim heterodox opinions, .that 
because of this I was oonviated, and because of this 
it is wished to keep me in prison ; or if he should 
perceive the fact that my arrest, prosecution, and \ 
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conviction were the result of spite on the part of an 
unprincipled, meddlesome spy and informer, who 

‘was able to use the highest courts of the country, 
with its attornies, marshals, and judges, to carry out 
his enmity and vindictiveness upon an individual who 
has simply told the truth about him-if this all be- 
comes clear to the vision of the President, a sense 
of justice will undoubtedly prompt the chief execu- 

. tive of the nation to give me my libertf. This ap 

pears more likely to be the case when it is remem- 
bered that Attorney-General Devens has already 
given it as his opinion that “ Cupid’s Yokes ” is not, 
to be classed with the books designed to deprave the 
mind and excite the passions, and is not such a work 
as was indicated by the statute under which I.was 
convicted. The question of pardons is referable to 
him, and it would seem that he could hardly stultify 
himself by now saying that my trial and sentence 
were just. 

But, on the other hand, it must be remembered 
that the Christian church is still powerful in this 
country ; our society is organized upon it ; the , 

. principal magistrates,judges, law-makers, and offiaials 
of all kinds are either of the church or under its 
influence ; that in elections the church .vote, or the 
vote it controls, is the most powerful in the country, 
and that a-politician can hardly ignore that influence ; 
that it takes a very brave man to perform an act of 
justice when nine-tenths of the populace cry out 
against it. If, in addition to all this, it is remem- 

5 bercd that in matters of faith I*am an offensive in- 
dividual ; that I proclaim unwelcome and distaste- 
ful truths ; that the effect of my teaching is to 
touch the bread-and-butter interest of seventy thop- 
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sand idle, unproductive, and useless priests and 
preachers whose hatred is pointed towards me, and 
that the politicians are dependent on them and their 
supporters for the public offices-when, I say, all 
these things are taken into consideration, an idea 
may be had of how difficult it will be for me to 
obtain a release. The Bame prejudice and oppres- 
sion that have placed me where I am are perhaps able 
to keep me here. 

But however this may be, I shaIl not lose confi- 
dence in the principles of eternal justice and truth. 
I Rhall not falter in my allegiance to the right and 
the true. If the President opens my prison doors 
and Bays, “ Old man, go forth into the world and be 
free again j I cannot see that you have done auy- 
thing that deserves this severe punishment,” I shall 
be truIy grateful to him, and will ever think he 
performed a righteous act. But if the presoure 
from the persecuting church party is so strong upon 
him that he dare not resist it, or act upon his own 
better judgment, and says, “ Keep the prison doore 
locked and barred upon that man ; lit him not bask 
in the rays of the sun of nature and liberty for 
thirteen months,” I shall not grieve for his want of 
justice and independence, but shall endeavor to 
serve out my time with resignation and trust. 

WILL THIS PERSECUTION PAY? 

This is a problem that perhaps requires some time 
to be worked out. Just what the effects of this 
persecution will be it is perhaps too soon to decide. 
In my opinion, injustice never pays. It has not 
paid the Christian church. Ita Inquisition-cham- 
bers, its dungeons and prisoner, its racks, wheels, 
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pullies, and its thousands of similar devices to inflict 
torture; its scaffolds, its beheading-blocks, its stakes, 
its fetters, manacles, and burning-irons, its cruel 
executioners, its wicked and tyrannous priesthood, 
its lberfidiouu judges, its mock courts and trials, its 
cruel and unjust verdicts, its vindictive sentences, 
its intolerance, maliciousness, and hatred manifested . 
iu thousands of ways, have by no means been an 
honor to it, uor remunerative. All these have so 
oarsed the name and reputation of the church that 
it can never recover from it. It stands to-day, in 
the eyes of nil well-informed, impartial people, as 

the most red-handed, mnrderous power that has 
ever existed on the earth. There is no wiping this 
oat ; it cannot be denied. It is so indelibly im- 
printed on the pages of history that it cannot, by 
all the arts in the world, be obliterated. Theso 
damnable acts must ever stand recorded on the,debit 
side of the ledger of the Christian church ; and 
though she may still exist a thousand years, and 
from this time maintain a tolerably fair reputation, 
the dark and bloody deeds of the centuries OF the 
past wil1 ever condemn her, and will ever impart to 
the careful student of history the great truth that 
the church has caused more wretchedness,. more 
unhappiness, more suffering and death to the human 
family than any other religion in the world, and 
more than all other religions combined. 

It is not likely that this persecution of myself 
will have a materially different effect from those 
cases which have preceded it. It is not BR bloody 
or cruel as many that have preceded it in the cen- 
turies that have passed, simply from the fact that 
despite this unprogressive system of religion the 
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human race has advanced, and, by the effects of 
science and educatidn, the horrors of the Dark Ages 
have bad to skulk back into oblivion. Still the spirit 
and animus that actuated the old harlot’the old . 
mother of abominations- is the same. She still 
likes to oppress for opinion’s sake, still is fain to 
crush those who have the boldness to denounce her 
iniquities. This spirit has been most conspicuous 

-in my case. Meanness, hypocrisy, falsehood, and 
malice were never. more marked. 

What will be the result? It must attract’ the 
attention of fair-minded people. It must show to 
those who will take the trouble to inform themselves 
that it is a cage of oppression for opinion’s sake ; 
that it is an effort to crush free speech and a free 
press in one whose honest opinions cannot reach the 
figures marked on the moral scale of orthodoxy. 
The sympathy of good and intelligent men and 
women will be enlisted on‘ my side. They will see 
at once that the trivial deed for which I was ar- 
raigned and sentenced did not warrant my imprison- 
ment ; did not justify my being torn from my 
family and from my business, which demands’ my 
constant attention. The church party will surely be 
damaged in reputation by this unjust prosecution. 
and imprisonment, and the hypocrisy of the charge 
will.be visible to hundreds of thousands. It will be 
well understood that my real offense was not obscenity 
but hetrodoxy, with too much boldness in proclaim- 
ing it. It cannot be believed that a church which 
worships an old book, every copy of which contains 
a. hundred times more obscenity or indecency than 
the little pamphlet I sold and mailed, can be honewt 
in prosecuting me for obscenity. The charge was 
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<aed as a pretext, because in tbat way their law, 
wouId he made to reach me-oonst;active obscenity- 
similar to scores of oases of constructive. treason 
which were prosecuted in the courts\> of England 
some two hundred years ago. Then, when it was 
desired to prosecllte and imprison a writer or speaker 
for any sentiments he had uttered upon almost any 
subject, he was arraigned upon a charge of “high 
treason,” because under that charge they could more 
easily secure conviction, and because the sentences 
were extremely severe. The volumes of state triale 
of the English courts are full of these cases. In 
many instances,’ under the rulings and manipula- 
tions of corrupt and unjust judges, most unrighteous 
convictions were secured, the juries were dragooned 
and bulldozed as the judgea pleased, and most un- 
reasonable and cruel sentences were inflicted upon 
innocent people upon the most frivolous pretexts. 
I will take pleasure in soon citing numerous cases of 
this kind as copied from the official reports. 

But after a while that sort of tbing was discon- 
tinued. The people of England would not submit 
to it, and it became unpopular and- unsuccessful to 
arraign people before the courts of the realm on 
charges of constructive treason. Treason was only 
prosecuted when it was treason, and the simple 
expression of opinion upon political, social, and 
religious subjects was no longer tried and punished 
as constructive treason. So it is believed it will be 
in this conntry. People after a time will not be 
prosecuted for heresy and radicalism. upon a charge 
of obscenity. Obscenity will be the alleged offense. 
on1.y where obscenity really exists, and holding the- 
ological views not in unison withthose of the Pop9 of 
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Rome, the Archbishop of Canterbury, or the Rev- 
erend Chancellor Eoward Crosby of New York city 
will not be. deemed suflicient provocation upon which 
to base a charge of the disgraceful crime of obscen- 
ity or constructive obscenity. 

The main part of the people are fond of fair play, 
and they will cry out in remonstrance when they see 
it is not granted. When they see t-hat the church is 
in the wrong, they will condemn her, and she will lose 
in trying to coerce the opinionu of others and in try- 
ing to send a man to prison on a charge of construct- 
ivcl obscenity. Thousands are becoming informed 
pf the facts in this case, and thoubands more will 
learn the same facts. They will see the enormity 
of this whole business, and will take up on the side 
of free speech and a free press. The public mind 
is becoming liberalized from a knowledge of this 
case. Thousands are condemning the injustice that 
has been exhibited. The result will be the cause of 
truth and Liberalism will gain, and orthodoxy must 
lose. No party, no church, no portion of the people 
can afford to be BO manifestly unjust ; they cannot 
afford to tramplc on the principles of justice and 
fairness ; they cannot afford to purposely wrong an 
opposite class because they may be fewer in numbers, 
or may hold a form of belief unlike their own. Yes, 
the side of justice must win in this contest, and the 
side of injustice must correspondingly go to the 
wall. The verdict of the people will ultimately be 
right. 

EFFORT8 OF MY ENEMY. 

After Comstock got me into prison, he at once set 
to ,work to crush my paper. Knowing well that 
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there was not proper ground upon which he oould 

take legal steps to suppress it, he attempted to do it 
by intimidation, the same game he tried a year ago. 
Re went in company with his misgrable too1 and 

lxtrtner; Joseph A. B&ton, to t,he place of Mr. John 
Sott-who does the presswork on my paper-and 
forbade his foreman to print Tarr TRUTH SEEKER 

uniter penalty of fine or imprisoumfnt. The sneak 

e!Irct,ed very little by this. Both Mr. Scott and his 

~~~WWUI, Mr. May, are well aoquainted with Com- 
et&k and his numerous villainies, and are able to 

estimate him at his correct value. They are the 

laht men in the city to be frightened at anything 

Cornstock cn.n tllreaten. He was told that I duly 

paid them for printing Talc TRUTH SEEKER ; that I 
put in its columns what I plessed, and they should 

oontinuo to print it for me so long as I wished them 

to do so. ’ 
The vile pair also called upon Mr. James Brady, 

who folds, wraps, and mails UTILE TRUTH SEEKER, 

and warned him in the same way to wrap and mail 
no more TRUTE SEEKERS if he did not want to get 
into serious trouble. But Mr. Brady is not at all 

troubled with fear OE Authony Comstock, and told 
that individual that he considered himself able to 
axend to his own business, and that it was entirely 

unnecessary for him (Cornstook) to busy himself 

about it. Ho should, he said, continue to fold, 

wrap, and mail THE TRUTH SEEEER as 1,ong as I 
wished him to do so. Again was the contemptible 

Cornstock thwarted ; and it is now thought he is 
hrlding conference with Fiero and Judge Benedict 
to see if he cannot bring an a&ion in the United 

S:o:es Circuit Court against Messrs. Scott and 

. 
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Ijradg, on a false charge of “obscenity,” and thus 
throw them into prison because.they print and fold 
THE TBUTE SEEKER. A gentleman informed me on 
Saturday that Comstodk is now exercising his brain 
most vigorously to decide upon a course hi which 

’ he can suppress my paper. He may succeed 1x1 caus- 

ing considerable anuoyance, and put me to a heavy 
expense, but he cannot crush out THE TEUTH SEEK- 

EE. HI? may seize my type and book&, and do 
various other mean and malicious things, but that 
will not stop the paper. He can hardly seize all the 

type in New York, but he will have to do so before 
he can stop thia paper; and then Philadelphia, Bos- 
t.on, or some other city will be applied to to’bring 

- it out. So let the detest.able representative of modern 
Christianity do his worst. Let Joseph A. Britton, 
Samuel Colgate, and Howard Crosby do all in. their 

power to help him. THE TRUTH SEEKBX will still 
be published. I defy the whole hypocritical persc- 
cuting pack. If the podtmsster will only not allow 
ComRtock to interfere with my papers after they are 
deposited in the .mail, I will have no fear of what 
else he may do. 

COYSTOCK’S COMPLAINTS. 

The ground upon which the pet of the Y. M. C. 
A. complains of me is that I have said BO much 
against him, and for this reason he is determined to 

pursue me to the bitter end. This wae the reason 
he gave to my attorney in the court room immo- 
diately after the jury retired in my case. IPe said 
he would not have commenced proceedings against 
me if I had not said SQ much against him ; that he 

simply acted in self-defense. But here he lied, as 

. 
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is his custom. It was he who began upon me, 
not I upon him. I had scarcely mentioned his 
same when he cauved my arrest for sending 
through the mails my “ Open Letter to Jesus, 
Chrie~.” He ctilled it obscenity, and caused it to be 
published in all the papers of the city and tele- 
graphed to papers of other cities all over the corq 
try that I had been arrested for sending obscene lit- 
erature through the maila. When thus stung by a 
miserable viper it was but natural that.’ I should 
strike back and slate some truths about my villain- 
ous assailant. 

CHARGES AGAINST COMSTOCK. 

What I said about him was the truth, but I did 
not say about him all that is to be said ; there is 
more to come yet. He cays I have libeled him. That 
is as false as his very nature is. I have not libeled 
him ; a ;ibel is a. false statement, an uutruthful&nd 
injurious representation of another. I have made 
none suoh about Anthony Combtock. I oau prove 
hy good witnesses the truth of alj I have said about 
him, ‘and much more. True, I have made some‘ 
pretty damaging aoousationfi against him, concerning 
deeds that no honorable man would bo guilty of, but 
there is proof of all of them. Let us see : 

1. I have charged him with being a sneak, with 
being a spy, with being an intriguer, with being a 
decoyer to the commission of crime, with being an 
enticcr to lead people into a violation of law that he 
might drag them to prison, and who would not thus 
have violated the law but for his vile efforts. These 
are all true, and can be proved by more than a hun- 
dred witnesses. 
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2. I have charged him with falsehood and lies of 
the grossest kind. The charge is true, and can be 
abundantly pr0Wl. 

,3. I have charged him with forging ot.hers’ names 
to his decoy letters with a view to thd commission of 
crime. It is true. I can prove, it and he has himself 
in a public meet@ confessed ita truth. 

4, 1 have charged him with signing the names of 
females to sush ahamelnl letters. It is true ; it can 
1~ proved, and he has confessed its truth. 

6. I have charged him with using his utmost 
efforts to induce his selected victims to sell him un- 
lawful wares and to buy unlawful wares of him that 
he might thrust them into prison, despoil them of 
their worldly possessions, and &grace them for 
life. It is true. It can be proved, and he has in 
publio admitted its truth. 

6. I have charged him with arresting people for 
insufficient cause and charging them with ignomi- 
nious crimes which they had never commit.ted. This 
is most true, and can be proved in scores of cases. 

7. I have charged him with despoiling people of 
their property by forcing them to unneceksary 
court and legal expenses to the tune of hundreds of 
thousands of dollarM. It is true, too true, and can he 
proved to the satisfaction of any court or jury. 

8. I have charged him with cruelly and unneces- 
sarily destroying the reputation and happiness of 
hundreds of individuals, and of thrusting scores of 
families into tbs deepest and most poignant grief 
and wretchedness. It is most true, and can be proved 
to the fullest extent. . 

9. I have charged him with causing numerous 
persons to commit suicide, and of causing others to 
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be brought to an untimely grave. ThiB is sadly 
true, and can be proved without any trouble. He 
has himself boasted of having driven fifteen persons 
to suicide, and,in his letters he has exulted in having 
hurried others to untimely graves. 
10. I have charged him with forcibly entering the 

premised of many different persona, seizing their 
property, carrying it off wrorigfully, and never 
returning it. This he hai done repeatedly, aa oan 
be amply proved. He did it in my caBe. 

11. I have charged him with hiring, with a con- 
siderable #urn of money, three young women in this 
city to expoec themselves in a perfectly nude state 
before himself and five other men, and with sitting 
an hour and a quarter feasting his eyes with the ’ 
postures, gyrations, and evolutions performed before 
him. This is true, as has already been proved in . 
one of the first courts of this city, and even by his 
own oath, which, however, is unreliable. 

12. I have charged him with having advertised un- 
der a fictitious name as having fancy or unlawftil 
books for sale. It is true, and can be proved. 

13. I have charged him with having carried 
obscene books and prints upon his person, and ex- 
hibiting them to special friends, legislators, congress- 
men, editors, and clergymen. It is true, and can be 
abundantly proved. 
14. I have charged him with having sent through 

the mail the most filthy obscene books and pictures ; 
and, if mailing (‘ Cupid’s Yokes ” is justly punish- 
abie with imprisonment for two years, he, for hie 
crime, ought to be imprisoned for ten thousand 
years. It is true, and can be proved in any court. 

15. I have charged him with cruelty, harshness, 
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boorishness, and the most insolent and rufXa.nly 
couduct towards his victims and to those he had 
entrapped. It is true, and can be fully proved. 

16. I have ‘charged him with following ulj, per- 
suading, anil entrapping a poor old man, sixty-five 
years of age, to procure some fancy pictures for a 
pretended exhibition, and then brutally dragging 
him off to prison when he had succeeded in his hell- 
ish designs. It is true, and can be thoroughly 
proved. 

i’ 
.’ 

1’7. I have charged him with entering photograph 
galleries and using his utmost endeavors to get the 
proprietors to make nude and iudecent pictrues for 
him, that he might imprison them; and failing in this, 
he has dragged them off to prison on the most friv- 
olous and insufficient pretexts. This is true, and 

’ can be established by many excellent witnesses. 
18. I have charged him with committing forgery 

in many instances. It is true, and can be unques- 
tionably proved. 

1% I have charged him with perjury, and with 
having secured his convictions by the means of per- 
jury, It is true, true, true, and I can prove it by 
at least twenty witnesses, or forfeit one thousand 
dollars if I do not. 

20. I have charged him nith .keeping in his em- 
ploy for years, as a tool td do his dirty work, a con- 
temptible specimen of humanity no better than him- 
self, and who to his knowledge has been guilty of 
the most dishonorable conduct, and who has com- 
mitted perjury on numerous occasions. This is true, Y 
ancl can be abundantly proved. 

E 
$ 

21. I have charged him with having boasted of 
having held an unnatural ar.d criminal connection 

1, - 
I . 
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with a dog. Th ie is true, and the evidence can be 
produced whenever it is caIled for in the proper 
form. 

22.’ I have charged him with having sent a w’or- 
thy maneto prison for simply sending a syringe 
through the mai1, such as any druggist in the conn- 
tt*y has a perfect right to sell, and with having been 
the meana of driving his wife to prostitution and 
degradation to keep herself and little ones from 
starvation. It is sadly, sadly true, and can be proved 
unequivocally. 

23. I have charged him with having boasted that 
Judge Benedict always convicts the cases which he, 
Comstock, takes into Benedict’s court, and with 
having said he “always wins ” there, when it. is 
notorious that it is almost the. onIy court in the 
country where he can win. This is true, and is easily 
proved. 

24. I have charged him with inducing a well- 
known female physician and editress of this city to 
nell him a female syringe, a~ he stated for his wife, 
then arresting her, rummaging and overhauling her 
house, and taking her off to prison, thns causing an 
immense injury to her reputation and business ; and 
after that causing it to be published that she wae 
another “ RestelI,“.when it ivas utterly false. This 
oharge is true, and can be, and will be, duly proved 
in the Superior Court in this city. 

25. I have charged him with pursuing and prose- 
cnting another physician of this city, one of the most 
worthy men. in the country, and securing his convic- 
tion in Judge Benedict’s court upon his favorite 
charge of c‘obscenity,” thus casting opprobrium and 
dishonor upon his fair name and bringing the most 

. 
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intense gnef upon his excellent family, when the 
- offense consisted in sending in a sealed envelope 

certain information touching the laws of health and - 
disease which every physician has a perfect right to 
impart. This useless and villainou8~prosecution and 
conviction cost this physician over $5,OM at the time; 
and, through the injurious publicity and unjust sus- 
picions and censure brought upon him, damaged him 
in his business-to say nothing of the grief thereby 
brought to his family-more than $25,000 more. 
This is all strictly true, and can be demonstrated at 
any time. 

26. I have charged this man with pursuing myself 
like a demon; with trying to break up my legiti- 
mate bu&ness ; with making threats against me on 
several occasions ; with sending me decoy letters to 
entrap me into the commission of an act that would 
make it .pos8ible for him to arraign me before his 
favorite Judge, who would send me to prison and im- 
pose a heavy fine upon me ; with wrongfully seizing 
my property, carrying it off and never returning it ; 
with subjecting me to costs and expenses amounting 
to thou8and8 of dollars. This is most true, and can 
be made clear to any reasonable jury. 

27. I have oharged this man with letting his poor, 
feeble old father wander hungering and starving, 
with the toes sticking out of his shoes, in Fold 
wintry weather through the streets of New York 
and Brooklyn, begging of friends and generous 
people for something to keep him and his young 
children from absolute starvation, while the son at 
the same time was receiving, for the miserable ser- 
vices performed for Colgate, Barnes & Co., the sum 



. 

BEOM BEHIND THE BARS. 61 
. 

. of $4,000 per year. This is true, and can, be posi- 
tively proved. 

28. 1 have charged this man with denouncing my 
paper and the books; pamphlets, and tracts which I 
publish, and falsely imputing bad motives to me. 
This charge is true, and can be positively proved. ’ . 

29. I have charged him with threatening and pro- 
claiming in different case6 that Freethought litera- ’ 
ture, Infidel tracts, and publications of that kind 
would soon be stamped out and suppressed. This ia 
true, and can be Rhown RO by the very be& evidence 

30. I have charged this man with being an unprin- 
cipled, untruthful, dishonorable, intriguing, entrap- ‘/ 
ping, decoying, false-hearted, malicious, vindictive, 
revengeful, tyrannical, cruel, meddlesome, ungentle- 
manly, coarse, vulgar, indecent, profane, dirty, - \ ” 

b . 
I 

contemptible, and detestable individual, a disgrace 
to his kind and to the came of which he is the cham- 
pion. This is my honest opinion of the man. I feel 
very sure that I can easily prove to any fair: 
minded jury that I am correct. . _ , 

. 

This category could easily be extended, but prob- 
ably this is enough to answer all purposes. If a 
more villainous, dangerous, and pernicious person 
can be produced, either in past history or among the 
present race of the world, one who has fewer good 
qualities in his organization, and more that is.base, 
dishonorable, and unmanly, I will be very glad to 
have him pointed out. r 

This is the man who has placed me where I am. 
This is the man who was able to procure the passage 
of his most infamous laws in both our state and ’ 
national’ legislatures. This is the men who holds 

’ 

4, 

a position under the general Government, and ha! 
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the power to overhaul the people’s mails and throw 
out,, after being duly stamped, such as he chooses. 

! 
This is the petted member and champion of the 

1 Christian church and the Young Men’s Christian 
< / Association. This is the man whom the first clergy- 

I . men of the day fraternize with and acknowlegde as 
their most worthy brother. This is the man 
whom Judge Benedict and Wm. P. Fiero co-operate 

t with in convict,ing his decoyed victims and loading 
them and their families with expense, grief, wretcb- 
ness, and disgrace. This is the man who pretends to 
be the conservator of the people’s morals, 2nd is so 

: outraged that a man has deposited in Uncle Samuel’s 
mail bags a little pamphlet, which scores of tbou- 
sands of intelligent people pronounce not obscene, 
that be sends the man to prison at hard labor with 
thieves and robbers. 

This is the man sustained and supported by Sam- 
uel Colgate, Howard Crosby, A. S. Barnes, Wm. E. 
Dodge, Dr. John Hall, Rev. Frederick Courtney, 

. Joseph Cook, and many others who count themselves 
holier and better than their fellow-men, and who 
claim to be in possession of the religion of Jesus, 

I said to be the purest and best persod that ever lived, 
add who disowned every form of injustice and 
wrong. 

! 

This is the man who complains that I have vilified 
him and spoken falsely of him, and for this whines 
around and puliishes me by bringing me into Judge 
Benedict’s court upon a charge of obscenity. If I 
have libeled him, why don’t he act like a man and 
bring me before some of the courts of the state 
which are always open to him, wbc~.o be can prose- 
cute me criminally and send me to prison; or civ’illy, 

B 



FROH BEHIND THE BAES. 63 

and mulct ‘me in heavy damages ? I& and his 
friends, Colgate and others, are whining around and 
saying the ehsrges are false ; then why don’t they 
bring me into the state courts, that it may be proved 
to the world whether they are false or true? That 
is the manly, straightforward course. They are very 
careful to do nothing of the kind. They well know 
I can prove beyond question what I have charged 
upon that man. The reason they do not cite me 
before the proper authorities is because they fear 
I can prove what I have charged, and they dread to 
have such a damnable character, such a black, vil- 
lainous record proved upon their pet, favorite, and 
c!lampion. They and he think it better, if not more 
honorable, to take me before Judge Benedict, who 
iq paid a very handsome salary with the people’s 
money to dispensejusrice, where the District-Attor- 
ney, also in the pay of the general Government, 
will prosecute the case for him without its costing 
the decoying hypocrite a single cent. Oh, yes ; 
this is thought to be preferable to paying a lawyer 
a regular fee and taking me before a state court, 
where we wdnld stand on an equality. 

It is a palpable truth that the court and the attor- 
ney that will co-operate with such a villain as is here 
portrayed, and for the purpose of wronging and im- 
prisoning a worthy individual, justly merit, the scorn 
of every honest man, and deserve to have inscribed 
to their memory on the*page of history, to be visible 
forever, the glaring words, INJUSTICE, SHAME, IN- 

FAMY. 

I repeat, it must be clear to every person who will 
take the trouble to look into this matter that if I 
have made false charge8 against Anthony Comstock 
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he can easily punish ‘me upon a suit for libel in 
our state courts, and the very fact that he does not 

\ 
do so is an absolute admission ‘that the charges, dam- 

, ging as they are, a;re true. 

The question, then, very naturally arises in connec- 
tion with this subject whether the general Govern- 
ment, and whether the Christian church, can afford 

i ’ to be represented by such a character as Anthony 
Comstock? Can the Society for the Suppression of 
Vice maintain its honor and good name by having 

c such a man for leader? Will they not all fiad before 
many more years that he is too heavy a load to 
carry ? So much for Comstock. 

FEATUBES IN THE CASE. 

Among the friends who have been canvassing the 
city to obtain signatures to the petition to the Presi- 
dent of the United States for a pardon for myself, 
or rather for a release from prison, some have called 
upon the legal fraternity of the city. It has been 
observable, in the first place, that a large proportion 
of those called upon know little or nothing of the 
merits oE the case or of the nature of the pamphlet 
upon which I was convicted, and supposing from the 
announcement in the papers that I was arrested for \ 
circulating obscene literature, and that, as a jury had 
brought in a verdict of “guilty ” against me, I 
must be one of the foul characters who have been 
engaged iq the spreading of lewd and lascivious 
books, they readily conclude that my conviction 
was just. Many of them object I o signing a petition 
for pardon, and some have had the kindness to 
say that they would soones ask that my sentence be 
iucreascd than lessened. This only shows to what 
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exteht I have b&en wronged in this whole business, 
An unmerited stigma has been ca& upon my charao- 
ter that will follow me to the grave. “Ah ! he was ’ 

,I convicteain a United States court ana sentenced to 

. prison at hard labor for circulating obscene liters- 
ture.” Christian maligners will repeat and reiterate 
this after my body has mouldered to dud, the same 
as they now repeat the vile and cruel slanders against 

the memory of that great and f:ood man, Thomas 

Paine. Little else than malignity and vituperation 
I can be expeOted from this class of pious. theological 

defamers. Those legal men who have informed 
themselves of the facts connected with my case, and 

’ . of the severe and unfair trial which was accorded 

me, signed the petition readily. 

CASE OF AN EX-JUDGE. 

Among the legal gentlemen called upon was a 
well-known ex-judge who has defended several cases 
before Judge Benedict brought under the same 
statute as was my case. He is thoroughly apprised 
of the unconstitutionality of the law, and is de- 

cidedly of the opinion that it ought to be repealed. 
He readily signed the petition. But upon Distriot- 

Attorney Fiero coming in an4 informing the ex- 

judge that I had made some strictures upon Judge 
Benedict and charged him with severity and injus- 
tice, the ex-judge at once regretted having signed . 
the petition, and wrote a note to my attorney ex- 
Ilrcssing regret that he had done so. 

Now I hope the name of that ex-judge will be 

erased from-the petition. If he stands too much in 

awe or fear of Judge Benedict to sign !a request to 
the President to do a simple act of justice,- his name 

, 
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had better he removed at once. The fact of the 
matter is, this ex-judge haa many cases in Judge 
Benedict’s court, and wishes to stand well in that 
tribunal. He was so unwilling that it should appear 
that he had given a semi-indorsemcnt to a censure 
of Judge Benedict that he wished to undo what bo 
had done. He is most anxious to be “all right ” 
with the judge before whom he has cases. And 
thisis the feeling which has a controlling influence 
with many of our lawyers. They would sacrifice 
justice and throw it to the dogs rat.her than lose 
favor with the judge from whom they wish favors. 
This is a fair sample of modern justice. 

WHAT ARE JUDGES? 

Why they are simply human beings, the same as 
kings, princes, popes, cardinals, and bishops. They 
are not only human beings, but often very fallible 
and unjust human beinga, as I will show you in my 
remarks to you next week. I will give you con- 
densed reports of many trials in English and Amer- 
ican courts within the last three hundred years, 
which, I think will prove to you that judges have 
often sacrificed justice to pander to the power of 
kings and popular favor. I think it will not be very 
difficult to show that judges, though clothed with 
ermine and almost supreme power, have been very 
far from being true ministers of justice ; and have 
often really been far more deserving of punishment 
than the unfortunate men whom they convicted and 
sent to prison and the ecalfold. I shall leave it to 
my readers to decide how far Judge Benedict and 
ala o Judges Blatchford and Choate deserve to be 
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classed with this class of men bearing the honorable 
title of JucZge who have preceded them. 

Our judges are simply public servants. They are 
paid with the people’s money ; they are placed in 

the positions they occupy to work for the people, and . 
they are as amenable to inspection and criticism 
from their employers and superiors as any other class 

of public servants. 
The autiquated ides that judges are a superior 

class of mortala that cannot err, and that they must 
not be criticised or censured, should be wiped awav 

with the fallacy that kings are infallible, that they ’ 
have divine rights, and govern and tyrannize over 

their fellow beings by auth0rit.y from heaven. 
The ju’dges in our United States courts are an 

aristocracy not in keeping with the genius of Amer- 
ican liberty aud equality. They are almost wholly 
irresponsible to the people. They obtain their posi- 
tion from the President as a matter of favoritism or 

political compensation ; and their appointment is 

for life, unless, by gross misconduct, they are im- 
peached by Congress, which is a process nearly as 1 
difficult of accomplishment as making a ship canal 
over the Rocky Mountains or across the Isthmus of 
Darien, or building a railroad from New York to 
Liverpool. They are practically beyond the redoh 

of the people except so far as public opinion is con- 
cerned, and in that direction I deem it perfectly 

legitimate for me to work. I shall try to give in- 
form&tion to the public. , 

It is an incontrovertible truth that American 
courts and American jurisprudence sadly need 
reforming, and in none of our courts is this fact 

more true than in what we call our United States 
I 
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courts. American ‘jurisprudence needs simplifying 
and purifying. Justice is like the man who seeks it 

i - -a mere shuttlecock, knocked from battledore to 
battledore, or from judge to judge, from court to 
court,xand from lawyer to lawyer, until the poor 
suppliant gets nothing but disappointment and bank- 
ruptcy. The more lawyers, the more judges, and the 
more courts, the less justice. We have in this city, 

1 it is said, four thousand lawyers with a few score of 
/ courts and judges, but alas ! how little of justice. 
/ 
; Justice is a highly expensive luxury. The pursuit 

1 
of it in this city/ alone costs many millions of dol- 
lars annually, and the smallest modicum is obtained. 
I have often thought it would be far better to have 
no lawyers, no judges, no courts; but for the people 

I to settle their little differences among themselves by 
r arbitration. If we had no lawyers, judges, nor 
I courts, save simple courts of deliberation, there 

would uot be one-tenth part of the litigation and 
contention there now is, and it would not cost the 

people one hundredt.h part as much to settle their 
dissensions as by the present miserable and ruinous 
processes. In the “ good time coming ” it is to be 
hoped that mankind will learn to get along through 

life without lawyers, priests, or doctors; that men 
will learn to do their own thinking and praying, to 

preserve their .own health and take care of their 
own bodies, to be their own lawyers, and to settle 
among themselves their own little difficulties. 

L 
JUDGES BLATCIIFORD AND CHOATE. 

I have been a trifle free in my censures of Judge 
Renedich for his unjust rulings and decisions in my 

own case, but feel sure 1 have not said a word more 
J 
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than is fully merited. I feel, moreover, that this 
censure is nearly equally due to Judges Blatchford 
and Choate, especially the former, who p.articularly 
exerted himself to sust,ain Judge Benedict’s rulings 
and injustice to prevent, my having a hearing in the 
highest. court of our country. Judge Blatchford 
has had the repytation of fairness and a devotion to 
the principles of personal liberty, but in this case he 
did not prove himself justly entitled to that reputa- 
tion. 

He sustained Judge Benedict in the ruling that it 
is not necessary to set out in an indi‘ctment the par- 
ticular o&nse with which a person is charged, and 
that it may be alluded to vaguely and indefinitely. 

$Ie sustained Judge Benedict’s charge to the 
jury and his definition and test of obscenity, not 
found in the statute or by any precedent in England 
or America, and by which a person is sent to prison 
upon a supposed (‘tendency ” that a book or pam- 
phlet may have, in the opinion of a jury, to corrupt 
the minds of a susceptible person into who& hands 
it might happen to fall, without the slightest proof 
that any person had been corrupted ‘or affected 
by it. 

He sustained ;Tudge Benedict in the decision 
that in criminal cases a jury may be permitted to 
render a sealed verdict and then separate and mix in 
with the populace before appearing in court to say 
what, their verdict really was. 

On nearly a score of similar points, too tedious to’ 
mention now, Judge Blatchford sustained the remark- 
able rulings and decisions of Judge Benedict, with 
the evident intention of bolstering up those unjust 
decisions, to prevent tiny having a further hearing in 

: 
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the Supreme Court of the United States, and to send 
me to prison for merely mailing a dry, physiological 
and philosophical essay .on marriage and the rela- 
tions of the aexea, and which was not shown to have 
done the slightest injury to any person living or 
dead. 

It muat not be forgotten that Judge Blatchford is 
an orthodox Christian judge, and that the person 
mostly interested in this case is an ofLensive oppo- 
nent of that system. How far he, the judge, allowed 
the influence of the church to act upon him, and how 
far he is worthy of being added to the category of 
such infamous judges as Scroggs, Hyde,. Kelyng, 
Finch, Twysden, Wright, Thurlow, Jefferiee, Clark, 
and Benedict, I will leave with my readers to decide. 

THE NEW YORK PRRSS. 

5, . 

The matter mbst to be regretted in oonnection 
with this business, and the one for which I feel most 
ashamed, is the position of the editors of the New 
York piess. Here, one of t.heir brethren-humble it 
is true, but, nevertheless, a brother, and who ex- * 
presaea his houvictions a8 honestly as any editor of 
the city-is stricken down, unjustly tried and sen- 
tenced to prison for simply exercising the rights of 
an American citizen and vindicating the freedom of 
the pre’ess, and they say not a word in disapproval ; 
not a word in condemnation of the injustice. 
Neither will they admit into their columns a line in 
remonstrance to this iniquity. Friends have sent to 

I several of the dailies of this city short artioles, 
touching my case and on the side of truth and jua- 
f.ice, and they have been peraietently excluded. 
Letters of explanation from myself have been 

_ 
I 
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tseated in the same way. Friends have called in 
person upon some of the editors whose papers had 
contained untruthful and unkind notices of the case, 
and requested but a small amount of space to make 
a reply to such attacks, and they have been 
peremptorily refused, 

This is the kind of justice I get from the editors 
of t.his oity, probably because my paper is not quite 
so popular as some of theirs, and because the opu- 
lent, Christian, aristocratic, monied class are against 
me, and because they find their shekels most plenti- 
ful in that direction. They, the editors, know well - 
that I am defending the freedom of the press ; that 
I have done nothing more than they have done over 
and over again ; that the same rulings that sent me 
where I am, if applied to them with the same sever- 
ity, would aend nearly every one of them to prison 
also, for in the reports of trials for adultery, seduo- 
tion cases, trials for divorce, etc., ‘time and time 
again, they well know they have published plainer 
and more objectionable matter, and still not a word 
have they to siy in my behalf. So long as it is not ’ 
their castle that is attacked, they care nothing as to 
what may befall anotller’s. So long as they can 
please the Christian church and its supporters and 
pocket their dollars they care nothing for a heretic 
who is tabooed by those same churches. This is the 
justice, independence, and magnanimity of the New 
York press. They know the injustice that is being 
perpetrated under the Comstock laws ; they know 
the laws are unconstitutional ; they well know that _1 
bya concert of effort they could soon cry down those 
laws and compel their repea? ; but knowing that the 
aristocratic clergymen and the wealthy ohurohes sus- 
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tain them ad are in favor of their detention upon‘ 
the statute books, they will not give the first 
note of war&g or alarm. They tamely submit to 
what they know is a wrong rather than raise their 
voices in protest against it. This is a sad state of 
things, and it is to be hoped that at some time in 
the future the press of this great metropolis may 
have more independenhe and moral honesty, and 
will not be subsidized or bulldozed by the ecclesi- 
astiOa1 power and intluence. 

THE JURY. 

What shall be said of the jury ? Well, what can 
be said ? What is due to twelve men in this enlight- 
ened, advanced age of the world, when the praises 
of liberty and justice are sung so loudly, who will. 
tamely be coerced by an over-zealous Judge and 
agree to send a man of sixty years-who has through 
life maintained an unblemished reputation-to an 
ignominous prison at hard labor, for doing nothing 
but what every individual in the country has a per- 
fect right to do, the simple mailing of a harmless 
pamphlet, which contains not a thousandth part of 
the objectionable matter that, is to be found in every 
bookstore and every library in the country, and not 
a hundredth part of what may be found in every 
copy of the Bible, to be found in every mansion, 
every dwelling, every cottage in all this broad land. 

It must not be forgotten that this jury was mainly 
a Christian jury, that its foreman is superintendent 
of a Sunday-uchool, and that a part of them have 
said, since the trial, that but for the charge a$ 
definition of the Judge, a verdict of acquittal would 
have been rendered. What should be said’of a jury 
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so easily influenced against their better judgment ; 
ao easily dragooned by a bullying judge, I will leave 
it with my readers to decide. 

Pardon me, kind readers, for detaining you so long. 
The subject is one of vital interest to me. There is 
much more I wish to say, but will defer it to future 
occasions. In my next I will endeavor to give you I 
samples of what has passed for “ justice ” inthe few 
centuries immediately preceding our own, giving, 
you the opportunity to judge whether you find par- 
allels between them and my case. D. M. B. 
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LETTER III. 

UELL 36, LUDLOW ST. JAIL, June 23,1879. 
DEAR READERS OF THE TRUTH SEEKER: One 

more week of priaon life has passed away. All 
things considered, perhaps I stand the confinement 
and indignity as well is could be expected for an 
old man. I am still able to eat my allowance, to 
sleep well at night, and to keep a tolerably equable 
frame of mind. 

On Wednesday, the 17th inst., the followin 
unwelcome notice was sent to my attorney from the 
U. S. District-Attorney’s office : 

OBFICE OF U. 8. DISTRICT-ATTORWEY, 
NEW YORK, June 1’7, 1879. 1 

Bon Abram Wakeman, h’ir: Mr. Fiero, being detained 
at his home by Pickness, desires me to state that Mr. Bennett 
must he transferred to Albany on Friday, the 20th inst., 
with other prisoners. Respectfully, 

C. P. L. BUTL& Jr 

, 

This, of course, was not very welcome intelligence, 
ag I have an overwhelming dread of the Albany 
Penitentiary, where, according to Mr. Lant’s expe- 
rience, the rules are most severe, where hard labor 
has to be performed by the prisonerg where there is 
very little chance for communicating with the out- 
Bide. world, either by writing or seeing friends. 



FROM BEEUND THE BAR& GS 

Besides, it is much easier to conduct my business 
from this place, where my wife and employees can 
call upon me every day, than it would be at Albany, 
whore I should be cut off from such intercourse. 
But when bigots and tyrants are masters, an im- 
prisoned heretic has little- else to do but submit. 
I am pleased to state, however, that upon a personal 
application by my attorney, Mr. Fiero had the 0 

magnanimity to allow me to remain here a few days 
longer, though Mr. Comstock is urging him persist- 
ently to have me sent to the penitentiary at Albany.‘ 
without further delay. I hope the time will come 
when this man will cease to persecute me, or when 
he will no longer have power to imprison me, deprive 
me of my property, and involve me in trouble and. 
ruin. Of course, I am very glad to have my stay 
here in-the city prolonged yet a few.days. 

Before proceeding to give you, as promised in my 
last, an account of many trials in the English and 
American courts within the last two or three centu- 
ries wherein justice was yocked instead of sub- 
served, let me first answer Comstock’s fifteen 
“reasons” why I should not be pardoned-the reasons 
which he made a journey to Washington to lay 
before the President, and which were also published 
in his organ, the Drily ‘l%dness, of this city. There 
can be very little doubt that they are the pro- 
duction of Comstook’s brain, because they are so 
replete with falsehoods and misrepresentation, It 
is thought there is hardly another man in the world 
capable of crowding so many lies into a small 
space as that same godlyite is capable of doing, I 
have become accustomed to exposing his falsehoods 
and showing up his &lainies, and I shall now expose 
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the forty lies contained in the folloving “Fifteen 
Reasons.” I shall take them up seriatim : 

1. Because the book he sent out through the mails ie 
obscene, and has so been declared ‘by every jury that haa 
passed upon it; three persons having been convicted in 
di&rent courts. 

* Here are two lies to begin with. The book is not 

obscene. Of this fact we have the concurrent testi- 

mony of many thousands of intelligent people, among 

whom are the first authors, scholars, and publishers 

of our time, as well as Attorney-General Charles 
_Devens, who has expressly said it was not to be 
confounded with obscene books written to inflame 
the passions and degrade the mind. It may be 
izude, it may be in bad taste, it may be mistaken, 
but it is not obscene. There is not an obscene word 
in it. 

Proof as to whether it is obscene has not been .1 
allowed to come before the juries who have acted in 
regard to it. The opinions of the class of people 
most competent to decide upon its character have 

\ been persistently kept from the juries. The judges ,. 
have decided the matter, giving their own definition, 
their own “test,” and virtaally instructing the jury 
as to what kind of a verdict it should render; The 
juries have not been given a chance to form a 
correct opinion. In each case, when a conviction 
has been obtained, it was by the extra-judicial action 
of the judge, and was subsequently set aside by 
the President of the United States or the Governor 

, of Massachusetts. No. person is in prison for selling 
the pamphlet but myself, and, so far as I am in- 
formed, I am tho only Comstock.viotim of any kind 
now suffering imprisonment. 
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8. Beeanae he openly defied the laws after the courts had 
declared the book obscene and unmailub!e, and advertised 
tke said book after he had been indicted in Watkins, N. Y., 
in the etate courts fdr selling the same, aa follows: “We 
will hand them to the purchaser, or send them by mail or 
express, aa desired, Anthoily Comstock, Frederick Davie 
(District-Attorney), Oliver P. Hurd (Judge), and all :the 
citizeos of Watkins and Bchuyler county to the contrary 
notwithstanding/ Let those who wish copies send in the 
price and they shall he supplied. ” 

This reeks with falsehood. No law was defied 
except this misnomer of Comstock’s own hatching, 
and it is so utterly in contravention of the Consti- 
tution of our country that every freeman is perfectly 
juebified in despising it. I have only defied Com- 
stmkism ; and that I perfectly detest. For the Con- 
stitutiqn of our country, and the laws based upon it, 
I entertaih the profoundest respect. I have only 
asserted my rights, and in this respect I may be ~_ 
somewhat of a disciple of Davy Crockett-when I 
know I am right, I go ahead, 

Frederick Davis is not District-Attorney. He is‘ 
the pious Comstock of Watkins ~$0 instigated my 
arrest there-who laid the plot there as Comstock 
lays his. In fact, there is the strongest proof that 
he acted by Comstqck’s instruction. Comstockt 
father has stated that Anthony sent instructions to 
the branch of the Y. M. C. A. in Watkins to arrest 
Bennett if he sold a copy of Cc Cupid’s Yokes.” 
Frederick Davis is one of the Y. M. C. A., and 
carried out the orders of his chief, pornstock. 

The entire reason, I repeat, why I advertised the 
pamphlet was because I was positive that it was fit 
to be sold, and that I possessed the clear right to 
sell it, as others had to read it, of which right I did 
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uot propose that Comstock should deprive me: The 
pamphlet is not euch a work as was contemplated by 
the statute, and I really defied no law, but simply 
Cnmstock’s tyranny. The two juries he refers to 
made no ‘law, and the judges who convicted had ’ 
made no law. 

3. He was tried by a jury of his own choice and found 
guilty. 

Here is an infamous falsehood. I did not choose 
one of the jury. They were selected mainly 
from Christian churches by the machinery of the 
court. The original panel from which the jury 
were to be chosen was found by actual canvassing 
by an intelligent friend to be ninety per cent ortho- 
dox men, while, on an average, less than ten per 
cent of the men of New York belong to any church. 
This fact shows how much fairness there is in select- 
ing juriesin the United States courts and how much 
I had to do in selecting the one which went through 

‘the farce of trying me. I had the privilege of chal- 
lenging and rejecting three jurymen, and there my 
privilege of selecting ended. It was the judge who 
really found me guilty, and not the jury. He 
instructed them how to decide, and they were ex- 
tremely loyal; and I repeat what I have said before, 
that a part of the jury afterwards said that if they 
had been left to ‘their own judgment a verdict of 
acquittal would have been rendered. 

4. Because on his appeal to the highest court in the dis- 
trict wherein he was tried, the three judges unanimously 
declared the book obscene within the meaning of the law, 
and that there had been no’ error on the trial in the court 
below. 
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This is false. _ The three judges did not allude to 
the question of the obscenity of the book, and that 
was not one of the points or exceptions which my 
attorney raised. The whole truth in the case is in a 
nutshell : Benedict is a Christian judge. He tried 
the case and condemned me. He was one of the 
three judges to sit in review of his own rulings to 
which exceptions bad been taken. Of course he 

sust.ained them, and of course Judgea Blatchford 
and Choate-also Christian judges-strained a point 
and sustained Brother Benedict. That is the whole 
of it. 

, 

5. Because tbe Circuit C wt.~ in and fot the district of 
Massachusetts, in the case of Hegwood, unanimously gave 
the Pame decision in Pubstance’ as was then expressed by ’ 
His Honor, Nathan Clifford. 

Yes, and for precisely the same reason that Judge 
Clark is another Benedict and exhibited the same 

severity and unfairness in excluding the testimony 

of competent persons as to the character of the book. 
He is an old-fogy Christian. Judge Clifford is an- _ 
other, and unfortunately not materially differen’t 
from him. The whole. thing is easv to be seen 
by every one not blinded. 

6. To pardon this man now is to embolden others to con- 

tinuo the same unlawful business, and to virtually indorse 
and license the said book as right and proper. 

This is all false. A pardon will embolden no one 
to do wrong or to violate law. It will simply help 
to est,ablish the truth t.hat selling or mailing a copy 
of u Cupid’s Yokes ” is not such an offense as should 
send a person to prison. It is hardly the legitimate 
province of the President or of the Government to 
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decide for the people what books they may read or 
what books they may not read. That is one of the 
rights which the people, by‘virtue of the Constitu- 
tion, reserve to themselves. 

7. Because his crime was deliberate, his conviction jaet, 
and the public good requires an execution of the sentence. 

IIere are three positive falsehoods. No crime 
was committed. The conviction was not just, and 
most assuiedly the public good does not require that 
I should be imprisoned for thirteen’years nor thirteen 
months nor thirteen days. I have simply exercised 
the right of an American citizen. I have injured 
nobody, and nobody it benefited by my imprison- 
ment. 

8. Because to grant another pardon on this same book 
ie to rob the community of all the benefit and protection 
that the laws are designed to afford. 

This is all false. To grant another pardon on 
a book which is not in violation of law, not in viola- 
tion of the rights of a citizen, will not rob the 
community of anything. The community requires 
that nobody should be imprisoned on account of t,he 
book. It is equally just to imprison every person 
who has a copy of Shakspere, Byron, Burns, or the 
Biblo. The assertion that the protection which 
laws are designed to afford have any connection with 
u Cupid’s Yokes” is manifestly false. That little 
pamphlet should have an equal chance with the 
writings of other men. Let those who wish it and 
admire it have the right to possess it and read it. 
Those who do not like it are by no means compelled 
to own it or read it. It has never injured 
and Comstock cannot point out one person 

any one, 
who has 



.._ - ._ ,.-_,._r_._ 

FROM BEHIND THE BARB. 71 

been in the slightest degree damaged by it. To 
imprison a man on a supposed “tendency” it might 
have upon some imaginary and very susceptible 
individual is monstrously unjust and tyrannical. 

9th. The only security of the public lies in esecuting the 
laws and making them a terror to.evil.doers. To pardon 
this defiant criminal is to trample justice in the dust, en- 
courage lawlessness, and discourage efforts that are made to 
keep the children pure, 

This is all falsehood and balderdash. It embod- 
ies not less than five lies. The security of the publio 
does not lie in doing injustice to anyone. Bar 
greater danger lies in executing injustice in the 
name’of law. I am not a defiant criminal. I am not. ~ 
a criminal‘of any kind. To pardon me would not 
trample justice in the dust. If it trampled anything 
it would be injustice, tyranny, and oppression. . 
Such a pardon would not encourage lawlessness, but 
it might discourage Comstockism, villainy, hypoo- 
risy. The pardon, whether granted or not, has-no 
more to do with the purity of children than it has 
with the volcanoes on the moon. To insinuate that 
it would is the most utter falsehood, sophistry, and 
nonsense. 

10. Because the frequent pardon of criminals is not only 
discouraging to prosecuting officers, but affords and is pled 
aa an excuse for the lax execution of the laws, and is a 
strong element of defense on behalf of criminals when their 
counsel plead for the non-trial of their clients. 

Here is more sophistry and falseh.ood. The par- 

don of any individual who is unjustly imprisoned is 

not necessarily discouraging to any just or reason- 

able prosecuting officer. It doubtless would bo dis- 
couraging and aggravating to Comstock to have the 
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unfortunate victims he has entrapped by his a.rti- 

fice~, traps, and villainy freed from the great 

trouble in which he has involved them ; but the 

community is not much damaged if he is displeased. 

His success by the aid of the Government courts and 

the passage of a law to harass and ruin well-dis- 

posed members of society is one of the greatest 

pieces of injustice ever known in this countjry. 

11. Because the only ray to stop the nefarjous husinesa 
of this man is to execute the just sentence of the law 
against him. 

The hypocrite Comstock here came nearer speaking 

the truth of his object and intent than in any other 

instance, only he used the wrong adjective. He 

wants to break up my business, which he is pleased 

to style u nefarious,” and he thinks by keeping me 

in prison a year or two he may accomplish it. This 

is his animus and aim, and this is what Judge Ilene- 

diet has helped him to do, and is what he wants 

President Hayesalso to aid him in perfecting. It is 

quite doubtful, even with their help, if he succeeds 

in his object. My business is not “ nefarious ” in 

any sense of the word. It is strictly a laudable and 

legitimate business. It is to impart knowledge, 

science, reason, and truth-as I understand them- 

to my fe!low-beings. Can it be that the President 

of the Unite-d States will think I ought to be con- 

fined in prison to prevent my doing that ? 

12. Because E. H. Heywood and this man Bennett, in 
their published statements, insist that the Cfovernmeut, by 
the pardon of said Heywood, indoreed the said hook as 
being proper; and at a Freelbve meeting in Boston, held 
E,y 24, the said H+*gwood boasted that the ‘*Government 
found out L WJ~ rig t au‘1 it wag w’i’o:~~, rilld here I sm 
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holding these meetinga again.” Also, ” Let them dare im- 
priaou D. 31. Bennett for mailing my book, and see which 
id the strongest.” To pardon Bennett i8 to confirm the 
above defiant and lawless exhibition, and further bring the 
laws, courts, and Government into contempt. 

Here is more falsehood and sophistry. (‘ This 
man Bennett” baa not insisted that the Govun- 
ment, by the pardon of E. H. Heywood, hnd decided 
upon the character of the pamphlet, and fully be- 
lieves the pamphlet would never have attracted 
much at,tention from the Government or anybody else 

had not the meddlesome Comstock commenced a 
very foolish persecution against it, causing a hun- 
dred persons to read it where one read it before. 
Bennett is not at all responsible for anything Hey- ’ 
wood may have’ said in a meeting in Boston, but 
will guarantee that Heywood, in this meeting, came 
nearer speaking the truth tban Comstock does in 
his. The pardon of Bennett would have no refer- 
ence, confirmatory or otherwise, to any remark Mr. 
Heywood may have made. Heywood’s remarks, 
even as Comstock states them, were not lawless. 
The pardon of Bennett would not bring the courts 
nor the Government into contempt. If the courts 
are in contempt it is by their own conduct entirely. 
The Government could not do a more honorable 
and commendable act than to repair the injustice 
that has been done in this ease. 

13. Because good order and the highest public interest 
demand that nothing that tends to degrade t.he courts, im- 

_ pede the course of justice, set at defiance the laws, debauch 
the minds of the young, or corrupt their morale should be 
encouraged or permitted by the BovLrnment. 

This is the merest bosh, and is unworthy of a 

4 
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reply. The courts have not. besn degraded, justice 
has not been impeded, the laws have not been set at 
defiance, the minds of the young have not been 
debauched, nor their morals corrupted by anything 
I have done, nor would the Government do any of 
these things by liberating me from imprisonment. 
Comstock is the person who has done these things 
more than any one I know of, and he ought to be 
impeded. 

14. Because there is IJO sound reason in morals or equity 
why the President of the United Sates should set aside the 
deliberate verdict of t.he jury and the calm judgment of the 
courts where no injustice has been done. 

Fals_e and sophistical. There is the best reason 
in the world for the President’s stepping in with 
the pardoning power where he thinks Fjustice has 
been done. It was for this very wise purpose that 
this power was placed in the President’s hands. 
Courts are very fallible, and sentences are often 
most unjust. Many a time has justice been sub- 
served by the timely exercise of executive clemency. 

15. Because he does not seek for a pardon as a penitent 
man, but rather by basest attacks. and most malicious repre- 
sentations he seeks to deceive honest cilizens to eign a peti- 
tion for his release on the ground that the false and mali- 
cious etatements he has made against the offloers and court 
that caused hie conviction are true. 

Will the President be pleased to consider these reasons, 
and not grieve the moral and religious portion of the com- 
munity by shie!diog from tha law any more obscene pub- 
lishers who abuse the public mails in furtherance of their 
nefarious trot%? . 

Here are some half a doEen falsehoods, and malice 
enough to smother them. I do not. assume special 
penitence, because I‘do not think I have done wrong. 
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. _ . . “! 

I am conscious of my integrity, but try to bear my- 
self modestly and honorably. I have made no “ base 
attacks,” unless telling the truth is base. I have 
made no malicious representations. My letter to 
the President is candid, straightforward, and truth- 
ful ; it contains not a word that is false. I have 
sought to deceive no one. I have done no injustice 
to the Court, nor have I misrepresented it. The 
publiahed of&Sal report of the proceedings bears me 
out in all I have said in that direction. I can also 
say I hope the President will be pleased to con- 
aider these so-called reasons, aa well as the some 
forty falsehoods, direct and indirect; with which 
they abouud. I would also like to assure the Presi- 
dent that in Comstock’s “fifteen reasons ” there is 
hardly one real truth. That while all the charge that 
Comstock can substantiate against me is that I 
mailed a harmless, indifferent pamphlet, I can sub- 
stantiate, by excellent evidence, the thirty very- 
damaging charges I made against Comstock a week _ 
ago, the smallest of which is infinitely worse than 
the fifteen c6 reasons ” against me. I ask the Presi- 
dent, and the whole country, to look closely into the 
character of my accuser and persecutor and decide 
which is the better man, and which is the more 
worthy of executive consideration and clemency. 

I wish to assure our worthy chief magistrate that 
by liberating me from prison he will not grieve the 
really moral and righteous portions of the commu- 
nity, but will yield them the greatest satisfaction. 
The grief will be to those who have pursued me 
with malice and vengeance, and who unjustly have 
east odium and obloquy upon a character whi*h for 
three score years I have endeavored to keep cley of 

’ , 
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reproach. I can but repeat that I am not an obscene 
publisher and that I have never pursued a nefarious 
business. It is only a base man who will persist- 
ently make this unjust charge. Herein lies tha 
great wrong that has been done me. ComRtock haa 
pubiiahed from one end of the country to the other 
that I have dealt in obecene literature, when nothiug 
of the kind is true. 

The candid reader cannot fail to eee the malice 
and falsehood which pervade these u fifteen rea- 
eong” and that the object is to keep in prison one 
whom their author has eo deeply wronged. These 
%fteen reasons he took to Washington, and has be- 
eides used’ his utmost exerlions to prevent all 
clemency in my cape. And 1 learn from Washing- 
ton that since his return he is writing and telegraph- 
ing varioua parties there whom he thinks he can 
induence against me. He has even telegraphed to 
aenators’ wivea to do all they can with the Presi- 
dent to prevent his pardoning ,me. What can be 
thought of a man who will take the vile meane he 
has to secure my arrest and then follow me up 
with the malice of an incarnate demon to prevent 
liberation being extended to me? If any’ person 
needs any further proof of the vileneas of that 
ma& heart they must indeed be bard to convince. 
- A¶ day after day slowly passes by, ae I sit here in 
my lonely cell, and ae I hear of the vigorous efforts 
that are made upon the part of my enemies to pre- 
vent liberty being restored to me, I am more and 
more convinced that the %ght upon the question 
which has been rnisnd in this case-whether a man 
may think what to him seems good, read what to 
him eeems good, print what to him seems good,. dis; 
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seminate what to him seems good, or whether a soci- 
ety or a church, or even the general Government 
shall settie this question for him-must be settled on 
ita merits. If American freemen are not to enjoy : 
these rights ; if 311 individual, a society, the courts, 
or the state are to determine what a man may think, 
sprak, or print, then our liberties are gone. We are 

I 

no longer free men. We have become slaves, and 
we must absolutely look to our masters for permiesion 
to breathe, permission to think, permission to speak, * 
permisaion to print. But 920 / NO ! this shall never ’ 
be. The people of America’ will never submit to 
suoh exactions as these. These privileges, these 
rights, are too dear to ttem to be thus tamt:ly sur- 
rendered. They never will yield them without a 
life and death struggle. They never will consent 
that these shall be wrested from them as long as lie 
is left them. These rights are the foundation of 
American liberty,. and they must and shall be pre- 
served. 

A great struggle is thus taking place as to whether _; 
I shall remain ignominiously in prison at hard 
labor for exercising these constitutional rights, or 
whether the chief executive will restore me to lib- 1 
erty and the enjoyment of my rights, ihe same as ~ 3 
my fellow-citizens all arowd me are enjoying. The 41 

man who has pursued me for two years, who by 
I ‘: 

hypocrisy and falsehood secured my arrest, and by 
ihe help of an over-willing judge s’ecured my con- ,_ 

.i 

viction, l&eked by his relentless persecuting society 
” 
! 

and friends, is doing his utmost to prevent the Presi- 
dent from performing the just act of restoring me 
to liberty. Every means is being employed, every 
argument is being exhausted, and every influence 

: 
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is brought to bear. What the result will be, tim? 
will decide, but it certainly is to be hoped that jus- 
tice and right may triumph over injustice and op- 
pression. But whatever the decision may be, we 
may all rebt assured that we are now making history. 
The deeds now being enacted will go down to pos- 

. terity ; and if justice is denied me now, it will, I 
trust, bc accorded to me by those who come after ua. 

I am by no means the first who haa been impris- 
oned unjustly or accused wrongfully. Thousands 
of worthier men have endured far greater hardships 
than I have yet been call upon to suffer. Since the 
da+ of Socrates, the old Grecian ,philosopher, vast 
numbers of men and women have been arraigned 
before the existing authorities upon false and flimsy 
charges. They have usually been charged with 
corrupting the minds of the young and with spread- 
ing heresy and sedition among their fellow-men. 
This.was the charge made against that -grand old 
Grecian, and for this he was forced to drink-the 
poison hemlock. On a similar charge Jesus, the 
gentle reformer and innovator of Judea-if the 
story of his life and persecut,ions is true-was 
arraigned before ihd court and the authorities that 
condemned him to death on the cross. He did not 
mail a pamphlet, because there were few pamphlets at 
that time, and no mails, but his offense was .of just 
about the same magnitude, and the injustice that 
was done him was still greater. 

E‘or hundreds of years after his time great num- 
bers of peo);Ie were arrested, imprisoned, tortured, 
and put to death in all conceivable forms of cruelty 
because their belief, their opinions, and their teach- 
ings were thought to be wrong, by the authorities 
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who held power over them, and they were charged 

with corrupting the minds of their feilows. 
Giordano Bruno was a striking instance of this 

) 
kind. He taught the truthu of the universe, the 
laws of nature, and for this be was burned at the 
stake. Vanini was another who gave up his life in 
the same way and for a similar reason. The old 
astronomer, Galileo, was also arraigned for “corrupt- 
ing ” his fellow-men by teaching them that the sun 

was the center of the solar system, and that the 

\ 

F 

earth, with the other plants, revoived around it. 
This was thought to contradict and upset the theo- 

logical arrangement of the heavenly bsdies, and he 
must needs be thrown into prison and torture must 
be applied to him; but the old man’s life was barely 

spared, and he was forced to make a sort of recanta- 
tion of what he knew to be true. Copernicus, who, 
a little earlier, taught the same heresies, was fortu- 
nate enough to make his exit from the world before 
he was tortured to death for “ corrupting ” the minds 

- of.his fellow-men. 

. Michael Serveths was another who wae charged 
with “ corrupting ” the minds of both old and young ; 

. and one pleasant morning, Oct. 27, 1553, in the 

town of Geneva, Switzerland, he was, by the author- 
ities of the time, brought out in a public place, 
bound hand and foot, and burned to death at a slow 
fire, and in ?he most excruciating agony, because 

) 
what he thought and what he printed did not suit 
the great Anthony Comstock of that time. 

Many, many, shared a smilar fate. Many good 
men have thus been hunted down by some Com- 
stock who has found some Benedict to condemn 

them to imprisonment; torture and death have been 
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their fate. But it wan all done in the name of mo- 
rality, roligioq and virtue. The great plea in all 
their cases was that the minds of the young and even 
those older must not be “ corrupted.” On this pre- 
tense thousands, yes millions, have been put to deaths 
the most cruel. 

George Fox and Wm. Penn were thrown into 
prison because they u corrupted ” the minds of others, 
and the greatest indignities were loaded upon them. 
John Bunyan and Richard Baxter were subjected to 
the same fate and upon the same charge. There 
were Comstocks iu those days and there were Bene- 
dict’s also, Oue notorious one was George Jefferies, 
as poor Richard Baxter and hundreds of others 
ldarned to their sorrow. 

It has been a sad thing for large numbers of men 
to diff$r in opinion with those in ‘authority; and to 
have the temerity to utter their honest convictions. 
Of this class were Robert Taylor, Richard Carlile, 
Charles Southwell, George Jacob Holyoake, and _ 
Edward Truelove, the last two of whom are still liv- 
ing. These were Englishmen; and were thrown into 
prison for their opinions, being charged with cor- 
rupting the minds of others. We have not done so 
much in that line in America, but among the victims 
who have been sentenced to prison in Boston for 
thinking wrong and teaching wrong-corrupting the 
minds of others-were Almcr Kneeland, some forty 
years ago, and E. H. Heywood a year ago. And 
now my humble name is added to this list of 
martyrs, heroes, and sufferers who were true to their 
convictions, and who uttered their honest sentiments. 
How long my imprisonment will continue, President 
IIayes must decide. Judge Benedict said thirteen 
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months; I hope the President will have more mercy 
and justice: And let it be hoped that this case of .~ 
mine is about the last one in America where a man 
will be torn from family, friends, and business for . 
not thinking right or for teaching contrary to pre- 
scribed rules. America should be too free a country . 
for its courts to throw men into prison for holding 
and teaching what they believe to be truth. 

ENGLISH COURTS OF JUSTICE. 

I will now leave Comstock and Benedict for a 
while and go back a few centuries and see what kind 
of justice the people had in those times. Our modes 

, of justice, our courts of law, with trial by jury, were 
one of the results of Saxon conquest of Britain. 
The habits of the people were at that time very 
simple, and the courts of justice and the law-making 

(liF 
power were of the same character. E’or a few cen- 
turies after that conpest the making of laws and 
their administration were performed directly 6y the 
peo&le. At times they came together in convenient 
bodies and passed such statutes as they thought 
we?e needed, and at the same time tried such cases, 
quarrels, and disputes aa arose. among them. These 

I popular courts were of different sizes, som>times the 
freeholders of a township with only a certain num- 
ber of families, and sometimes a whole shire or 
count;y. They were usually presided over by a reeve 
or bishop, who acted more as r;noderator than a# 

P officials possessing much power. These were incipi- 
ent English judges, though at that time they pos- 
Ressed but ‘a small fraction of the po-Ger which 
judges afterwards exercised. 

The historian, Hnme in speaking of those times, 
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f3ayt3 : L4 SuitB were determined in a summary man- 

ner, without much pleading, formality, or delay, by a 
majority of voices, and the bishops and aldermen 

had no further authority than to keep order among 
the .freeholders, and interpose with their opinion.” 

By this mode all freeholders were obliged to take 
part in these legal proceedings. 

This rule of simple and dire& justice continued 

with but little chan,ge until after the Norman Con- 

quest, when these local administrations were broken 
down and the law-making power of the courts be- 

came more centralized in the larger cities, all cen- 
tering in the king. The Saxon system was not 
abolished all at once, but the changes were gradual. 

By degrees the services of the freeholder-s were dis- 
pensed with. Judges were appointed by the king; 
and depending upon the king for their place and 

position, they were of course very subservient to the 
king, and seconded his tyrannical plans and winked 

at his perversion of the very principles of justice. 
Jn short, they were little better than tools in the . 
hands of corrupt kings, and were too ready to exe- 
cute their corrupt designs. They were too often 
guilty of duplicity, falsehood, treachery, and the 
most cruel tyr.znny towards the people. As they 
obtained their power from the king, they acknowl- 

edged no fealty to the people, and were most gruel 
oppressors of the people. 

Many of the English judges within the last few 

centuries were notorious for their oppressive rulings, 
their arbitrary and insolent conduct, their crneby, 
and their perversions of the very principles of jus- 
tice. Often the very worst of men, by their supple- 

ness to the wishes of a corrupt king, were promoted 
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to a judge?a seat, and by their numerous villainies 
made themselves objects of the detestation of man- 
kind. Among the more conspicuous in this class 
of corrupt and venal judges appear the names 
of Robert Trcsilian, Thomas Billing, John Fit.zjames, 
Thomas Nemicg, Nicholas Hyde, John Brampton, 
Robert Heath, Robert Foster, Robert Hyde, John 
Kelyng, William Scrogge, Francis North, Edmund 
Saunders, Robert Wright, and the notorious George 
Jeffzries, with several others of a later date who. 
were culpable in a somewhat lesser degree, some 
of whose doings will be mentioned further along. 
Those who wish to read the history of these judges 
and their infamous conduct are referred to a volume 
styled ‘( Atrocious Judges, ” by Hildreth, published 
by Miller, Orton & Mulligan. They will find there 
judicial villainy enough to satisfy the most depraved 
taste for that article. 

. 

GEORGE JEFFERIES. 

This infamous tyranny and venality of the judges 
culminated in .tbe seventeenth oentury, during the 
reigns of James II. and Charles II. Among the. 
most villainous of this class of judges stands con- 
spicuous George Jefferies, a disgrace ta the judicial 
ermine as well as a disgrace to. mqukind. 

Jefferieswas born in 1648. His father waaa country’ 
squire of small means. By a system of shrewdness . 
and low cunning, the son, after entering the legal 
profession, climbed up from one position to another 
until he occupied the highest position in the profen- 
sion. His manner was marked by a wild, -brutal 
ferocity, which was never matohed or even ap- 
proached by the worst of bullies and prostitutes that 



84 FlZOM BEHIND THE BAMI. 

he himself condemned to be 8ogqed at’ the cart’s 
tail. Charles II. described him aa (‘a man who had 
no learning, no sense, no manner@, but more impu- 
dence than ten oarted street walkers.” To describe 
hiu impudence in brief compass has been said to be 
beyond the power of language. In his wilder moods 
it ceased to be impndcnoe or even impudiaitp, and 
rose into paroxysms of a f err& and half maniacal 
frenzy. When to these qualiiies are added the cun- 
ning of a wild beast, the cruelty of an inquisitor, 
and the malignity that gloated and reveled in the 
shrieks and groans of its nnhappy victims, it will be 
easily seen why the name of Jefferies is even now 
hardly ever pronounced by an Englishman without 
a curse. 

He showed himself a willing tool of a Christ&n , 
oonrt, and by the me&u of his vile arts rose to the 
highest position a judge can hold. In 1673 he 
became Chief Justice of the King’s Bench, soon 
after which came the failure of the Duke of Mon- 
mouth’s attempt to seoure his uncle’s crown, when 
Jefferies was sent to traverse the western counties 
of the kingdom and punish those who had taken 
part in the rebellion. During this tour, characteris- 
tically called the “Bloody Assizes,” or Jefferies 
campaign, he exercised the extremest cruelty and 
barbaritpdoward the hapless wretches who fell un- 
der his power; his malignity and vengeance seemed 
to know no bounds. He oonvicted and condemned 
to death nearly every unfortunate person brought 
before him who was charged with treason ; and 
pompously made the boast that he Lad hanged more 
traitors than all the judges since the conquest. The 
numbers of victims whom he sentenced to death are. 
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variously estimated from 350 to 700. Lord L&dale, 
_ who possessed good facilities for knowing, placed the 

number at jhe latter figure. The numbers he sen- 
tenced to be cruelly whipped at the cart’s tail are 
not to be computed. For these very important ser- 
vices James II. made him Lord High Chancellor, 
which position he held till the Revolution, when that 
event deprived him of his sole friend. In his 
attempts to escape the country in the guise of a 
sailor he was discovered by an attorney whom he 
had shamefully browbeaten and iusulted, who ex-. 
posed him to the vindictive anger of the populace, 
who would have killed him on the spot but for the 
timely arrival of a squad of soldiers. He was, how- 
ever, imprisoned in the Tower, where he died in the 
direst ignominy, utterly despised by almost every 
person in England, His memory has been held in 
detestation from that day to this. 

Of course civilization and progress have dohe a 
good deal for the English-speaking people, especially 
since the time of Jefferies, but probably my readers 
will not think strange if in tyrant&al bearing, 
unjust rulings, severe sentences, indifferenoe to the 
rights of the accueed, disregard of law and justioe, 
in arrogance and sensuality, in efforts to coerce and 
dragoon juries to rendor a desired verdict, in acting 
the part of prosecutor rather than the just upright 
judge, etc., etc., I see in the judge who dealt out 
such heavy-handed justice tome some of the charao- 
teristics of George Jefferies, or that I have be& able 
to perceive strongly-marked parallels’between them. 

It would require. a volume of large size to merely 
give the names and slightest details of the unjust 
judges who have in the last few centuries pretended 

* 
_ 

. 
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to administer justice to their fellow-men. The most 
cruel have been those who have punished for theolog- 
ical offenses. The worst tyranny has. been that . 
which has tried to enchain and oppress the mind. 
The worst cruelty has been that which has punished 
for matters of opinion. Because men and women 
have not cramped their minds to follow the pattern 
set up for them they have, by ecclesiastical judges, 
been racked and tortured, hung and quartered, . 

burned and beheaded, in numbers beyond the power 
of accurate computation ; but that these most un- 
fortunate victims of ecclesiastical judges and courts 
have amounted to many millions is well known. 

It is not my purpose now to enter into a consider- 
ation of ecclesiastical courts and ecclesiastical justice. 
It is a most bloody chapter, and I will leave it for 
the present until I have first given a considerable 
number of oases in the English courts, that it may 
be seen that the cruel injustice on the part of some 
of our judges is not without precedent. 

THEODORE PARKER’S CASE. 

I shall use somewhat freely the compilation 
made by Theodore Parker to use upon his trial before 
Judge Curtis of the United St&es Circuit Court in 
Boston, June, 15!5 (the proceeding’s having been 
oommenced several months earlier, in the previous 
year); for a misdemeanor-a charge of having 
aided .a fugitive from slavery, Anthony Burns, col- 
ored, to retain. his freedom. This was a charge 
nearly as heinous, at that time, as depositing a copy 
of “ Cupid’s Yokes ” in Uncle Sam’s mail bags is 
nay. At about the same time, and upon the same 
terrific charge, were arrested Wendell Phillips, 
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T. W. Higginson, John Morrison, Samuel T. Proud- 
man, John C. Clure, and Mr. Stowell. It was at that 
time a serious crime against the laws and .Govern- 
ment of the United States to aid a poor bondsman 
who risked his life in escaping from slavery to free- ’ 
darn. There is in our time but little that is equal to 
what that waa, except it be spreading light and 
truth among the people, advocating heretical opin- 

. ions, or sending over the country certain physio- 
logical and socialistic pamphlets by mail. 

Upon this monstrous charge of aiding and be- 
friending runaway slaves, these men were duly 
arrested by the strong arm of the Government, 
marehals and deputy marshals being dragooned into 
service for this purpose. They were taken before a 
United States commissioner, Edward G. Loring, 
and were required to give bonds or be sent to prison 

r -the same as I was ; they were duly presented to 
the United States Grand Jury (one of whom was 
brother to the U. S. Judge), true bills were found 
against them, and at the instance and by the aid of . 
the U. S. District-Attorney, Benjamin F. Hallett, 
they were duly indicted and held for appearance at 
the regular session of that august court, to sit In 
March, 1855, the cases being continued to the April 
term, and afterwards to the June term. 

The arrest of these worthy men caused not a little 
excitement in the vicinity of Boston, as well as in 
various parts of the country. Thousands regarded 
the whole business as a shame and an outrage-that 
the great Government of the United States should 
thus lend itself, at the behest of the slave power, to . , 
arraign and persecute gentlemen of such excellence 
upon the charge of having sympathy for the down- 
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k trodden and oppretied.. The arrest, indicttient, 
trial, and sentence of myself in the United States 
Circuit Court for depositing a harmless pamphlet in 

. the mail is in many respects a parallel case, onlf 
in my case my persecutors have been more severe, 
more vindict.ive, and more disgraceful than were 
those in the cases of Parker, Phillips, Higginson, 
et al. The prosecutors in 1 he cases of those gentle- 

_. men became ashamed of their meanness and injus- 
tice. The good sense of the country would not 
justify such a species of governmental persecutions, 
and District-Attorney Hallett very prudently and 
very sensibly entered a no& prose& in emh of 
those cases, and the accused were set free. 

YY OWN CASE ONCE MORE. 

Not so in my own case. That infamous sneak, 
Comstook, backed by the Young Men’s Christian 
Association, has for two years been pursuing me 
with the view and intent of finding some pretext 
upon which he could arrest me, cast me into prison, 
disgrace me all over the country, and utterly ruin 
my business. He sent spies to see what could be , 
discovered ; he entered my place himself under the 
pretense of wishing to purehase Liberal literature, 
and finding something he thought he could use as 

. a pretext, he submitted it to his junta of legal 
advisers of the Young Men’s Christian Association, 
and they said, “These will do ; go ahead.” Arrest, 
being held to bail, indictment, and being published 
as a dealer in obscenity in all the principal papers of 

, the oountry followed. Everything went swimmingly 
c with Comstock and Colgate. Their victim warl 

safe, and Benedict would soon send him. to prison. 

/ 
,, ’ 
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But the authorities at Washington learned the 
facts, and the case was ordered to be dismissed. 
Comstock and Colgate’s little game was spoiled. 
Comstock was very angry, and declared that he had 
not got through with Bennett, and would yet get 
him in his power. “ Cupid’s Yokes ‘. was the next . 
pretext he could find. A decoy letter was sent, 
ordering a copy. A false or forged name was used. 
The victim was caught, and arrest, indictment, and 
more dis race 

1 
followed. uistrict-Attorney Stewart 

L. Wood ord scorned the business, and did net wish 
to prosecute it. He did not believe it was such a 
oase as the statute contemplated. But his assistant, 
Wm. P. Fiero, was pleased to take it up. He came 
to the rescue of Comstock, Colgate & Co., knowing 
that thereby he would gain the approbation of the 
pious Christian element. With the vigorous aid of 
Judge Benedict, and a very submissive, accommo- 
dating jury, a conviction was easy. Comstock, 
Colgate, Cook & Co. were happy, and here I am in 
prison, as they desired. 

/ ENGLISH JUSTICE. 

I 

* I 
But let me leave for a while the memory of my 

own wrongs and recite somewhat similar cases which 
,passed for justice in England two or three centuries 
ago and later. I think my readers will bear me out 
in the assertion of the truth that judges have been 
among the greatest oppressors, the worst tyrants, 
and the most bitter foes to liberty that poor, abused, 
injured humanity has had to contend with. The 
authenticity of these reports cannot be doubted, for 
they are taken from the official reports of English 
state trials and other authorities. The intent, pur- 

. 
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pose, and mode of this kind of prosecutions, Parker 
states thus : 
“ 1. In the Privy Council, or elsewhere, it is re- 

solved to punish the obnoxious men, and the bnsi- 
ness is intrusted to the law-officers of the Crown 
appointed for such functions. 

(‘ 2. They consult and agree to pervert and twist 
the law-statute or common-for that purpose. By 
this means they gratify their master and prepare 
future advancement for themselves. 

u 3. The precedent thus established becomes the 
basis of new operations in ,the future, and may be 
twisted and perverted to serve ‘other oauaes as they 
occur.” 

EXAMPLES FROM HISTORY. 

As examples of this exhibit or arraignment, the 
following cases are briefly stated : 
1. In 1610 two Puritans, for refusing the ex o$i%o 

oath, were thrown into jail by the commissioners. 
They were brought on habeas corpzcs before a court, 
and a Mr. Fuller, their counsel, a learned lawyer, 
insisted that they were imprisoned without due pro- 
oess of law. For this “contempt of court ” he was 
thrown into prison by Archbishop Bancroft, whence 
he was rescued only by death. (Pierce’s Vindication, 
p. 174.) 

2. In 1613 there were many murmurs among the 
people of England at the tyranny of Ring James. 
Fine and imprisonment did not quell the disturb- 
ance, so a more dreadful example was thought. 
needful. The officials of Government broke into 
the study of Rev. Edmund Peacham, a Protestant 
minister, sixty or seventy years old. In an uncov- 
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ered cask they found a manuscript sermon, never 
preached, nor designed for the pulpit nor the press, 
aud never was shown to any one. It contained 
some passages in favor of human liberty, that an 

* 

advocate of the power of kings might think cal- 
’ culated to incite men to resist tyranny. The min- 

ister was arrested, thrown into prison, and all his 
papers seized. The Government officials, in concert 
with the judges in deciding upon the charge tbat 
should be made against him, decided that it should 
be high treason, as that was a favorite charge in 
those times upon which to convict a poor, unfortu- 
nate victim, as obscenity new is with Comstock and 
Benedict. Francis Bacon, the powerful and cor- 
rupt attorney-general (he was probably a little 
smarter man than Wm. P. Fiero), managed the ’ 
prosecution. Before the trial was ventured upon be 
procured an extra-judicial opinion of the judges 
appointed for such services, who gave him the 
assurance that they would declare the act of the 
minister to be high treason. 

But even for those swift and willing authorities, a 
manuscript sermon, never preached nor designed to 
be published in any way, was hardly evidenoe 
euougb to convict the poor unfortunate man of high 
treason. So they adopted an eminently Christian 
mode of action-torture by rack before trial This 
poor man was subjected to this most cruel treatment. 
Twelve leading questions were prepared by the Gov- 
ernment officials and propounded to blm. The 
following is in the verbatim record of Secretary 
Winwood, which is still extant in his own bandwrit- 
ing : u He was this day examined before torture, in 
torture, between torture, and after torture ; not- 



._. 
I; ,’ -1 -.-._ / 

I 

\ , _ 

92 FROM BEEIND THE BARS. 

withstanding nothing could be drawn from him; he 
still persisting in his obstinate anil insensible denials 
and former answers.” Bacon was present at the 
torture, which took place in the Tower, Jan. 19, 
1614, OS. In Allgust followmg he was tried for 
high treason--” cornpaRsing and imagining the king’s 
death ,, -before a packed jury, against law and 
without legal evidence. He was of course found 
guilty under rulings of the court. When it ig re- 
membered that this inoffensive Rev. Peacham was 
condemned upon the “ tendency ,’ which his written 
sentiments “ might have upon persons of susceptible 
minds into whose hands they might fall and who 
might be open to such influences,” and that the 
rulings and charge of the judge controlled the ver- 
dict, a strong parallel may be seen between the case 
uoder aonsideration and my own. But public opin- 
ion, even at that early date, caused fear and trem- 
bling to come over kings and despots. The people 
were so indignant at the outrage that had been com- 
mitted that, notwithstanding the verdict, the execu- 
tion was not ventured upon. But a worse fate was 
reserved for the man. He waR left to languish in 
prison till on the 27th of March, 1616, a king more 
merciful-Death-took the old minister ‘where tyr- 
annous judges and despots could not trouble him 
more. (State Trials, 669 ; Montague’s Bacon, clxvi ; 
2 bambbell, 291.) 

Thus it will be seen that that most unfortunate 
man was forced to a wretched death upon colz&z&- 
ive treason, when he had not been guilty of treason 
at all. Condructive obscenity in our time is little 
better. 

It may be interesting to read. the opinion of the 

’ 



i 

BJ.tOY BEHIND TEE BARS. 33 

gobd King James upon this case-the sovereign who 
had the Bible translated : 

. 
ZrSo the only thing the judges can doubt of is of the 

deiir quept’s intention, on his bare demand to clear him 
[himsel ] since nature teaches every man to defend his life 

-85 he may ; and whether in case there was a doubt herein, 
the judges should not rdther incline to that sids [namely, the 
side of the Government] wherein all probability lies ; but 
II jutlgl s will needs trust rather the bare negative of an 
infmous delinquent-then all the probabilities, or rather 
infallible co nseqwences upon the other part, caring more for 
the safety of sud a moneter than the preservation of a crown 
in all ages following, whereupon depend t.he lives of many 
millions Happy, then, are all desperate and malicious 
knaves, but the fortune of this crown is more than miser- 
able, which forefend ” (2 St. ‘I+., 878). 

3. In 1633, Laud, a tyrannieal, ambitious man, and 
a servile creature of the king, mentioned before, was 
made Archbishop of Canterbury, continuing Bishop 
of London at the same time. Charles I. was strongly 
inclined to Romanism ; Laud also leaned that way, 
aiming to come as near as possible to the papal and 
not be shut out of the English church. He made 
some new regulations in regard to the communion 
table and the Lord’s Supper. John Williams, Dean 
of Westminster and Bishop of Lincoln, who had 
been Lord Keeper under King James, wrote a book 
against those innovations ; besides, in his Episcopal 
court he had once spoken of the Puritans as “good 
subjects,” and of his knowing ‘(that the king did 
not wish them to be harshly dealt with.“* In 1637 
Laud directed that he should be prosecuted in the 
Star-Chamber for “ publishing false news and tales 
to the scandal of his Majesty’s government,” and 
6‘ for counsels of state contrary to ‘his oath of a 
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- 1 
privy oounsellor.” He was sentenced to pay a fit:e . I 
of SlO,OOO (equal in those days to what $100,000 is 
now); to be suspended from all offices, and kepta 
close prisoner in the Tower during the king’s pleas- 
ure--whence the Revolution set him at-liberty. Be- I 

sides he wrote private letters to Mr. O~balderstone, 
al,d called Laud “ the little great man “; for this he 
in 1639 was Sned Z5,OOO [fully equal to $50,000 

now) to the king, and 33,000 ($30,000) to the arch- 
bishop. Oabalderstone in his letters had spoken of 
the “ great leviathan ” and the “ little urchin ,” and 
was fined 35,000 ($50,000) to the king, and the same 
to the archbishop, and sentenced also to stand in the 
pillory with his eara nailed to it. (3 St. Tr., '767 ; 
Campbell, 400.) 

This was indeed beautiful justice. The offense 
there two men committed was nearly equal to mail- 
ing a little pamphlet. I perhaps ought to be very 
glad that I did not live at that time and that my 
case was not tried in the Star-Chamber. It would 
have troubled me severely to pay those fines., but I 
suppone I could have lain in prison and also stood in 
the pillory with my ears nailed to it, though it ’ 
would not have been altogether pleasant. Possibly 
i ought to be. very grateful to somebody or some- 
thing that my lines fell in such pleasant places, and 
that I mot the tender mercies of Comstock, Colgate, 
Britton, and Benedict. 

4. In 1629 Richard Chambers, a merchant of LoG 
-don, complarned to the Privy Cum31 of some ille- 
gfrl and unjust treatment, and declared “that the 
merchants in no part of the world are so screwed 
and wrung as in England; that in Turkey they have 
more encouragement.” Laud, who hated freedom of 
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sp’eech and liberal comments on the Government 
a8 much a8 our exalted clergymen =a pious dignita- 
ries at the present time are opposed to anything 
radical being said against orthodox creeds, customs, 
and opinions, whether in theology or in social life- . 
is said to have told the king, “If your majesty had 
many such Chambers, you would soon have no 
chamber to rest in.,, The king very readily took the 
hint, and poor Chambers was cited to appear before 
the Star-Chamber, and was fined X2,000 ($20,000), 

and was condemned to make a Cc submission for this 
great offense,” which the sturdy Puritan refused to 
do and wan kept in prison till the Court,of the King’8 
]3ench, faithful to the law on h&eas corps, ‘admitted 
him to bail, for which however they were repri- 
manded. Laud and all the ecclesiastial members of 
the commission of the Star-Chamber wished Cham- 
bers’ fine to be S~,OOO ($30,000). (3 St. Tr., 3’72 ; 
Franklyn, 362 ; 2 Hallam (PariB), 1841, 6 ec eetmn 

13; Mrs. Macauley, 16, 4.5, 65.) 

0, yes, no doubt the ecclesiastics were in favor of 
making t-he fine heavy. They alway entertain a 
profound respect for pounds and dolhws, while in the 
qualities of mercy and forbearance they have not 
especially distinguished themselves. It is certainly 
to be doubt+ whether our modern -Star-Chamber 
would have been quite 80 heavy handed on poor 
Chambers. They might have let him off with thir- 
teen months imprisonment and a fine of $300. 

5. In his place in Parliament in 1629, Sir John 
Eliot, one of the noblest men in England’s noblest 
age, declared that “ the Council of Judges had all 
conspired to trample under foot the liberties of the 
subject.” The truth which that good man uttered 

. 
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then was a~ patent as that the liberties of the people 
are to-day beinghrampled under foot in the forms of 

-laws and by prosecutors and judges who stand high 
among church aristocracy. But a few days after 
the king (Charles I) bad dismissed his refractory 
Parliament, Eliot,, with Hollis, Long, Selden, 
Strode, and Valentine, most eminent members of the 
House of Common*, and zealous for liberty and law, 
was seized by the king’s command and thrown into 
prison. The habeas corpus was demanded in vain, 
for Laud and Strafford were at .the head of affairs 
(as Blatchford and Benedict are al the head of the 
United States Court in this city), and the priests and 

\ pliant judges in Westminster Hall struck down the 
law of the land, just as justice and right have been 
stricken down in my case in this year 1879. The 
court decreed that those men should be imprisoned 
during the king’s pleasure, and not be released 
until they made submission and gave security f,u 
good behavior. Eliot was fined 32,000 ($20,00~,), 

.and Hollis and Valentine in smaller sums. Eliot, 
the truly brave and great man, refused submission 
and died likea hero in the Tower, a martyr to 
human liberty. (8 St. Tr., 29.7; 1 Rushworth’; 3 IIal- 
lum 2; 2 Parl. Ilist., 488, 504; Foster’s Eliot; 2 Mrs. 

. Macauley, oh. i, ii.) 
’ 6. In 1880, the very 0rst year of theiettlement of 

Boston, on the 4th of June, Rev. Dr. Alexander 
Leighton was brought before the Court of High 
Commission, in the Star-Chamber, to be tried for a 
seditious libel. He had published “An Appeal to the 
Parliament, or a Plea Against Prelacy,” a ~w ork 
still well known, but,, of course, not as had as my 
u Open Letter to Jesus Christ ; ” but it remonstrate! 
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against oppressive grievance* in church ana state, 
“ to the end that Parliament might take them into * 
consideration and give such redress as might be for 
the honor of the king, the guide-of the people, and 
the peace of the church.” The. Court of Commis- . 
sions accounted it CL a most odious and heinoue 
offense ” (probably not as bad as “ Cupid’s Yokes “), 

- “ deserving the most serious punishment the Court 
could inflict, for framing a book so full of such pes- . 
tilent, deviliph, and dangerous assertions.” The two - 
chief justices declared if the case had been brought 
in their courts they would have proceeded against+ 
him for. ,treaBon, and it was only “his Majesty’s 
exceeding great mercy and goodness ” which select&I 
the mildest tribunal. His sentence wa8 a fine of , 

;ElO,OOO, to be set in the pillory, whipped, .have one 
ear cut off, one side of his nose slit, oue cheek 

. branded with S. S.-sower of sedition-and then at 
some convenient time be whipped again, branded 
and mutilated on the other side of the face, and 
confined in the Fleet (prison} during life. Before 
the punishment was inflicted he managed to esospe 
out of prison, but was recaptured, when the odious. 
and‘terrible sentence was fully executed. (3 St. Tr., 
383 ; Laud% Diary, Nov. 4 ; 2 Hallam, 28.) 

What glorious times those would have been for 
Comstock and Benedict ! They could have exer- 
cised the natural ‘bent of their minds to the full. 
They could have dragged to prison with the utmost 
ferocity everybody who gave the slightest offense, 
and inflicted all the cruehy their pious souls could 
wish. That was the hey-day for cruel and vindictive 
prosecutors and judges. I ahall try arid feel joyful 
that my brief career on the earth did not come off 

. 
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in those times, for I would have been sure to have ’ 
. got into s’ome trouble. If I had not mailed a pam- 

phlet I very likely would have said a word or two 
in favor of liberty and against kingly, judicial, and 
eccleeiastical tyranny. 

7. William Prynn, a zealous Puritan, and a very 
learned lawyer, wrote a folio against theaters called, 
“A Scourge for Stage-Playem,” said to be (‘dull, 
learned, unreadable, and uncommon thick.” But for 
this offense he was brought to the Star-Chamber in 
1632-3, and Chief Justice Richardson, who, even m 
those times, had but an indifferent reputation for 
honeclty and veracity, gave this sentence : Cc Mr. 
Prynn, I do declare you to be a schism-maker in the _ 
church, a sedition-sower in the commonwealth, a 
wolf in sheep’s clothing; in a word, omniocm malo- 
rum Izequissimus-the wickedest of all scoundrels. 
I shall fine him &l?,OOO, which is more than he ia ’ 
worth, yet lesti than he deserveth. I will set him at 
liberty no more than a plagued man or a mad dog, 
who, though he cannot bite, yet will he foam. He 
is so far from being a sociable soul that he is not a 
rational soul. Ho is fit to live in dens with such 
beasts of prey as wolves and tiger-e like ‘himself ; 
therefore I do condemn him to perpetual imprison- 

. ment as those monsters that are no longer fit to live 
. among men nor see the light. I would have him 

branded in” the forehead, slit in the nose,, and his 
ears cropped, too.” This sentence was executed the 
tth and 10th of May, 1633. (3 St. Tr., 671 ; 2 

Hallam, 2 8.) 

ir 

It must be admitted that Judge Richardson’s 
cruelty and injustice were greater than Judge Bene- 
dict’s, but had the latter lived in the time of the 

/ 
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former and been clothed with the same power, it 
cannot be told whether he would have been any 
more mild and merciful. 

8. In 1685, James 11. was in reality a Catholic. He 
wished to restore Romanism in England and abolish 
the work of the Reforma%ion, the better to establish 
the despotism which all of his family had sought to 
plant. He was determined to punish Ruth as spoke 
against the papal church, though no law prohibited 
such speaking. Judge Jefferies, a member of the 
cabinet and favorite of the king, was at that time 
Chief Justice, and abundantly fit for the work de- 
manded of him. The. pious and venerable Richard 
Baxter, who had written elaborate works on religi- 
ous BubjectR, was selected for the victim. Tht3 
historian Macaulay describes the shameful affair in 
the following language : 

“In a commentary on the New Testament, he had 

c 

complained with some hitternesa of the persecutions 
which the Dissenters suffered. The men who, for 
using the Prayer Book, had been driven from their 
homes, stripped of their property, and locked up in 
dungeons, should dare to utter a murmur, were then 
thought high criminals against the state and church. 
Roger Lestrapge, the champion of the Government 
and the oracle OF the clergy, sounded the note of war 
in the Observator. An iuformation was filed. 
Baxter begged that he might be allowed some time 
to prepare for his defense. It was the day that 
Oates was pilloried in the prison-yard that the illus- 
trious chief of the Puritans, oppressed by age and 
infirmities, came to Westminster Hall to make this 
request. Jefferies burst into a storm of rage. ‘ Not 
a minute,’ he cried, ‘to save hie life. I can deal with 

. 
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saints as well as sinners. There stands Oates on one 
side of the pillory, and if Baxter stood on the other, 
the two greatest rogues in the kingdom would stand 
together.’ 

“ When the trial came on at Guildhall, a crowd 
of those who loved and honored Baxter filled the 
court. At his side stood Dr. William Bates, one of 
thc,most eminent nonconformist divines. ‘The two 
Whig barristers of great note, Pollexfen & Wallop, 
appeared for the defendant. 

u Pollexfen had scarce begun his address to’the 
jury when the Chief Justice (Jefferies) broke forth : 
‘Pollexfen, I know you well. I will set a mark on 
you. You are the patron of the faction. This is an 
old rogue, a schismatical knave, a hypocritical vil- 
lain. He hate$ the Liturgy. He would have noth- 

’ ing but long-winded cant without book.’ And at this 
his lordship turned up his eyes, clasped his hands, 
and began to iing through his nose in imitation to 
what he supposed was Baxter’s style of praying : 
‘Lord, we are thy people, the peculiar people, thy 
dear people.’ Pollexfen gently reminded the court 
that his late majesty had thought Baxter deserving 
a bishopric. ‘And what ailed the old blockhead, 
then,’ oried Jefferies, (that he did not take it ?’ 

‘(His fury was now almost to madness. He called 
Baxter a dog, and awore that it would be no more 
than justice to whip such a villain through the 
whole city. 

SC Wallop interposed, but fared no better than hin 
leader. ‘You are in all of these dirty cases, Mr. 
Wallop,’ said the judge. ( Gentlemen of the long 
robe ought to be ashamed to a&t euch factious 
knaves.’ The a(lvocate made another attempt to ’ 
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obtain a hearing, but to no purpose. ‘If you do not 

know your duty,’ said Jefferiea, ‘ I will’teach it you. 

6‘ Wallop sat down, and Baxter himself attempted 
to put in a word, but the Chief Justice drowned all 
expoxtulation in a torrent ,of ribaldry and invective, 
mingled with scraps from Hudibras. ‘ My. lord, 
said the old man, ‘ I have been much blamed by 
D;ssentt!rs for speaking respectfully of bishops.’ 

(‘ ‘ Baxter for bishops !’ cried the judge, (that’s a 
merry conceit indeed ! I know what you mean by 
bishops-rascals like yourself, Kidderminster bish- 
ops, factious, snivelin% Presbyterians.’ 

“Again Baxter essayed to speak, and again 
Jefferies bellowed, ‘Richard, Richard, dost thou 
think we will let. thee poison the court ? Richard, 
thou art an o!d knave. Thou hast+written books 
enough to load a cart, and every book as full of 
sedition as an egg is full of meat. By the grace of JI 

God, I’ll look after thee. I see a great many of your 
brotherhood waiting to know what will befall their 
mighty Don. And there,’ he continued, fixing his . 
savage eye on Baxter, ‘is a doctor of your party at 
your elbow. But by the grace of God Almighty, I 
will crush you all.’ 

‘( Baxter held his peace, but one of the junior coun- . 
se1 for the defense made a last effort, and undertook 
to show that the words of which complaint was 
made would not bear the construction put upon them 
by the information. With this view he began to 
read the context,. In a moment he was roared down, 
‘You shan’t turn the cuurt into a conventicle.’ 
The noise of weeping was heard from some of those 
aurrounding Baxter. ‘Sniveling calves,’ said the 
judge.” (1 Mscaulay, 456-8, Harpers’ ea.) 

* 



. . 
i$ 

102 FROM BE3IND THE BARS. 

Baxter was sentenced to-pay a fine of 500 marks, 
to lie in prison till he paid, and be bound for seven 
years for good behavior. It is also said Jefferiee 
wished him to be whipped at the tail of the cart, 
but the king remitted the fine. 

Pear Richard Baxter stood just about as much 
chance for receiving justice before Jefferies as Com- 
stock% victims do in Judge Benedict’s court. Their 
unfairness in not letting the context be read to give 
the import of the condemned words is about equal, 
their style of instructing and coercing the jury not 
dissimilar. It is not difficult to imagine that Bax- 
ter and his friends had about as much consideration 
with Jefferies as I aud my friends had with 
Benedict. This judge has far years been sending 
Comstock’s victims to prison and loading them 
with heavy fines, with about the same mercy and 
justice that was shown by the notorious and infa- 
mous Jefferies. 

My friends;1 will not now detain you with further 
samples of English justice, as I fear I have already 
wearied you. I may recur to them in my next, I think 
by the time I have concluded you will be convinced 
that great tyranny and oppression have been enacted 
in the name of justice, and that judges and courts 
have time and time again been the greatest enemies 
to the liberty and happiness of mankind. 

VISITORS’ CALLS. 

Kind friends continue to visit me in my prison 
cell, and their faces I have been most glad to see. 
Among those from outside the city were E’izur 
Wricht, on his way home from Minnesota, and J. 
M. Peebles. I have to report, however, that Anthony 
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Comstock, Samuel Colgate, Joseph A. Britton, 
Judge! Benedict, nor none of that godly class have 
called upon me. They,have not given me the oppor- 
tunity to say to them at the last day, “I was in 
prison and ye visited me.” I hope, however, they 
will not put themselves out of the way to come and 
see me. I am not partioularly anxious to set my 
eyes upon them. 

The question as to what will be my fate is now an 
important one to myself and the thousands of my 
friends all over the country. Petitions to the Pres- 
ident are being signed in large numbers, and many 
have been duly forwarded to Washington. 

Before these lines reach the readers of THE 
TXJTH SEEKER the President will have been pre- 
sented with petitions bearing twenty-five thousand 
names, asking for my liberation. Boston alone has 

sent ten thousand. The aggregate will undoubtedly 
reach one hundred thousand names. 

I cannot express the gratitude I feel toward all 
the kind friends who have so nobly stepped forward 
to aid me in obtaining liberty. I wish I had it in 

my power to reciprocate the kindness. 
It would seem that the earnest request of so many 

people, asking for but an act of justice, ought to 
have an immense influence with the Executive, but ’ 
it must be borne in mind t,hat the influence we have 
to contend with is also immense. The entire Chris- 

tian element of the country appears to be aroused 
in this case, and great numbers are beseeching the 
President not to interpose in my behalf. A friend 
in Washington writeu that letters are coming in 
from bishops, ministerg their uncles, “ their slsters, 
their o&sins, and their aunts,” praying that Bennett 

. 
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be not pardoned. The struggle is waxing very 
warm, and it is difficult to say what the result will 
be. If orthodoxy thinks it will gain by this severity 
and intolerance toward myself, I believe it will be 
mistaken. The greater the injustice it is guilty 
of, the more it will ultimately redound against it. 

i 

The little pamphlet which I mailed, and for which 
I am in prison, has been thoroughly examined at the 
White House and in the Department of Justice, and 

.the opinion in each place is that it is not obscene, 
This would seem to be enough to settle the case 
at once. But the fact that five Federal judges, 
by their rulings and decisions, have practically pro- 
nounced the book obscene has much weight in the 
President’s mind. B,ut if he reflects that it has not 
been the province of those judges to decide the 
qaeetion whether the book is obscene or not, that they 
bave not done so, and that even’ if they had, it 
does not change it one wax or the other, he will 
probably be able to dtcide upon the merits of the 
case, regardless of five men or five hundred men. 
Probably one hundred thousand people have read the 
book, many of these among the most intelligent in 
the country, and they have declared it not obscene, 
and it would seem that their opinion ought to have as 
much weight as that of five judges, who have in fact 
expressed no opinion upon the subject. And more, 
if the public judgment is divided-if there is a 
doubt as to the general verdict-justice would seem 
to say I ought to have the beneiit of that .doubt. 

If the President will think for a moment that 
in every house in the land, and by every fireside, is 
found the Bible, with its amorous Song of Solomon ; 
the story ‘of prostitution in the book of. Esther ; the 



FROM BEHIND THE BABS. 106 

love story of Ruth and Boaz, of her going into his 
tent and lying with him at night’ under the same 
blanket ; of the incest of Lot and his daughters; of 
Judah and Tamar; of Amnon and his sister ; of the 
adultcry of David with Bathsheba; of the polygamy, 
concubinage, and whorings of Solomon ; of the 
twenty-third chapter of Ezekiel, with hundreds of 
other places too tedious to mention, in all of which 

\ there is a hundred times more of indecency to be 
found than in Nr. Heywood’s dry philosophical ~ 
pamphlet, I think he will be able to understand that 
obscenity is a mere pretext on the part of my ene- 
mies ; that that charge is a mere cover for my real 
offense-heterodoxy. I hope he will not think I 
ought to be kept in prison because my religious 
views are unlike those of another class. 

.As so many letters are pouring in to the President 
from my enemies, I advise that my friends pursue 
the same tactics. Every man and woman in the 
country, however humble, has a perfect right to 
address the chief magistrate. Let them, every one 
of my friendsand sympathizers who thinks injustice 
has been done me, and who wishes me restoreo to lib- 
erty at once, write a letter to the President--if not 
more than ten lines-requesting him to release me 
from prison. Address, His Excellency, R. 13. Hayes, 
President, Washington, D. C. A concert of action 
in this way may accomplish much good. 

I trust I am guilty of no breach of confidence in 
saying that the postmasters of these three cities, 
New York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, have peti- 
tioued the President for my pardon, as well as many 
OF the ablest legal gentlemen of this city. Thii 
should count much in my favor. 
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I know not on, what day I may be taken to the 
Albany Penitentiary. If no instrubtions to the cbn- 
trary come from Washinton within a very few days, 
I shall probably be transported there before the close 
of the present week. I, of course, do not wish to _ 
go, but the matter seems not to be left to my choice. 
But let us hope thaf eventually the right will come 
uppermost and that justice will be done. 

D. M. B. 

. 

c 

. 
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LETTER ITTI. 

CELL 36, LUDLOW ST. JAIL, June 30,1879. 
DEAR READER& OF T~IE TRUTH SEEKER: Day 

after day passes by with me in my prison cell the 
same as with those who are immersed in busy cares 

. and active life in the outside bustling world ; 
another week has passed away and the time has come 
again for me to address you. Prison life is monot- 
onous. The variety which one sees here is not great. 

Ip 
The same routine ; at seven in the morning the cell 
door is unlocked, when the keeper invariably finds 
me up and engaged in reading and writing, at which 
I have been occupied two hours or more: At eight 
the morning paper is brought in, and an hour or more 
is spent in looking over the events of the past 
twenty-four hours, with what the editors have to say 

P 
I 

I 

. about the same. At nine my breakfast is brought, 
which usually finds me with a good appetite. My 
faithful wife is the first caller, and she brings me 
the news from THE TRUTH SEEKER office, a brief 
account of the lettera that have been received, etc. 
After her return to her onerous duty, Superintendent 
Eugene Macdonald makes his daily visit, and is 
usually followed by others. Some days.1 have six 
to ten visitors, and on ‘others only two or three 
The visits of friends are always welcome. About 
two P. W, dinner is served, and my appetite often 
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proves unequal to the task set before me; but when 
I,bave done the best I can, I feel that I have done 
juct as well as any one could do under the circum- 
stances. Supper comes about seven, and if it did 
not pome-at all I should not be offended. It seems 
redundant. Visitors seldom come in after five P. M., 

and the evening is spent in reading and writing. At 
half-past ten the turnkey comes around and locks me 
in my lit& cell, and I usually take that as a hint 
that it is time for me to go to bed, when I soon fall 
into the sweet repose due to a justified conscience. 
Those who have not experienced it are hardly able 

. to judge of the degree of safety one feels in being I 
locked securely in a stone and brick cell, with a 
strong iron door and iron bars before the window, . 
with three other strong iron doors between the cell 
and the street, and tbe windows heavily gnarded 
with iron gratings. Yes, the, feeling of security is 
marked. One instinctively -feels, Why this must be 
the place I have read of, u where thieves cannot 
break through and steal.” One can lay down his 
watch, his pocketbook, his knife, or his jewelry (I 
never use any) with a certain conviction that he will 
find it there in the morning.. No danger here of any 
Chastine Cox breaking in, stealing rings and trin- 
kets, and then taking life. No kidnapping here. 
All this danger has been obviated in my case 
by Comstock and Benedict. But notwith- 
standing these great advantages, I would far 
rather that the protection be withdrawn and I 
take my chances in the outside world. I have so 
long been used to freedom that I think I can say 
positively that I prefer it to imprisonment, even in 
Ludlow street jail, to say nothing of the horrors of 
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the Albany PenitenJiary. ‘So, if it is all the same to 
Comstock, Colgate, and Benedict, I hope they will 
not again put themselves to any-trouble to get me 
behind the bars, even should I be PO fortunate as’to 
have these prison doors opened for mc to walk out. 

My friends on the outside and all over the country 
have been busy doing what’they could to aid me in 
regaining my liberty. Petitions to the President 
have been flowing in very freely, and they have 
been duly forwarded to Washington, where friends 
are far from idle, By the time these lines reach the 
eyes of my readers, petitions with fifty thousand 
names will have been presented to President Hayes, 
asking for my release. And right here, let me again . 
thank my kind friends all over the country for what 
they have done in my behalf. In this way a greater 
load of indebtedness has been placed upon me than I 
shall ever be able to discharge; but I shah continue to 
try and do my duty so far as I know it. The quick 
uprising on the part of the best, people of the coun- 
try that has been made in my behalf has been most , 
remarkable. Nothing like it was ever known before. 
For fifty thousand signatures asking for a simple act 
of justice from nearly all the states of the Union to 
be placed in Washington, with at least as many 
more on the way, reaching one hundred thon- 
sand names in all, and within three weeks’ time, : 
is indeed unlike anything that has ever been 
known before. It is an indorsement of my , 
conduct and of my rights in the premises that I can- 
not forget to the day of my death. It affords me 
unalloyed happiness to reaiize it as I sit here within 
my prison cell. It is a comfort that my Christian 
enemies cannot deprive me of. 

. 
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But my opponents are also busy. Comstock has 
been exultant in the victory which Benedict has 
aided him in achieving by placing me in prison, 
and this great joy has been participated in by many 
pious, hypocritical Christians a!1 over the land, and 
especially by what is called the orthodox religious 
press. And all hands have been busy writing let- 
ters to the President, imploring him not to interpose 
a pardon between Bennett and thirteen months’ im- 
prisonment. Every influence is brought to bear 
that these self-righteous souls are capable of. con- 
ceiving of, and a8 they are strong and numerous 
their power cannot be denied. What is to be the 
result of these opposing efforts is yet a matter of 
more or less uncertainty. But the hope is with me 
that our Chief Magistrate will have the justice and 
descretion to set me free. 

The meanest treatment I have received is from the 
orthodox, Calvinistic press. The venom and hatred 
which they evince is truly characteristic and in keep- 
ing with the murderous persecutions which Christians 
have indulged in for fifteen centuries. They exult 
that I am in prison, and would exult still more were 
I fastened to the st,ake and the fierce flames leap 
ing up around me. 

THE NEW ‘YORK “ OBSERVER.” . 

I must give a few specimens of this Christian spirit 
of charity and brotherhood with which the leading 
religious papers of the country have teemed. The 
first is from the New York Observer, that staunch 
advocate of simon-pure Calvinism which for more 
than fifty-six years has beenministering to the bigot- 
ry and intolerance of the Presbyterians of the Unit- 
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ed States. This is what it had, to say of my Ben- 

tence on June 12th: 

A JUST SENTENCE. 

D. M. Bennelt, a publisher near Astor Place, in this city, 
author of several very offensivo wolky, and a prominent 
member of the party that opposes the laws of the United 
S;atts forbidding the sending of vile books by mail, having 
haen convicted of violating those laws, has been sentenced 
to the Penitentiary for the term of thirteen months and to 
pny a fine of $300. The senten% is very light compared 
with the enormity of the crime, the possible penalty ulider 
the law, and the well-known Fharacter of the convict. He 
may COIIgratXlht8 himself on the tenderness of the court, 
thethree eminent jurists and judges, Benedict, Choate, and 
Blntchford, concurring in the fairness of the trial, the justice 
of the verdict, and the fitness of the sentence. 

Au effort is already on foot to secure a pardon for this 
man from the President of the United States. It is to this 
point we wouId specially speak. 

On the part of the present Governor of this state, and on 
the part of the President of the United States, there has 
been what appears to us. and to many others engaged in 
philanthropic work, an undue readiness to use the pardon- 
ing power when great transgressors are, after long struggles, 
at last convicted. we did not think it in good taste. at the 
Anniversary meetings in the Broadway Tabernacle, for a 
speaker to denounce President Hayes for pardoning a man 

convicted under the eame law which has now Consigned 
Bennett to prison. But the applause with which the denun- 
ciati_on was received (untimely as the censure was) showed 
that the heart of Christian people was hurt by the Presi- 
dent’s act. Nor can we expect the Gqlvernor or the Presi- 
dent to examine personally into the merits-and details of 
every case invokinq their clemency. 

It is to this cod that we, make the declaration that if any 
man ever deserved the full measure of punishment the law 
permits, it is theman Bennett, who has now been convicted. 
We would not punish hirq for other sins till he is con- 
victed of them also, but there is nothing in his antecedents 
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TV juztify clemency, and there ie everything to forbid-it. He 
is a man whose trade has been to publish and sell books that 
are in our judgment demor+lizing, and he is therefore one 
of those whom we regard as an enemy of society. He may 
think differently, and probably would urge that to destroy 
Christianity would be a deed well done,* We think such 
men w he the most dangerous persons in the community. 
And as his business is tb issue such publications, we hope 
that he may be permitted to meditate in prison for a year 
upon the sinfulness of his business, and perhaps reflection 
will lead to remorse and to the resolution to come out of hie 
cell a better as he will a sadder man. 

The hypocrisy and falsehood of this tirade must be . 
obvious to every candid reader. It cannot be sup- 
pose& that this disciple of John Calvin is so anxious 
that I should serve out to the last hour my very 
A light sentence ” simply for mailing a pamphlet 
which does not contain -make the most of it possi- 
ble-a hundredth part of the salacious or indecent 
sentencee that that old Jew book contains which the 
Observ& worships and enjoins upon everybody to ac- 

cept as God’s own handiwork ; but the true reason 
is because! I publish books-“ offensive works,” “ de- 
moralizirg publications”-that I let the light of truth 
iuto the false and vile system which has been wome 
than a millstone upon the necks of the people of 
Christendom for nearly a score of centuries. This 
ia what is the matter with the: PI&y York ?&erver. 
It don’t like to have me tell such pl%z’kncipalpable 
truths. It is -afraid I may give the people sb much 
light that it, will injure its business, cut off its sup- 
ply of bread and butter, and. open the eyes of the 
people to such an extent that its power and the 
power of the clergy will be lessened over them. 
This is what makes this old bigoted orgrn of intol- 
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erance and self-righteousness sqnirm and show its 
fangs. But it has good reason to be alarmed. The 
days of superstition and priestcraft are pretty well 
numbered. Hundreds of thousands of people are. 
getting to see the utter hollowness and absurdity of 
the long-boasted Christian system, and are declaring 
their independence of the enslaving dogmas of total 
depravity, imputed righteousness,‘ghostly parentage, 
the atonement, infinite brimstone, the great value of 
blood, the beauty and excellence of burning sulphur, 
and all the rest of it. 

The editor of *this paper, The Observer, is the one . 
who slandered that great and good man, Thomas 
Paine, by asserting that he retianted his belief on 
his death-bed, and that he was a debauched drunk- 
ard. The first charge he was compelled to disavow, 
and the second was proved to be utterly false. This 

is the editor who professes great virtue and purity 
of character, and is shocked that Infidels are so im- 
moral. I wonder if he has never done anything 

that a pure follower of Jesus ought not do ? Has 

he never been guilty of an act as bad as dropping a 
philosophical pamphlet into the U. 5; mail 4 Has he 
never been guilty of little dirty acts which a pure- 
minded guide and teacher of the people ought not to 
be corrupt enough to perform ? I am afraid he has. 

I fear he is not always so pure s!nd heavenly-minded 
as he would have his admirers believe. 

I happen to have in my possession damaging 
proofs against this man’s purity of character. I 
have been in possession of this proof a few years, 
and when he was so foully defaming the memory of 
the man .whom I so.greatlp revere, Thomas Paine, I 
felt like giving the matter a little siring, and would 

. 
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have done 80 had not charity whispered, (( Stay yet 
awhile.” But now, when bis paper so exults over 
the victory which a miserable sneak and fraud has 
gained over me, to the extent of blackening my 
character all over the land, and casting me unjustly 
into prison; as his sheet is so opposed to the chief 
executive opening my prison doors, and all because 
I publish to my fellow-man what I honestly believe 
to be the truth, I cannot longer regard total silence 
as a virtue. 

This matter, which I will only allude to now, but 
will give the facts more fully if the party implicated 
desires it, is in reference to impure, dishonorable, \ 
and sinful commerce with a match girl (nearly 
grown) who a number of years ago daily visited the 
Observer office. The performances were varied, and \ 

perhaps jnteresting to the participants in the trans- 
aotron. We have the positive proofs of eye-witnesses 
which can be forthcoming when the pious and hypo- 
critical slanderer wishes them, and takes the proper- 
means to bring them out, They possibly might 
make a grand chapter to add to the glory of this 
proud organ of Calvinism. I am quite willing to 
submit our cases to an impartial public and let them 
decide which has been guilty of the greater offense 
in the sight of God and man, the “old Infidel,” who 
mailed a copy of Cc Cupid’s Yokes,” or he who in- 
dulged in the unclean pleasures here barely alluded to. 

THE “ CHRISTIAN UNION.” 

The next exhibit is from that other whited sepul- 
chre-though exceedingly foul withal-that ot.her 
organ of Calvinism-modified somewhat, with a 
portion of the sulphur taken out-TA,e C?&tian 
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Union, editors Henry F6ard Beecher and Lyman 
Abbott. From puch a pure pair of course only purity 
andchastity must be looked for. This firat article 

appeared in its coIumn8 soan after my conviction. 

THE BENNETT CASE. 

Cur readers will not forget the meetiug that was held in 
Faneuil Hall to protest irgaiest the imprisonment of Hcy- 
wood for selling obscene literaturr, as a violation of the 
sacred liberties of the press ; nor his subsequent pardon on 
grounds which bave never been made officially public. 
Some of the newspapers, constituting themselves a court ot 
appeal, declared that lhe free lust literature, for the circula- 
tion of which he was condemned, however, falas in its 
theories, was not obnoxious on the charge of obscenity ; 
and it was even gravely asserted that the question of ita 
morn1 charecter had not been sufficiently considered, and 
that the judge before whom the case was tried had signed a 
rtcommendation for the publisher’s pardon. There is now 
anot,her opportunity for another Fan&l Hall meeting, and 
another appeal to the newspapers from the verdict of a jury . 
and the de&ion of a United States court ; for the book has 
a second time b en condemned. The history of the 
caee just concluded is more instructive than interesting ; 
but it is one of which r&one can afford to be ignorant whc 
cares fcr tbe well-being of the community, or even the 
purity and safe!y of his own household. 

Mr. Hrywood had hardly gone from the Court House to 
the prison before the free-lust wiog of the Free Religionists 
(if we do not get their denominational title right, they will ,, 
pardon us ; Infidelity has its Rects aa well as religion, and it, 
is not quite e-sy to keep the titles from being sometimes 
mixed) held a convention at Watkins Glen, at which the 
book which hid been condemned in M issachusetta was soh3 
in open msrkf t. The sellers were arrested ; among them 
the sister-in-law of the Maesachusetts\convict, and one D, 
*M. Bennett, the editor of a weekly journal, as immoral as it 
is InfIdel. Released on bail, he came home (to New York 
city), and publicly announced his purpose to continue t,he 
4e of the condemned book, the law and the courts to the 
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contrary notwithstanding. If 6c went to jail for so doing, 
others, he boasted, would take up the work, and when they 
were arrested successors would be found, till the jails were 
full. He began to fulfil his promise ; the facts, with a copy 
of the book, were laid, by the district-attorney, before the 
grand jury ; without a dissent,iog voice it brought iu a bill 
against him ; and last week he was tried before Judge Bene- 
dict and a jury. The case lasted three days ; on the flrst 
vote tbe jury stood eleven to one for conviction, after an all- 
night session the ace yielded, and a verdct of guilty was 
recorded. 

The President made a great. misrske when he fiardoned 
Heywood, although be did ao on evidence sat.isfactory to 
himself that Heywood’s health was suffering from confine- 
ment, and ontbe representation that his death was not im- 
probable, and that for,him to die as marbyr to a bad cause 
would do more harm than his pardon. The President made 
a still greater mistake wben he pardoned Simpson, who is 
known to the officers of justice RB one of the worst Wimi- 
nals of the country in this m58t criminal busiuesa. He will 
make the grestest mistake of all if he yields to the pressure 
which a few thoroughly bad men, reinforced by a few 
thoroughly impractical doctrinaires, may bring to bear upon 
him to secure the pardon of Mr. Bennett, It has been made 
a public boast by Mr. Bennett’s counsel that the Attorncy- 
General has in writine declared that the law is not intended 
to prevent the sale of such publications as Mr. Heywood’s 
free-lust pamphlet. Even if this is true, it will be well for 
tbe President to hesitate before he allows the opinion of his 
Attorney-General to outweigh the opinion of three United 
States judges, one of them the senior judge of the Supreme 
Court. 

The recent discovery of the body of a murdered girl in a 
trunk at Lynn brought to light the terribly significant fact 
that over six hundred women, some married, some single, 
are recently missing from their homes within a not yery 
large geographical province, of wbirh Boston may be re-. 
parded as the center. Most of them were believed by their 
friends to have given themselves up to a life of shame. Thie 
is ‘the terrible fluitage of such seed tx+ Heywood and Be:J- 

. 
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.nett are BpwRiog. It ie a monstrous doctrine thrt denies IO 
society the right to protect, itsell against such a crop a$ this. 
And those who deny the right have only their own folly to 
blame, if an indiscriminating public regards them as acces- 
sories after the fact of 8 crime which they relrlly abhor, but 
which they allow themselves ,by their theories of free speech 
so effectively to defend. 

! 

A National Defense Association has been formed to de- 
fend the right of these men to poison the souls of our sons 
and daughrere. Douhly, therefore, ought the Society for 
the Supreesion of Vice to be supported by all those who be- -’ 
lieve in the right of society to defend itself from social _ 

vampires. 

The following is from the columns of the Bame 
godly paper of June llth-the next after my Ben- 
tence: 

Mr. D. X. Bennett, to whose trial in this city for circulat- 
ing immoral literature we recently referred editorially, was 

I 

eentenced laet week to thirteen months’ imprisonment at 
hard labor and to psy a fine of $300. The case had previously 
been heard on appeal, and all the rulings of the Court on 
the trial had been sustained. Respecting the main 
point in issue, tbcre is. really no question,’ viz, the 
liability of every publisher to a penalty for publishing 
that which, on a fair trial, is found by a jury of his country- 
men to be of a tendency to deprave and corrupt tbe minds 
of ite readers. There is quite as little room to question the 
fact that this was the tendency of the book for thepublica- ’ 
tion of which Mr. Bennett has been sentenced. His counsel 
have given notice of their purpose to apply for a pardon. ’ 
The President made a serious mistake in pardoning Mr. 
Heywood ; he would make a still more serious mistake if 
he were to pardon Mr. Bennett, who published in open 
and avowed defiance of the l&w, andwho should be made 
to feel the full weight of its penalty. There ought to be no 
clemency to the Tao who breeds morn1 malaria in the com- 
munity for personal profit. 
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It is, perhaps, very fitting that the old lecher who 
’ is capable pf committing adultery with half of the 

females of his large congregation, and then of corn- 
ing into court and for thirteen consecutive days 
perjuring himself, and a yoke-fellow willing to be 
haruessed up with him to work for Jesus, should be 
the men to prate about “the purity and safety of the 
household,” ‘& free lust,” I‘ an immoral Infidel jour- 
nal,” the terrible fruitage of the seed sown by Hey- 
wood and Bennett,” ‘(breeding moral malaria,” etc., 
as well as to cry out against my being a recipient of 
executive clemency. If they will confine them- 
selves to the fruitage of the seed sown by them- 
selves, they will probably have about as much to do 
as they can well attend to. 

The falseness and meanness of the representation 
about the “free-lust wing of the Free Religionists” at 
Watkins are very characteristic of a Christian news- 
paper. These editors ought to know that the Free 
Religionists had nothing at all to do with the Wat- 
kins Convention, and were not represented there. 
They ought to know what they are talking about, or 
else keep silence. Slander and defamation are poor 
weapons for those to use who set themselves up as 
teachers and guides of morality for.the world. But 
u they all do’it.” The more purity they profess, the 
more false and hypocritical they are. 

I am not inclined to boast of my uprightness or 
morality, but will just say to Nessrs. Beecher and 
Abbott that I have not been an adulterer; I have not 
committed perjury;‘1 have not been a liar. If I can- 
not quite say in Pinafore language that, “I never, 
never, never ” uttered a falsehood, I can truthfully 

say, u Well, hardly ever.” 



IPROIU BEEIND THE BAFSS. 119 

"ZION'S HERALD." 

The next fine morsel of Christian slander, mea& 
ness, and- uncharitableness’ is from Zion’s EeraZcZ, 
the organ of still another branch of Calvinism-that 
taught by John Wesley. This delectable, pious 
journal is published in Boston, and these choice 
tit bits are from its issue of June 21st : 

We have received a number of country papers. with 
marked edit,orialls denouncing Anthony Bornstock and his 
measure& and especially criticising hi8 unjust attack, 88 
they esteem it, upon so good a citizen as D. M. Bennett, 
editor and publisher of TEE TRUTH SEEKER, of New York. 
This man was arrested for circulating the same form of de- 
morslizing literature as sent our Massachusetts Heywood 
deservedly to jsil. The courts have sustained Mr. Com- 
stock by finding Bennett guilty; and upon appeal, the high- 
est court efflrms the constitutionality of the law under 

. 

which he has been condemned. He has now been nentenced 
t,o thirteen monthe’imprisooment in the Albany Peniten- 
tiary, and a fine of $300. Already efforts are being made to 
secure his pardon. It is to be ardently hoped that the 
Preeident will not again interfere with the colirse of jua- 
iice, a8 in the case of Heywood, but permit this bad man to 
suffer the really light penalty infiictcd upon his infamoue 
coume, in view of the enormity of the offense. 

We hear with amazement and grief that there is a strong 
presumption that President Hayes will pardon B-nnett- , 
the promulgator of demoralizing literature-on the ground 
that the government has no right to interfere with the mor- 
als of the citizen. This is simply the last result of the 
modern idea of the secularization of government and educa- . 
tion and a fatal forgetfulness .that every citizen is necessa- 
rily a mcral being, ahd, that no state can stand if the 
moral nature of its subjects is not properly trained, and at 
leapt save& from perversion. The enemiee of purity and the 
friends of license are loudly proclaiming the prophecy that ‘/ 
Bennett will be out ip ten days. We hope our religious 
Usociatione will give ample protestation against euctia 

,] 
7 
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step on the part of the President. Whatnver may be his 
personal opinion, or the oninion of his advisera, he hol& 
not his high offlce to override the courts and coqetitutioaal 
ISW. 

T-Tere is the same meannew, the same untruthful- 
nest., the Bame intolerance, the same desire to crush, 
the s.ame want of charity, of fairness, 00 conspicuous 
in others of the same ilk. Here is the Rame author- 
itative instruclion to the President not to presume 
to grant a pardon to Bennett. We have here also 
the same hypocritical cant about “purity,” “ demor- 
alizing literature,” etc. I am not aquainted with the 
editor of Zion’s Herald, but, as he belongs to the 
pious professional fraternity, I am not afraid to 
wager $500 that if all the facts in his career can 
be brought oub, he will be found to be guilty of the 
same immoralities and impurities for which clergy- 
men are a0 notorious. They do not wait for the 
injunction of Jeaua, “ Let him that is without sin 
cast the fir& stone,” any more than they follow his 
teachings in other respects. As a rule, the more 
sins they are guilty of, the more stones they throw 
at their betters. 

THE “ DAILY WITNESB.” 
. 

‘J&e. following very choicae article is from Com- 
stock’s favorite, the DaiZy Witness, of June 27th. 
From it,8 style and venom 1 judge it was written by 
tbe pure-minded young-lady inspector, St. Anthony 
himself. That it teems with the true “Christian 
spirit ” no reasonable person will deny. 

UNAYAILINQ MALIQNITY. * 

A miscreant who is most justlJl au&ring a term of im- 
prisonment for sending ‘H vile book through the mails, and 
whose incarceratictn was br$jught akU by the iadzfatigable 



\ FBOlif BEHIND TEE BARB. 221 

Anthony Comstock, publishes a weekly psper. If Lucifer 
himself were editor-io.chief, the contents c~n111$ not well be 
more venomous. Religion is held up to ridicule, while the 
editor presents his own and kindred dives into the polluted 
depths of obscenity as scientific inveutigati~~ns and search- 
ings after truth. Mr. Comstock is made a special and pe- 
culiar object of attack. “ There is a growing feeling,” says 
the champion and self-imposed martyr of nastiness, “the t 
Anthony C jmstock in arresting deserving people and throw- ’ 
iog them into prison for very slight offenses, should have 8 

suitable testimonial in his iavor.” Then comes a suggestion 
of tar and feathers, and the etatement, malicious and re- 
vengeful, that “ there are many who would with pleasure 
‘help to decorate his grave.” We dd not doubt it. The ex- 
pression of the’wish shows clearly what its author would do 
if be dared. Mr. Comatock bears upon his face the marks 
of the hate euch people feel toward him, and many of them 
could have no greater gratification than to give him a few , 
fresh scars. We trust, however, he msy be spaied such 
maltreatment, and that his useful life may be greatly pro- 
longed. That bie enemies howl SO loudly shows how badly 
they are hurt. And as their hurt means the nation’s 
welfare, we eball not hesitate to prefer their discomfort to 
the danger with which their liberty, nnwarrantly sbuaed, 
would threaten the community at large. No t no I Mr. 
Bennett ; Mr. Comatoek is not dead yet, and wP(, trust you - 
may be allowed the full time of your recent sentence for 
refl&tion upon your wickedness, and that ere you breathe 
again the air of liberty which you 80 stealthily sought to 
soil, the worthy agent of the Sociely for the Prevention of 
Vice may cage many more such Perpent. Hiss away I It 
is thus that our fellow mortals will he reminded of your 
slimy nature. 

The malignity which this Christian editor speaks 
of is doubtless in _ his own breast. It ia, perhaps, 
natural that a man should feel some indignation who 
has been slandered and published all over thti 
country as an obecenist by a Christian miscreant and 
liar, torn from his family .and business, and thrust 

. 

. 
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into prison for no offense whatever. .How does the 
whining hypocritical editor of the Witness think ho 
would like to be served in the same way ? 

We have not circulated a vile book, and every 
time that the Whess says we have, it lies. Tha 
pamphlet he alludes to is a dry, physiological, and 
philosophical dessertation on marriage and the rela- 
tions of the sexes. We have never insisted that it 
was written in the best pessible taste or that its 
conclusions are correct. Doubtless there are a 
thousand persons or more in the couutry who could 
write a more acceptable treatise upon the subject. 
than Mr. Heywood has done. But he certainly has 
a right to do the best he can and to utter his honest 
con&ions, which I am very positive he has done. 
I know him to be a sincere, honest, and strictly 
moral man. In view of the great unhappiness that 
thousands experience in the marriage relation, that 
over thirty women applied for divorce in.one rural 
court in Massachusetts at a single term, that in most 
of the New England states from one in fifteen to one 
in ten qases of marriage is so unhappy as to result in 
separation, there is certainly sufficient grounds for 
JSlr. Heywood to speak his mind and propose hir 
remedies. Those who do not like his views have 
the privilege to take as little of them as they please ; ’ 
and even the editor OF the Witness need not change 
the course of his pure life in the slightest degree on 
account of what Mr. Heywood has to say. 

That the pamphlet is not obscene thousands in 
this city will bear witness, and at least a hundred 
thoussnd in the entire country, and among them the 
most intelligent aud worthy people in (he 
land. Elizur Wright is of this number. as 

whole ’ 
is the 
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Attorney-General, Charles Devens. IIe does not 
approve of Mr. IIeywood’s opinions, but he says the 
pamphlet is not to be confounded with that class of 
literature gotten up to inflame the passions and 
deprave the mind. The little book is decency itself 
compared with the story of Lot cohabiting with his 
daughters, the incest of Judah with his daughter-in- 
law, Amuon with his sister Tamar, Absalom and his ’ 
father’s concubines ; the adultery of David with 
Abigail, Bathsheba, and the attempt with Abishag; 
the lovesick, amorous Song of Solomon, with the 
polygamy, concubinage, and whorings of thi.s wisest 
and holiest of all men, and the hundreds of.other in- 
decent and filthy places in that old book which the 
Witness man worships and insists that others shall 

worship also. 

c- 
As to Anthony Comst,ock’s possible death, we 

care not how soon or late it comes ; he is a disgrace 
to the religion he,champions, and is undoubtedly a 
curse to his race. And those who defend him a&d 
urge him on are no better than himself. If he lives 
till some Infidel kills him, he will live to be a very 
old man. Killing men for opinion’s sake is not in 
the Infidel line. That is especially the work of 

/ _ Christians. They have killed people by the millions 
in ‘the centuries that are passed because they did not 
believe as ordered. Yes ; their murders for the 
religion of Jesus are estimated at 15O,00o,oOO. 

1 

Murdering and torturing with all the cruelty of 
demons has been espeaially the work of Christians 

.’ for fifteen hundred years. The man who cut Corn- , . 
stock’s face is a Christian and member of a Chris- 
tian cahurcb, and by those who understood th8 fw 
of the case he is judged to-have acted not uareai~& 
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ably ; but it was one of the best things that ever 
happened to Comstock, for it put some $10,000 in his 
pocket and constituted him a martyr in the eyes of 
his Christian admirers. The Liberals of the coun- 
try have no occasion to wish Anthony to be speedily 
taken to Abraham’s bosom. He is doing them more 
good than harm ; he is unwittingly increasing their 
numbers and doing more to spread their views than 
even I am. 

By all means let Comstock live as long as he can, 
yet he will assuredly leave an infamous name be- 
hind him when he does die ; and if there is after 
death a world of torture where those who injure 
others in this life are punished, he BtandS as gpod a 

chance for a full dose of hell as any man I know of. 
As to Lucifer, whom the Witlzcss alludes to, I 

know very little of him, but am willing to bet four 
dollars and a half-the proceeds of the bet to go 
tOWardB putting a new coat of paint on the image of 
the Blessed Virgin mother of God in Saint Patrick’s 
Cathedral-that if there iB such a fellow as Lucifer, 
and the data can be surely arrived at, he is more of 

’ a gentleman than either Anthony Comstock or the 
editor of the Daily Wihess. The editor, his paper, 
and his friend, Sneak Cornstock, have my supreme . 
contempt. 

My readers will probably excuse me for not ask- 
ing them to read more of such false, unfair, and 
intolerant articles at this time. It is not at all 
pleasant reading for one who likes the truth. 

On the other hand, it pleases me to introduce 
editorials and notices of a different c,lisracter from 
the foregoing. It will be seen that the fo3owing 
are far more geentlemcrnly in tone, if wt ~0 CAris- 
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tialz like. I give this from the Home Journ.aZ> with 

the introduction that I had written for it : 

k’ SOUND SENSE AND JUSTICE. 

[We very cheerfully lay before our readers the following 
--J leading editorial-from the Epme Jourd of June 18&b. 
having reference to our trial and imprisoumeut. It is emi- . 
nentiy jtlst, reasonable, and candid, while moderate in tone, 
and is vaslly superior to the intolerant and cruel articles on 
tbe same subj et which have emantted from the Chriotian 
press. It is indeed to be regrerted that the organs of that 
religion which professes to be founded upon the principles 
of Lve, charity, and universal brotherhood should deecend 
to sach unfairness, intolerance, falsehood, and injustice 
which someaaf them have evinced. The nome Jmrnal for 
over a third of a century has stood at the head of American 

, literature and American journalism. It8 conduct has been 
marked with ability, justness, and intelligence, and its 
readers are among the very best and most cultured people 
of tbe land. It is most cheering to see this justly prized 
periodical taking such high and noble ground in favor of 
free epeech, a free press, and free literature. At the time 
of our trial a most sensible article in a similar vein appeared 
from the same source, which we reproduced with great 
pleasure. All hail to the noble, independent journal that 
so manfullp defends true American principles and American 
liberty.-ED. T. S.] 

IdODliBN MEDILBIVALISM. 

i. 
The vital principle of our American social organization is 

1: 

. . undoubtedly the right to the free expression of individual 
* opinion as being the very life and soul of all other freedom. 

Our institutions are grounded upon the faith that humanity 
is progressive and that sound, eqlrsble progress, free from 

I revolutiouary excess, is best ensured by leaving the field 

T 

open for cootentions of opinion in all domains of thought. 
This, indeed, is the accepted principle of American, and to 
a large extent of European society. But it would be nrema- 
tuve to say that the minds of men, either here or in Europe, 
have thoroughly adapted themselves tothis condition of free. 

,I dam Faith in the natural up,ward tendency sf scciety by 
ita own inbcrent law of growth, fai!h in the power ol trubb 

L’, . 
t. / 
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and the ultimate ascendancy of what is right and best, iv 
exceedingly rare among men-as rare almost on this side 

\. the Atlantic as on the other. Prrtisans political and parti- 
aans religious, and, most of all, the self-constituted moral 
censors and regulators of society-those who are engaged, 
as they tell us, in philanthropic work-show often enough 
their lack of faith in the American idea; they are willing at 
any moment, without apparent compunction, to sacrifice 
the princitde of freedom to the support of their particular 
ends, thibkiag, no doubt, in all sincerity, that society will 
at once go to the dogs if their efforts are remitted, and they 

, _ are resdy accordingly %o avail themselves of whatever 
-\ 

instruments of repression are left at their command or may 
be converted to their purpose. 

In the development of society, external conditions are far 
more largely the precursors than the product of mental and 
spiritual conditions. Thus the external freedom which 
society now enjoys is not derived so much from an inner 
spiritual impulse as from the power of circumstances; it 
has been forced upon society by the conflict of intereats. 
The idea of freedom, though it may have been with the few 
a prophetic inspiration, ie, as regards the many, an after- 
growth which slowly evolves itselL The minds of men do 
not immediately adapt themselves to the new social world 
so far as to make faith in freedom, faith in progress, faith 
in the inherent divinity of society, a part of their personal 
consciousness. the governing principle of their thoughts. 

4 Our free country is still liberally sprinkled with petty 
popes, waifs, and estrays from medisval folds. They have 
changed their dogmas, but they retain tbe old spirit. They . . 
have parterncd out a moral and religious constitution of , 
society, at d have had it, as they think, sealed with lbe seal 
of high heaven. Whoever, therefore, attacks this divinely 
accredited constitution of things, makes himself thereby 
“ an enemy of society,” whom it is a duty to crush by any 
agencies that may be brougbt to bear, withobt stickling too 
nicely over the means, so long as the end is accomplished. 
To be sure, not much power is left them under the present 
constitution of societyi but the spirit of repression is still 



Virulent enough and finds frt quent utterance in influential 
organs of opinion. 

The commeuts which have been elicited by a recent con- 
viction in the courts under the law forbidding the mailing 
bf indecent publications are instances in point,‘the writers 
congratulating themaelvcs and the. publir, not simply that 
the offense, if commirted, has been visited with deserved ~ 
punishment, but that a man who has devoted his life to the 
promulgvlion of opinions nntazoooistic to their religious 
faiths has been made to pqy the pronlty of hi8 presumption 
This; in their eyes, is his crime, and for this, rather than his 
nominal offense, he is deeervedly mulcted and imprisoned. 
“ He is a man,” says one of these latter-day popes, “whose 
trade has been to publish and sell books that are in our 
judgment demoralizing, and he is, therefore, one of t.hos? 
whom we regard as an enemy of society.” The writer 
evidently feels that, to be demoralizing in his judgment and 
to be demoralizing without this qualificat,ion are essentially 
the same thing, and to be an enemy of society in his regard 
is. to be an enemy of society in the sight of both God and 
man, for he adds: “ And as his business is to issue such 
publications, we hope that he may be permitted to meditate ~ 
in prison,” etc. Clearly, whatever may have been the legal 
description of the poor man’s offense, the crime for which 
be is considered to suffer is that of entertaining and advo- 
cating views opposed to the writer’s authoritative exposition 
of the truth of things. 

We bold that utterances ahd acts prompted by a spirit of 
this kind are far more radically inimical t? society than the 
offense reprobated. They show an utter absence of faith in 
the power of truth, and by relegating the people to a 
mediaeval tutelage in religion and morals, they tend to sap 
those very sources of moral power which in society at large, 
as in the individual, lie in the right of an untrammeled 
consideration of all questions that present themselves and II 
free self-determination. The greatest foes to the moral life 
an4 soundness of the community are they who, under the 
aloak of religion, or pbilunthropy, stab at this’ dearly-won 
right. They are, of .course, too impotent at the present 
da$ to gain more than a temporary advantage, and fI& 
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merely through the careli?ssness and aelf-cou6dence of the 
community. For the time, however, they not only c ff ct 
great private injusticc,.but they work serious harm directly 

: 
! 

sod indirectly upon the public welfare. ‘They vitiate the 
moral sense and relax the moral fibre of the community. 

i I’ allowed to have full swing, the react@ against their sway 

/ 
i 

which must eventually act in cannot but have a disastrous 
effect. This is net an idle protest sgainst the public suffer- 
ance of ‘imaginary foes. The recent conviction 30 which 

I we huve above referred, the crying injustice of which will be 
patent to every fair-minded person who reads the report of 

I the trial, is proof enough that these enemies to the essential 
moral life and integrity of society are living realities who 
are determined and aggressive in their secret conspir&ies 
and overt attacks. It is certainly high time that the liberal 
and independent press of the country should make its voice 
more clearly heard on the individual injustice that has been 
perpetrated in this case, as well a8 in reprobation of the 
still more serious crinie that has been committed against 
what we have been always taught to believe the soundest, 
best, most vital principle in the organization oft American 
society. 

\ 

I 

. 

The following vigorourJ remarks are from an edi- 
torial of considerable length in the Seymour (Ind.,) 
Weekly Times : 

LN TEE NAME OF GOD, THIUTEEN MONTHS. 

That the law under the operation rbf which Mr. Bennett 
su&rs is unconstitut.ional no candid, intelligent, clear- 

‘( . beaded man can doubt; nay more, ik is undemocratic, 
tyrannical, and odious. And witlll the brave and fearless 
Bennett tbe qutstion w;es “&all I obey $nch a law, or, 

. disobeying, go to prison?” And he chose deEctnce and a 
felon’s cell. 

And now there is but one thing to do-but one thing for 
good, sensible meu to do. No country and no cause can-b:: 
benefited by BIr. Bennett’s imprisonment. We hold, and 
in time it wili be admitted and enacted into a law, that the 
on’$ penalty that should be visited upon the writer or dis. 
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tributor of such a work as “Cupid’s Yoke*;,” is the con- 
demnation of those who disapprove it. Public opiaiqo, 
free dis-ussion, is able to take care of i&elf-to make popu- 
lar or drive out of the tiarket any book or ita teachings. 

And it is a pretty hard thing, for a difference of opinion 
merely, to tear a good man from his home, his family, his 
business; to tear hixfi from the bright sunshine and the .free. 
breezes of this broad land and iurmure him in a dungeon in 
this beautiful and lovely mouth of June, when bud and leaf 
and flower are mut%ly preaching gentleness and love in 
every garden and grovt.. It is a s?d day for our country 
when a brave man that has led a b‘ameless life; a man 
whose only fault is that he is not a church member and has 
dared to oppose the old soul-dwarfing Christian dogmes, is 

_led away to an American penitentiary, has his venerable 
locks shorn from his head by ruffiiwnly prison officials or 
menials, is made to don a convict’s garb, to perform a con- 

’ vict’s labor, and to sleep in a felon’s air-tight and unwhole- 
some cell during the sweltering nights of the summer of the 
103d year of our so-called American independence. This is 
a sad day ; ‘a sickening sight. Verily, there is work for the 
&mour Times, TEE TRUTH SEEEEU, and the other Free- 
thought papers. 

And now it retiains for u9 to take steps to seculB the 
President’s early pardon. Mr. Hayes iti a sympathetic, a 
kind, a merciful man; and in the line of what he conceives 
to be his duty, he is equal to any occasion. He will, there- 
fore, heed an appeal for executive clemency in this sorrow- 
ful case. We therefore ssk all good men everywhere to 
sign the petition for Mr. Bennett’s pardon. 

As a compensation for tbe infliction enforced bjr 

reading what my enemies Ray of me, I will give the 

following, as taken frCJD.I the Naples (N. Y.) Becord,. 
which’ia from the pen of a correspondent. It cer- 

tainly contains far more truth than is to be found iu 

the religious press : 

C iMWOCK VERSUS LIBEBTY. 

When an old man, guilty of no crime, can be fined and 
iruprieourd for opinion’s sake, does it not behoove BY.@= 
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American. citizen to inquire, Whither are we drifting? 
Would it not cau80 the bones of our Revolutionary father8 
to turn uneasily in their graves to know that the govem- 
ment which they founded to 8xure the biessings of iibe+ty 
had been turned into an inquieitionp Did not the father8 
declare in the face of all the world that the Creator hed 
endbwed msn with a right to “ life, liberty, alnd the pursuit 

’ of happiness?” Was this liberty made to depend upon a 
certain class of ideas, or on the belief in particular creede? 
That would be liberty with i vengeance; the kind which js 
dealt out to more than half of the people on the globe by 
the worst despot8 on the face of the earth. 

There can no longer be any doubt that there is an organ- 
ized effort to blot out all tbe literature which does not 
comport with the cammonly-received religious notions of 
the day. If this is not so, what meaoa the boast of Com- 
stock and the sociely which he represents, that “Free- 

’ thou&t literature must be stamped out?” Under this head 
the Cincinnati &rn?nerciaZ make8 the following pertinent 
and sensible remarks: 

) 

,, 

“ Mr. Comstock. should tell us what he mean8 .by Infidel 
literature before he seek8 to invoke the agency of the state 
for its auppreesioo. Re is not warranted in classing it with 
obscene literature and invokiag the state to punish those 
who print and publish it. There are multitudes of men and 
women all over the laud whose lives are as oure and whose 
conduct is as llUSeifi8~ a8 Mr. Cornstock’s, and who are 
liberal in their religious views, and I%‘eethinkere--’ Inti- 
dels ’ if you please-aad who do not propose to allow Mr. 
C~~mstcclt or anybody else to interfere with tb&ir right to 
think, speak, print, and proclaim their own thoughts, no. 
matter whether they accord with Mr. COm8tOCk’8 or not. 

5 
pheo he says ‘ the public h:%ve a light to protect them- . 
ae Ives from the en’ects of Infidel literature,’ t,hat literature 
be8 the 8ame right to publication and circulat,ion through 
the mails <hst the ,oreaching aud teachings of’ any B&ptibt, 
Methodjst, Presbyterian, or Catholic ibeolopiau have, and 
it will never do to try to persecute it oui of exisieuce.” 

Now the great difficul,y is to make he public understaod 

t?jat there is a well-concerted effort to crush out Freethought 

literature, or, to u8e their own language, to I‘stamp it out.” 

This is to be done Iby closing the maiis tlguinsr, it8 circula- 

tioa (&here is the freedom of the press which w&8 not to be 

i 
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abridged?) by denominating it as obscene, by C8lbg it 

blasphemous, et&. , etc. If these things are not so, the 
strictures of the Cincinnati Commercial must go for naught. 
But they are much worse than the Commercial dreams, for 
it does not know that crrurts are organized, and judges 
pledged,and agents employed to carry out the programme. 
Is not Comstock’a boast *‘that he never fails to convict in 
Judge Benedict’s’court ” a little significant? What means 
his public declaration that ‘I Freethought literature must be 
stamped out I” Be it known that Anthony Comstock is the 
special agent of the Government. He is clothed with 
power to put any man under arrest in the United States. 
He can enter any post-office in the country and throw out 
any printed matter which may be distasteful to him. This 
unlimited power was, by a drunken Congress (the act was 
passed in the winter of 1873-the night when they had the 
big drunk), put into the hands of a man who has shown 
himself to be a spy, a sneak, and a tyrant, as I shall prove 
before I get through. Wherefore did he boast that he 
would “ fetch the old Infidel yet?” (He arrested Bennett 
once before but the case was dismiased.) If obscenity is 
the real crime for which Bennett.is imprisoned, why did not 
Comstock say that he would fetch the old obscenist, or in 
aomo way refer to obscenity instead.of boasting thet he , 
would “ fetch the old Infidel yet?” It ~8s Infidelity which 
he was prosecuting and persecuting, and not obscenity. If 
“str8ws show whmh way the wind blows,” certainly we 
need not be deceived when the air is full of clubs. Is every 
man in the country who does not indorse the Thirty-nine 
article8 to be brought before Judge Benedict’s court, which 
“never fails to convict?” Are the mails to be closed 
against a man.because the story of Jonah and the whale 
appears to him unreasonable? Does 8 man forfeit his citi- 
zenship because he don’t believe that a ghost can be the. 
father of a big, bouncing baby? Does the Constitution of 
the United States make it obligatory upon a man to run in 
some old groove? or may he be a bold and outspoken man 
and proclaim his thoughts to the world, no matter whether 
they are orthodoz or heretical? These 8re questions which 
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every lover of our free institutions wouM do well to 
consider. 

Why is this old man behind prison bara, and for what 
crime does a fine drain hi8 pockets of hard-earned money? 
Was it not proved and admitted in court that he had always, 
been a law-abidmg citizen; that he had, lived a good and 
useful life and injured nobody? I8 it at all likely that such 
a man, in hi8 old age, would deal in obscene literature? 
.But th.48 is the charge alleged against him. 

In the first place, the little pamphlet, ” Cupid’8 Yoke$,” 
ha8 none of the characteristics of an obscene book. It wa8 
written by an honest and earnest reformer, a temperance 
advocate, and an old anti-slavery lecturer, (m editor of a 
newspaper, and a graduate of Brown University. Such 
men are not apt to write obscene literature. In the second 
place, thie bock ie on sale openly by ~11 respectable new& 
dealers and bookeellers. Cbecene book8 are never sold 
openly. No, no; the cause of hi8 itiprisonment wa8 not the 
mailing of this little book; never, never. I will let Mr. 
Bennett etate the true cau8e in hi8 own language: 

“ I have charged him with being an intriguer, with falee- 
hood, with forging others’ game8 to hi8 decoy letters, with 
8igaing the names of female8 to such letters, with inducing 
pe:lple to sell unlawful wares, with arreeting people for 
arime% which they never committed, with despoiling people 
of their property, with destroying the reputation of hun- 
dreds, with causing suicide, with seizing property wrong- 
lully, wilh hiring tnree young women to exblbit themselves 
in a perfectly nude state, and feasting hi8 eyes with their 
postures, gyration@, etc. ; with advertising faucy or unlawful 
books, with carrying obscene botikp, with sending obmene . 
hooks and picture8 through the mails, with cruelty end ruf- 
fiaoly oonduct to hi8 vi&lure, with persuading an old man to 
proare feucy picture8 and then brutally dragging him off 
to @con, with inducing artists to producenude and indecent 
pictures, with committing forgery, with petjury, with keep- 
ifig in his employ a tool who has committed perjury, with 
8endlog a worrby man to prieon for aending a syringe through 
I he malls, with boatiting that Judge Benedict always convict8 
the case8 which he brings into hla court, and that he alwaye 
wins there, with lettiog his feeble o’d fattber wander hunger- 
iJ,g aud starving aud begging, with his toeN sticking out of 
bts shoes, while the 8Ou wa8 drawing $4,000 a year, with 
denouncing my paper nnd the booka, trrrcte,, and pamph et8 
which I publieh, and impuciug bad motive8 to me ; with 
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bo&tiog that Freethought litersture must be suppressed and. 
@ffdel publications stamped out. I have charged this ma% 
with beina an unnriucioled. untruthl’ul, dishonorsbk, in. 
triguing, ‘&t.rapp&z, decoying, false-hearted, mal&us, 
vindictive, revengeful, tyrannical, cruel, meddlesome, un- 
gentlemanly, coarse, vulgar, indecent, profane, dirty, cnn- 
temotible. and deteateble individusl, a diserace to his kind 
snd.‘to thk cause of which he is the chauipioo. If I have 
belied him, why don’t he act like a m&u and bring me 
before Borne of the courts of the &a18 rrhich are always 
open to him, where he can prosecule me criminally arid 
send me to prison. He is careiul lo do nothing of the kind. 
He well knows I can prove beyond a question what I have 
charged upon him.” 

These charges stung and maddened Comstock, the more 
80 because they were publicly made in Bennett’s paper, and 
what is more, Bennett said over and over again that he 
could prove them true. Again, Bennett is a forcible writer, 
but differs from the commonly-received religious notions of 

\ the day. *Be publishes a paper whihh is read by fifty thou- 
sand individuals every week; he has written a number of 
large volumes, which have had a large sale; he publishes 
tract@, pamphlets, etc., which are scattered like enowflakea 
all over the land-all of which are not considered orthodox 
-and Mr. Comstock has declared that this kind of litera- 
ture “must be stamped out,” and all the churches aay 
“ Amen,” though the most eacred guarantees of the Coast& 
tution ehonld be “ stamped out” along with it. 

Enough hae now been eaid to show the intelligent resdsr 
the real nature and character of the whole proceeding. In 
the first place, Comstock was instigated by a spirit of 
revenge. In the eecond place, nearly all -the churches (of 
which Comstock is the representative) wanted t,o destroy 
Bennett’s influence and put a stop to his publications. Ob- 
eoenity is the merest pretext. Mr. Bennett is as far above a * 
Pirtg obscene book as the heavens are above the solid earth. 
The rulings of the court show conclusively that it was Infl- 
delity and not obscenity t.hat was on trial. How does it 
happen that the rulings in this case, as in the *‘ Dred Scatt ” 
case, should attract the attention of thinkers and writers and 
speakers and papers everywhere. Hear what they have to 
say : J 

“Judge Benedict ruled very strongly &g&at Bennett. r 
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There were some peculiar decisions. The jury were in. 
Btructed that they were not to consider thegeneral scope and. 
design of the work, but must find their verdict on particu- _ 
lar passages pointed cut by the District-Attorney. The 
defense was not permitted to show that the book was @old 
by respectable booksellers, or that in the opinion of experta 
in the book trade it is not an immordl work. The.dbfense 
was not permitted to show from standsrd literature that the 
book complained of was not more objectionable than many 
friund in the large-libraries. The judge was about to pro. 
nounoe sentence, put Bennett said he dtsifed to speak. 
,J+uI~8;~dmt sard he could not hear the prisoner.“-New 

6 
6‘ It is hot a pretty story which appears in our columns 

to-day, of an arrest just made by Mr. Comstock, who seems 
clearly to have seodced the offender into committing the 
crime for which he wss arrested. There can be no baser or 
more mischievous crime in its way against society than 
this.“-N. P. World. 

. 

This refers to another, and not to Mr. Bennett’s case. 
Mr. Bennett is far too intelligent to be seduced by such a 
man as Cornstock. The truth is, he meant to assert the 
rights of an American citizen, the unrighteous Comstock to 
the contrary notwithstanding. When 1 say “unrighteous,” 
I do not mean to misepply the term, as the following, quo- 
tations will amply show: 

‘I What will the Judge of all the earth say to this pre- 
tended s*appression.of vice and crime by mean8 iu them- 
ssd+d~duost approprrate to promote vme and crime.“-A? X 

‘I Mr. Comstock has been trying to trap unwary sinners, 
by forging letters and buying forbiddk n wares. It strikes 
us ss bad poiicy to use as instruments men who are meaner 
thsn the offenders themselves. He is a self.convicied sneak 
and hypocrite without moral honor, and must naturally do 
the cause of morality more harm than good.“-Philade@hia 
Rewrd. 

IL We should think an honorable, hightoned man would 
find it diflicult to reconcile his own feeling of self-respect 
with the reForting to such measures, even on account of 
tbeir suonosed necessity in the abatement of a great evil.“- 
New POT% Ledger. _ 

_ “And us for Anthony Comstock, none will be so vile as 
to do him reverence. “-Allrg?tany Journal. 

Now if we are to put the power of arresting any man, of 
entering any post-office in the United States and overhauling 
the mails--I say if such power is to be put into the hands 
=f one man, has hulhony Comstock shown himself to b3 
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the proper man to be intrusted with such power ? The one- 
.man power is entirely foreign to the idea of free instftu- 
tions. Tbcre is an innate love of fair play in the American 
character, and I am satisfied that these inroads upon the 
freedom of the press and the mails will never be sanctioned 
by the people. There can be no safety so long as there is a 
censorship of tho press and an espionage of the mails. The 
freedom of th‘e press can be worth but very little when a 
spy is allowed to tamper with the mails. Every question, 
whether of religion, morals, marriage, woman’s rights, or 
what not, should be open to discussion. Any law to the 
contrary will never stand the test of the Constitutioq or be 
finally indorsed by the people. It is too far along in the 
nineteenth century for an old man to lie in prison for 
heresy. The American people have never been taught to 
go backward. When Mr. Comstock claims that “the 
public have a right to protect themselves from the effects of 
Infidel literature,” and he proposes to do it by law, the 
first link is welded which is to unite church and state. It 
will be far better for the church to depend upon talent, 
piety, zeal, charity, humility, good works, and sound doc- 
trine than upon law. Mr. Comstock and his law are open 
to a slight objection-they are at least two hundred years 
behind the times. ‘When Mr. Comstock finds out that 
American brains act independently of law, he will be a 
wiser man. He can no more stop investigation than he dan 
control a tornado. Ripping-knives, iron boots, racks, and 
thumbscrews can never be successfully introduced in thie 
country, and Mr. Comstock will find that to bind down the 
mind to the belief in a universal flood or the feats of 
Sameon and Joshua, by law, is an equally absurd ander- 
taking. 

There is to-day in Ludlow-Street Jail an old man, put 
there for publishing what Comstock is pleased to call Infi- 
del literature. He can stay there only during the pleasure 
of the people. When the final decision is m&de, either Mr. 
Bennett will be let out or thousands more will be put in. 

JOHN PECK. 

Although the foregoing is somewhat lengthy, it is 

hoped it will not be unacceptable. 
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ELIZUR WRIGHT’S LETTER TO THE PRESIDENT. / 

I feel truly grateful for the many excellent letr 
tert3,that have been written to the President in my 
behalf. ‘Among this number I take pride in pre- 
senting the following from a true friend. and one of 
the noblest men .on this globe: 

!io the President of the unit4 &tea, Sir : The greatest 
calamity w’hich can befail our c !untry, next to the deatruc- 
tion of its nationality, is to have its national government 
assume power not grant.ed by its Constitution. You have 
the opportunity, an3 it seems to me the dut.y, to prevent 
suah a calamity by a simple act, of mercy and justice. And 
as you have used your constitutional prerogative so signally 
to save our nationality, I, for one, look with confidence to 
you to arrest a very formidable attempt to make our 
national government, through ita control of the Post-Office, 
an engine of religious proscription and persecution. 

The case has arisen under a meritorious-looking Act of 
Congree84he tendency of which was not publicly discussed 
or popularly understood before its passage-forbidding the 
mailing of obscene publicationa. It is not pretended thnt 
Coqress hae any power in regard to such publications 
elsewhere than in the mails, or its own special territories ; 
nor.is it shown that the people, in their municipal and 
etate capacities, have not reserved in their own hand8 all 
necessary power to suppress the criminal use of them, 
Here, then, supposing the law to be just and wise in itself, 
it is, first, e&pa-constitutional, and, second, unneceaeary. 
It ie an aaeumption of ungranted power, which could be far 
more safely and effectively exercised by t&e local authorities. 
And what adds exceedingly to ita danger is the vaguenese 
of ite dellnition-the Courl’s explanation of the term “ob- 
scene,” in this case, being a&31 as to exclude from the 
mails a large part of our periodical 88 well a8 standard 
literature. It will be impossible, under this law, for any 
man whose religious opinions dBer from those held by the 
prosecuting association, to send anything through the mails 
in regard to the relations of the sexes without exposing 
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himself to the hezird of fine and imprisonment, and tb% 
only safely will be in silence or submission to a censnrsbip 
of th6 prese. 

You have already pardoned the author of the pamphlet 
for sending which through the mail D. M. Bennett baa since 
been fined nod imprisoned. Whatever rnlly have been the 
reasons for that p?rdoa, equally strong ones of the same 
kind exist in the present case. 

In the opinion of the highest legal adviser of the govern- 
ment, the pamphlet in question is not obscene within the 
meaning of the law, and though its publication on some 
accounts is not desirable, it cannot be considered any more \ 
undesirable than that of thousands of pamphlets which 
cannot by any possibility bu excluded from the mails. No 
sane person thinks th? moral tone of our literature cau be 
made what it should be by penal legislation, or that ” In&. 
delity ” or “Atheism ” can be cured by fine or imprison- 
ment. Yet it is little less than certain that D. M Bennett 
would not have been prcsecuted if he bad not been the 
publisher of an “Infidel ” paper. As the editor of that 
paper (TEE TRUTH SEEKEB), he would have been burnt at 
the stake a few hundred years ago. Under the Constitution 
of our fathers he was safe, till there was invented an ingen- 
ious device to evade its wise and magnanimous intent. His * 
sending through the mail to a decoy a book which is sold 
and possessed openly by thousands without mole&t&ion 
from state authorities, is used as a handle to arrest and 
punish him, not for obsceniry, but for *‘Iotldeli[y,“4 e., - 
fldelity to his own individual convictions-for publishing 
opinions on religion known to have been held by two or 
three of our most honored Presidents, as well as many of 
the most distinguished men of the scientific world. 

I do most earnestly appeal to you, as the beloved con- 
servator of the fair fame and lrue glory of our couotrx, to 
prevent the shame and grief which every free and enlight- 
ened American must feel if this pitiful, unwise, and cow- 
ardly persecution is allowed to triumph over this sincere and 
honest, though, perhaps, rough and unpolished old man. 

Allow me a word more, for this is a question of the high. 
eat national import. 
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Such individuals aa Bennett canbot bD nii’efl rmd impris- 
oned for euch publications at the instance of m organized 
Christian association without producing an opposite organ- 
ization, and, finally, a bitter conflict on questions which 
have heretofore convulsed the world. An associatiou of 
ardent and somewhat bigoted men, drawn from most of the 
Christian sects of our country, hns cllrnrnencefl, with the 
open or tacit approbation of cultured society, a warfare OS- 
tensibly against obscene publications, a very difficult and 
h?eardous thing to 60 when legal weapons are the chief 
reliance. Only moral weapons have hitherto had much 
success, and these have been largely drawn from the Bible, 
though quite as efficient may l-e found elsewhere. But that 
book of books, coming from remote times and crude civil- 
izstions; in our age is open, in some parts of it, to serioue 
attacks on the very score of obscenity and immoral tendency, 
as witnese, among many places, the Book of Esther, in 
which a most striking example ‘of intended obscenity, 
wilful divorce. premeditated prostitution, and ploody 
revenge, is presented without a hint of condemnation. 
Does not the wisdom of a secular government lie in diecour- 
aging all sectarian warfare between beliefs and unbeliefs, 
and in restricting the detection and prosecution of criminals 
to its own regularly constituted machinery P If this eccle- 
niaetical warfare against opinions and modes of expression 
is allowed to go on under a national association of Chrie- 
tians as director of the secular power, is it not likely t6 
produce a counter national association of “ Ififidels ” or 
non-Christians, which will take advantage of the judicial 
rulings in the cace of Bennett to punish those who can be 
entrapped into sending the Bible through the maile 9 And 
ie not such a result to be deprecated and avoided by a firm, 
judicious, and timely intervention of the pardoning power 1 

Very respectfully and truly yours, 
Boaton, June 25,1079. ELZGJR -ET. 

MEMORIAL FROM THE SRAEERS, 

Here also let me take the liberty of giving 
anot.ber letter to the chief executive, and from 

. 

, 



FROM BEHIND THE BAB#. “(1 t 130 

other true friends. Such evidences of red friend- 
ship are very cheering to me, and more than make 1 
amends for the slander and vituperation of Chris- 
tian enemies. In point of purity of character aid 

. 
usefulness of life, the Shakers-among whom tfis 
letter was written-are as much superior to Christian 
hypocrites ‘and vilifiers as the sun is above .the 
earth. 

SHAEFJJS, N. P., June 2’3. 1879. 
31~ Dear fie&d& : In behalf of three thousand of yollr 

children, called Shakers, I m?ke an appeal to you to pardon 
from imprisonment D. M. Bennett, lately, yet wrongfully, 
convicted of ‘circula!ing obscene literature through the 
mails. We have known said Bennett from a small boy. 
and now, while he is between 60 and 70 years of .age, we 
kaow him still to be an upright citizen. While we deem 
his act somewhat rerkles?. in testink, publicly and determin- 
edly, the laws he construes to be unconstitutional, and 
which to us appears so ; and for which open test he is now 
confined, awaiting the merciless discipline of our Peniten- 
tiary for criminals, unless interference is made by your 
supreme direction. 

We pray you, dear friend -ident, to hear our appeal, 
and save one we love from the unearned sorrows of the 
reward of bad men ; and may God bless you and your 
administration, iyour continual prayer. 

In heh4f of three tbousand Shakers, cf. A. LOMAS. 

To the Pverident, R. B Rages. 

The following is from Elder tins, anot,her mem- 

ber of the same people, which I take pleasure in 
quoting : 

To m mu OP ‘I”HE TI~DTH 8EEKElt: 1. am 

idly of the opinion that the prosecution of D. M. Bennett is 
a church and state persecution, by the clergy, for his 
Infidelity. 

They exhibit the early spirit of ihe old inquisitor--show 
jnst whet use they always have and always will make of 
civil power. 
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'ih clergy are the enemies of human fxndolo and oi ’ 
AWericaq institutions. 

Mt. Lebanon, X T.:, June 1,1879. F. W. mAKs. 

Here is another, from the same pen, which was 
printed in the New York Tri7mne of June 28th. 

To iha Editor of The Tribune, Sir : Ia not the co&ction 
of D. M. Bennett a church 8nd st8fe persecution? In ihe 
circle of my acquaintance, I have never known the people, 
male and ferns]?, mnrc 
present time. 

thoroughly aroused than at the 
What will the end of ecclesisstical govern- 

mental interference be? The 8pproachea of military siege 
works to capture a citadel were never more syetematic and 
to the point tbau are the successive moves of the clergy 
toward theologizing the American Government-a union of 
church and state. Indet?d, is it not already virtually accum 
plished t The World’s Exposition, for every people, creed, 
and theology, WRS closed, by cleric81 influence, upon one 
of the seven EIahboth days of the week, except to a few 
fsvoritc sinners, of whom several thousaud were alweys 
admitted. The clerq have possessed themselves of the 
American Government. It! mails, the most sacred of, all 
trusts by the people, are broken open, overhauled, and 
inspected by Y<)ung &fen’s Christian hssociation agents in 
t,he n,rme of the United States. Its courts are turned into 
inquisitorial enginea of physical and mental torture and 
afiliction. Honest American citizens are Incarcerated, and 
their business is broken up hy these merciless God-in-the- 
Constitution advocates. What an outrage upon the rights 
of man and the liberty of American citizens, to be sanc- 
tioned by a government founded by Infidels like Thomas 
P&e and Thomas Jefferson, and fought for by Washing- 
ton, Father of the Republic, who, when making 8 treaty 
with Tripoli, declared before all church and state govern- 
ments that the United States did not constitute 8 Christian 
nation, and that, COUstitUtiOn8lly, it Was 8 purely seculsr 
government, under whi& the Atheist, Deist, Normon, or 
the clergy of any t.heology upon earth, possessed equal civil 
rights and nothiog more. 

Is not the stealthy passage of Comstcck laws, and the 
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s?ui;iu me.itof enirrespomible indit-ldual, p~~llcl~ chaniv.1 
with grossly immoral and obscene practices, clad in Ru?eir.n 
arbilrery powers to rob the mails of 30 OOOO,OGO inhabitants, 
au unparalleled inconsistency to common-sense penple, who 
flattered themselves that they were the eovertigns, and that 
the American gsvernment ~11s their agent to execute their 
legally expressed will? Not a few honest, modest people 
regard the whole Comstock concern as RU unmitigated 
American obaceoity. Ti:e pea;-ibility that such may be true 
shoulil insure the repeal of a:1 C matock laws. Can Presi- 
dent Hayes or the editorial corps fail to see that placing in 
the hands of any one man or womau such unlimited and 
terrible power over the confidential correspondence of a 
nation, as Comstock is furnished wit,b, is un-American? 
Would the English peL*p’e endure for a week the operation 
of such church aod stats espionage over their private com- 
munications with cacb other? I d3 not believe it; nor will 
the American people when they come to a knowledge of the 
facts md issuts iuvoived. I would a thousand titnes prefer 
leaving the morals of the nation in the hands of parents, 
school-teachers, pastors, and logical Infidels. to demoraliz- 
ing American citizens by 5rst tempting them to do evil, 
then instituting unconstitutional legal proceedings that 
rogues may pocket the informel’s wages of iniquity, after 
having thus put the cup to their neighbor’s lips. Eoping 
lb&t D. M. Bennett, and all convicted under Comstock laws, 
may be at once pardoned, or the agent placed with them in 
the penitentiary, I, in the name of the liberty-loving, law- 
abiding Shaker order, remain your sincere friend and well- 
wisher, F. W. EYANS. 

The next is an extract from a letter of A. E. Gilee 

in Tl%e Banlzer of Light of the same date: 

I cannot resist the convicUou that such a sentence, on such 
a man as Mr. Berm-tt ia, is vindictive, rppressive, and. 
unjust. 

Mr. Ben;lett bPlit,ved that a fundamental principle of 
American liberty b%ld been violated by .the enactment of 
the ro-:alled Cljnls!ock laws. Hedeaired that their rdidi:y 
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sb.uld be tested by the courts. He had no malicious pur- 
pose whatever in mailing “Oupid’s Yokes.” Hissole and sin- 
cere motive, as it appears to me, was to defend, what he 
conceived to be the right of Ameriean freemen to free 
epeecb, to free inquiry, and a free press, both in and out of 
the mails. It was as a freeman and a patriot, conscious of 
his own rectitude, and not as a felon, that ‘he acted. If he 
made a mistake in his judgment of the law, ought he to be 
treated as a villain? Who was harmed by the pamphlet that 
he mailed P Certainly not Anthony CLmatock, who insti- 
gated the offense and received 1 he pamphlet. 

It is a true proverb that what is one man’s meat is 
another man’s poison. Is it not also true that wl 8: is one 
man’s purity is another man’s obscenity P that v hat is one 
man% piety is another man’s blasphemy ! and that a sea- 
tence of thirteen months’ hard labor in prison and a flne 
of three hundred dollars on Mr. Bennett for that act of his, 
done from as pure a motive aa ever animated a patriot or a 
martyr, is eqnaily, if not a far more immoral act, than the 
msilfng of.“Cupid’s Pokes 0” George Colman, the younger, 
seema to have had the question in his mind when he in. 
quired : 

” Who would then baveheard of, by-and-by. 
The Via+Suonressiog starched Sooietr 7 , 
That tribe of self-ereoted Drk3-WhO@3 leaven 
Consirts in buckramizing souls for heaven ; 
IThose stiff necked buzzards. who ovinee the vigo- 
Of Christian virtue by unchristian rigor: 
Tnose Quacks and Quixote5 who in coalition 
Oompoee the canter’s secret inquisition ; 
Dolts, in our t lerating constitution. 
Who turn moralityto nerseaution. 
And through their nreaious Dates’ fanatic twists. 
Are Dart informers, spies. and 8ectarists.” 

I have been acquainted with Mr. Bennett for about five 
yews. I believe him to be an eminently candid, honest, 
brave, and truthful man. He is pure in his conversation 
and conscientious in his purposes. He is now from sixty 
to sixty-five years of age. He has been a great reader of 
ecclesiastical history. He regarde the current theology and 
ecclesiasticism of this couhtry aa in some reEpecte a debasing 
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superstition-as being itself theparent of many of the illz ~ 
which sfllict the people, and which the clergy charge upon 
unregenerated human nature. Mr. Bennett has battled and . _ 
used every honest means in his control to enlighten the pee. 
ple and to overthrow superstition and priestcraft. “I I 
fight,” said Cato, “not for my own liberty, but for my 
couutrg; not to live free, but to live among freemen.” A 
similar ssntiment, as I believe, inspired Mr. Bennett in his 
detlance of the Camstock law. Sid it is that the heroism 
which was a virtue in cJato is’ regarded in a United States 
court as a crime in D. M Bennett. 

The Cams&k laws, like those which established the In- 
quisition, proceed from a wrong principle, and do more , 
harm than good. It is not the rightful province of Govern. 
ment to arbitrarily establish or suppress either religion or 
morality. These pertain to the individual, grow out of his 
spiritual nature, and are his rights. It is the proper func. 
tion of government to protect the individual against the in- 
vasion of his rights, and more than this on its part necessa- 
rily results in tyranny and general demoralization. The 
sooner the Comstock laws are repealed tbe better wil! it be, 
as we behevr, for the welfare and the morals of the people. 

Hyde Park, Naes., Juue 22, 1879. ALPEED E. QILE~. 

The next is a parpgraph from a letter by Moses 
Hull in the Boston Investigator of June 25th. 

Poor D. M. Bennett is, at ldst, paying the penalty for hie 
love of freedom. IIe did not indorse the sentiments advo- 

. cated in “Cupid’s Tokc s,” but he did indorse Mr. Heywood’z 
right to write his sentiments, and also the right. of any one 
who chose to read them to do so. This right he pledged 
not only his sacred honor and his liberty, but. his Zife, to de- 
fend ; and bad he gone to the gallows instead of the state’s 
prison, he would have died happy, feeling that he had done 
his duty. We honor Socrates and other martyrs for laying 
their lives down in defense of principle, but be assured the 
martyrs are not all dead 1 and when the final roll is called,’ 
D. M. Bennett will take his place with Socrates, B&hrel 

* Serpelus, end Abner Kceeland. Poor Comatock, where will . 
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his place be then ? Along wi!h Calvin, Torquemads, and a 
few of Ihe 13ened:c s I 

“ THE PHYSIOLOGIST.” 
. 

The following able article is from that sprightly 

and valuablu publ,ication, The Physiologsst and 
&naily Ph~siciarz, for July : 

“0 LIBERTY, -iVIIAT CRIMES ARE Cf?MbfITTED IN THY 

NAUE 1” 

The progress of the world’hss been act-lmplished by the 
gradual enlargement of the sentiment and idea of fraternity, 
and of the cqnalit,y of rights. It is thus that tyrannies and 
oligarchies have given way to free representative govern- 
ment ; that slblves have been set free, srd serfs emanci- 
pated ; and that equal laws and equal freedom shall be 
extended from class to class, from nation to nation, and 
from race to race, until the whole world shall be free and 
self-governed. To protest in action against wrong and 
injustice done to any class or individual is not only a right- 
ful instinct, but is ofttimes a sacred, a providential, inspi- 
ration. 

And this spirit, this inspiration, should be at work largely 
in the minds of all the Liberal and liberty-loving people of 
this Jaod to-day. A good old man lies locked up in Ludlow 
J:il, awaiting removal to the state penitentiary to serve out 
a sentence of thirteen months’ hard labor, and to pay a tine 
of three hundred dollars. The case of D. M. Bennett must 
be familiar to our readers-how the loathsome spy of a . 
band of bigots has vented upon him the vengeance of an 
American Alva under the sanction of unlawful law. It 
seems as thongh the spirits of Torqremads and Jefferies 
still found hospitality in the hearts of living men. 

Mr. Bennett’s crime, to be expiated by a year and a 
mont.h’s hard’labor in prison, was mailing a little pamphlet 
called “ Cupid’s Yokes,” a dry disq:risition on the marriage 
question, so dry and theorizing that we do not believe it wss 
ever read entirely through until it became the subject of the 
rec. nt pmsecut,ion. The alleged obscenity of this publica- 
tion cwstitutts Xr. Dcnartt’d crime. N.1 here’jc ever 



FEoM B&HINI) THE SAhS. 145 

escaped Torquemada because the charge againef him was 
not sustained. We imagiue that J&rie;: would have had no 
trouble in fiuding tiny publication obscene if au accused 
man’;l life depended on it,. 

We have read this little pamphlet carefully through, 
weighed every word and put the worst construction to every \ 
hidden meaning, aod would never have dreamrd of any one 
acsocisting the idea of obscenity with it had not Judge Ben- - - 
edict condemned an honest old man to a cruel imprisonment 
on that account. When we reud it we considered it too ter- 
rihly dry IO -make the thinnest ripple on the tide of deprav- 
ity. We aver that there is not a lady (a real fady) in the 
lsnd who will say there ia any unchaste expression in the 
hook. 

Of course we strongly reprobate the doctrines of the doc- 
ument, na also does Mr. Bennett. We believe the writer 
was wrong in his views. Bat we believe this Government 
gives a man the right to hold wrong views, to write and 
preach and print them. We do not believe that outside ol 
the Comstock court it is considered a crime to even carry 
wrong views to the post-office. 

We have the profoundest personal re~gard for Mr. Bennett, 
for his morality, his honesty, integrity, benevolence, and 
true manlinees. It may be a mistake of his to believe so 
firmly in the “Mistakes of loses,” but we had hoped 
that that devil of dogmatism which once thirsted for the 
blood of a brother for opinion’s s .ke had disappear& with 
the old Dark Ages. 

We consider this incarceration of Mr. Bennett an outrage 
against personal rights, and the freedom of the mails and 
press. A FetFibUtiOU waits every paper that dare not speak 
out and denounce this crime against liberty. No American 
citizen deserves a heritage in this free lan.l.mho does not do 
all he can for the immediate liberation of Mr. Bennett. We 
believe that the spirit of constitutional rights is instilled too 
deeply into the hearts of our people to permit this infamous 
injustice to go unrebuked. Every good man and good 
woman should do all they can to arouse a sacred agitation 
about those unconst4tntioaa1, special, unrighteous legislative 

ccts, which afford a pre’cxt for p:r~+ion--au ogit?tio_r 

. 
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tbst,‘ will not abate until they ure stamped from our statute 
books forever. 

This is from the Rockland Aduertise~ : . 

A VIEIT TO LUDLOW STREET JAIL. 

Impelled by a curiosity to scan the features of the ” cu:- 
prit ” who has aroused so much human sympathy through- 

. out the laud, while in the city a few days ago we procured 
’ a pass from the marshal and visited the cell of Mr. D. 

H. Bennett in Ludlow street, Jail, where the prisoner awaits 
instructions for his transportat,ion to tbe Albany Peniten- 
tiary, to which place Judge Benedict has sentenced him to 
serve a term of thirteen months at hard labor. 

Arriving at the jail, we pulled the bell-knob, and, the 
door being opened, presented our pass, and were directed up 
a flight of stairs. When we had reached the landing 
another huge iron door was opened, which admitted us into 
the general corridor, where some fifteer or twenty prisoners 
were nseembled. Here we avain inquired for Mr. Bennett, 
tbe editor, and were directed up another flight of steirs to 
the second corridor. Here, seated at a table before the 
doorof his cell, we saw a man, apparently between sixty 
and seventy yenrs of age, engaged in writing. This was 
Mr. Bennett. The details of our interview would doubtless 
be interesting to the readers of tbe AdvertCaw, but our lim- 
ited space compela us to be brief. Suffice it to say, we 
found in Mr. Bennett a man of the noble@ impulses, and 
nne whose conscious innocence of any offense-and whose 
beartfelt sod grateful apprecia!iou of the mnuifest sympa- 
thy which the intelligent masses are extending him-is 
strongly depicted in the lineaments of his countenance and 
io the tone of his conversation. As we extended our hanl 
and expressed our adieu, our miud involuntarily reverted to 
thn martyrdom of man through the ages past, and we 
thought ‘of the many heroes who have been ready to sac-’ 
rifice liberty, and oven life, in the cause of truth or in 
vindication of the innlienMe rights of themselves and 
their fellow-men. 
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FROM THE BROOKLYN “EAGLE.” 

FEDERAL LAW VS. CCMMON SRNSE. 

The Case of D. M. Bennett, sentenced to the state prison 
for thirteen months for selling a book -adjudged to be im- 
moral, will uoquestiooably direct al’entio3 to Federal law 
as Rgalnst common law, common justice, and common sensd. 
In the first place, Mr. Bennett was entrapped into sending 
the book, which we understand is simply a disquisition 
upon the marriage relation, through the mails by Anthony 
Cornstock. Whatever may be the necessity for some 
method of suppressing obscene literature, public sentimeot 
will never inciorse one which lays SUC?I traps I)R Mr. Com- 
stock eprinns upon his victims. This. however, is apart 
from the real points of the case. Being a discussion of the 
marrisge relation, there are undoubtedly pseslges in the 
book which, tsl.en by themselves, might, by prurient minds, 
be construed into impropriety. There are passages in the 
Old Testsmeot which, taken without reference to the con- 
text, are eqlnally susceptible of unclean construction. Mr. 
Bennett, in order to show t,he true meanin< of the passsqes 
to which Mr. Comst.ock took exception, claimed tbe right of 
haviog them considered by the jury in the light of the 
remainder of the book, that indeed the volqme shorlld be 
judged by its geoeral sclpe and tenor, and not by any par- 
ticular phrase or passage. This claim Judge Benedict 
refused to allow. A second claim was msde to prove that 
reputable booksellers, expert,s in literat,nre. &Id the volume 
and regarded it not immoral. This cl,rim was not allowed. 
The third claim was the right to show that the work in 
question contained nothing worse than many standard 
books, and that the very passages complained of compared 
favorably with other p Issages in books considered proper 
and moral. Tbe third claim was also disallowed. 

We have heard of various kinds of law; “ Crowner’s 
Quest Low,” Dogberry’a law, and othera. Of a!1 varieties 
of law, however, the Federal law of this country seems to 
be the most preposterous and unreasonable. vbe .great 
leader of the Hebrews, chosen by God to emancipate the 
Israelites, and held not unworthy to face his Maker on 
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Mount Sinai, would, under the ruling of Judge Benedict, be - 
eent to the penitentiary for writing scorea of passages scat- 
tered thro,qh the Pentsteuch. T&e B!bl?, according to the 
Messra. Comqtock and Benedict, may contain the light of 
d&lVtrtiOU, but it ie nevertheleae an obscene book. To send 
the word of God through the mails should involve the pen- 
al y of a term in the state prison if the general scope and 
lenor of a book are not to be considered, and if the instance 
of any prurient-minded fellow, upon selecting two or three 
obscene-that is to say, immodest-passages, is to have the 
weight of Federal authority. 

This may be Federal law. It is not good sense and it is 
not justice. It is, therefore, onoosed to the public good. 
Better a return to the outspoken coarseness of Rabelais than 
a so-called decency ob:ained at the sacrifice of popular 
liberty. 

BBOM TEE SHAKER “ MANIFESTO.” 

CEUBQH AND STATE UNION. 

There has not been such a violation of human rights en- 
acted since the days of the Inqutition as the trial of D. M. 
Bennett, O~THE TRUTE SEEKER, exhibited. Every feature 
that would aid in presenting a favorable appearance to his 
“fault” was ruled oat by a United Sates judge in the 
interest of the churchal party. The “fault ” was in mailing 
a copy of a pamphlet containing testimony so plain and 
stroog against sexual immoralities and abuses, though, in 
our opinion, advocating other errors as a reform, that the 
persecutors of Bennett, dubbing it ‘L’obscene,” moved 
heaven and earth to secure a verdict of guilty. Shakers do 
not fellowship the Freelove principles of “ Cupid’s Yokes,’ 
nor do they fellowship ihe IntLlelityof TEE TBUTEI SEEKER, 
while we protest against the inconsistency of Bennett’s trial. 
Under such ruling, by judicial inconsistency, the Bible, 
Shaker books and pamphlete, and thousand8 of others, are 
obscene and unmailable. The testimony of Jesus cannot, 
eccording to such erroneous decisions, circulate through 
the mails. So terribly in earnest appears i.he ohurch, in ite 
determioatlon to rLlld the &&, fhnt gags for those who dare 
to preach Chri9 m sy not ba unly thing of the pa?. We 
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pray the President to interfere and pardon Bennett, ihus 
offering a proteet to clerics1 domination, judicial ioconc,i&- 
ency, and Comstock persecutioo. 

ENGLISH JUSTICE AGAIN. 

I will now resume the instances of English justice 
of which I gave some samples in my last. 

CASE OF THE SEVEN BISHOPS. 

9. James II. wished to restore the Catholic fdrm 
of religion, rightly looking upon Protestantism as 
hostile to his intended tyranny, so he claimed a right 
to dispense with the laws relating thereto, put a 
Jeeuit iuto his privy council, expelled Protestants 
from their offices, and filled the vacaucy thus illegally 
made with papists. IIe also appointed Cat,holic 
bishops. In 1688 he published a proclamation-it 
was the second of the kind-dispensing with all the 
laws of the realm against Catholicism, and ordered 
it to be read on two specified Sundays during the 
hours of service, in all places of worship. This 
measure was a special insult to the Protestants. 
The declaration of indulgence was against theit 
conscience and in violation of the undisputed lawa 
of the land ; but Chief-Justice Wright declared 
from the bench his opinion that it was “legal and 
obligatory,” and on the day appointed for the read- 
ing the decree attended church ‘(to give weight to 
the solemnity,” and as it was not read-for the clerk 
“ had forgot to bring a copy “-he “ indecently, in 
the hearing of Bhe congregation, abused the priest 
as disloyal, seditious, and irreligious.” 

But the ciergy thought differently from the Chief- 
Justice, E,)iscopalisns and dissenters agreeing on 
t,bi3 r>oint. Seven bishops petitioned the king that 
thq In:gJl! not be obliged to violate their con- 
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sciences, the articles of their religion, and the laws 
of their realm by reading the declaration. They 
presented their petition in person to the king, who 
treated it and them with insolence and wrath. 

“ The king,” says Kennet, “ was not contented to 
have this deolaration published in the usual manner, 
but he way resolved to have it solemnly read in all 
the clnlrchcs as the political gospel of his reign. 
The bishops and clergy were, of all others, the most 
adverue to the subject-matter’of the declaration, as 
being the most sensible of all ill design and ill 
effects of it, and therefore the court seemed the 
more willing to mortify : hese, their enemies, and 
make them become accessory to their own reign, and 
even to eat their own dung, as Father Petre proudly 
threatened, therefore this order of council was made 
a$ published ” (12 St. Tr., 239). 

The petition was printed and pnblished with great 
rapidity, and the bishops were seized, thrown into 
the Tower, and prosecuted in the court for a “ false, 
feigned, malicious, pernicious, and seditious libel.” 
,Judge Allybone ?hus addressed the jury : 

“And I think, in the first place, that no man can 
take on him to write against the actual exercises of 
the government, unless we have leave from it, but 
he makes a libel, be what he writes true or false; 
for if once we come to impeach the government by 
way of argument, it is the argument that makes it 
the government, or not the government. So I lay 
down that, in the first place, the government ought 
not to be impeached by argument, nor the exer&e 
of the government shaken by the argument, because 
I can m’anago a proposition, in itself doubtful, with 
a ,better pen than another man, this, say I, is a 
libel. 

“Then I lay this down for my next position, that 



\ . 

FBOM BEHIND THE BABS. 151. 

n’, private man can take on him to write concerning 
the government at all, for what has auy private man 
to do with the government if his interest be not 
stirred or shaken 7 It is the business of government 
t,o manage matters relating to the government ; it is 
the business of subjects to mind only their own 
properties and infer eats. If my interest is not 
sbaktn, what have I to do with matters of govern- 
ment ? They are not within my spllere. If the 
government does not comt! to shake my particular 
rutcrest, the law is open for me, and I may redress 
. 

myself by law ; and when I cbtrude myself into 
other men’s business that does not concern my par- 
ticular interest, I am a libeler. 

“These I have laid down for plain propositions : 
Now, then, let us consider, further, whether, if I 
will take upon me to contradict the government, 
any specious pretense I shall put upon it shall dress 
it up in another form-and give it a better denomina- 
tion? And, truly, I think it is worse because it 
comes in a better dress ; for by that rule every man 
cau put on a good vizard, may be as mischievous as 
he will to the government at the bottom, so that, 
whether it be in the form of a supplication, or 
an address, or a petition, if it be what it ought not 
to be, let us call it by its right name, and give its 
right denomination-it is a libel. 

“The government here has published such a 
declaration as this that has been read relating to 
matters of government ; and shall or ought any 
hotly to come and impeach that as illegul tchich the 
government has done? Truly, in my opinion, I do 
not think he should or onght ; for by this rule may 
every act of the government for the rectifying, 
altering, regulating, and making what law they 
please ; but if every private man shall come and in- 
terpose his advice, I think there can never be an end 
of advising the government. 

“We are not to measure things from any truth 
they may have in themselves, but from that aspect 
they have upon the government ; for there may be 
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every tittlo of a libel true, and yet it may be a libel 
still ; so I put, no great stress upon that objection 
thtlt the matter of it is not false j and for sedition, 
it is that which every libel carries in itself ; and as 
every trespass implies vi et ccrnzis, so every libel 
against the government carries in it sedition and all 
the other epithets that arc in the information. This 
is my opinion as to law in general. I will not dtr- 
bate the prerogativea OF the king, nor the privileges 
of the subject, but, as tbia fact is, I think these 
venerable bishops did meddle with that which did 
not belong to them ; they took upon them, in a 
petitionsry, to contradict the actual exercise of the 
government, which I think no particular persons or 
singular body may do.” (12 St. Tr. 427-429.) 

After this remarkable address, worthy of Bene- 
dict or Blatchford, from the judge, read the words 

of Attorney-General Powis : 

cc And I cannot omit here to take notice that there 
is not any one thing that the law is more jealous of, 
or does more carefully provide for the prevention 
and punishment of, than all accusations and arraign- 
ments of the government. No man is allowed to 
accuse even the most inferior magistrate of any mis- 
behavior in his office, unless it be in a legal course, 
though the fact is true. No man may say of a 
justice of the peace to his face that he is unjust in 
his office. No man may tell a judge, either .by word 
or petition, (You have given an unjust, or an ill 
judgment, and I will not obey it ; it is against the 
rules and law of the kingdom,’ or the like. No man 
may say of the great men of the nation, much less 
of the great oficers of the kingdom, that they do act 
unreasoilably or unjustly, or the like ; least of all 
may any man say any such thing of the king ; for 
these matters tend to possess the people that the 
government is ill administered ; and the consc- 
quence of that is to set them upon desiring a refor- 
mation ; and what that tends to and will end in we 
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]l?ve all had a sad and too-dear-bought ‘experience.” 
(12 St. Tr. 251.) . 

Next read what kind of a law was laid down 
by Solicitor-General Williams, and I ask whether il; 
does not sound particularly like Benedict : 

“ If any persona have slandered the government 
in writing, you are not to examine the truth of the 
fact in such writing, but the slander which it im- 
ports to the king or government.; and be it never so 
true, yet if sl,znderous to the kmg or government, 
it is a libel and to be punished ; in that ,case, the 
right or wrong is not to be examined, or if what 
was done by the government be legal or no, but 
whether the party have done such an act. If the 
king have a power (for I still keep to that) to issu%e 
forth proclamations to his sulljects and to make 
orders and constitutions in matters ecclesizstiaal, if 
he do issue fort.h his ,procllmation and make an 
order upon the matteru within his power and prerog- _ 
ative, and if any one would come and bring that 
power in question otherwise than in Parliament that 
the matter of that proclamation be not legal, I say 
that is sedition, and you a+e not to examine the 
legality or illegality of the order or proclamation, 
but the slander and reflection upon the gevernment. 

u If a person do a thing that is libelous, you shall 
not examine the fact, but the consequence of it ; 
whether it tended to stir up sedition against the 
public, or stir up strife between man and man, in the 
case of-private persons; as if a man should say of a 
judge, He has taken a bribe, and I will prove it. 
They tell the king it is inconsistent. with their 
honor, prudence, and conscience to do’ what be 
WC&~ have them do. And if these things be not re- 
flc:c:tive upon the king and government, I know not 
what is. 

6‘ I’ll tell you what they should havo don!, sir. If 
they were commanded t,o do anything against their 
conscience, they should have acquiesced till the 
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. 
meeting of the Parliament [at this a number who 
were present in the court hissed.] 

“IF the king will impose upon a man what he can- 
not do, he must aquiesce ; but shall he come and fly 
in the face of his prince ? Shall he say it is illegal ? 
and the prince acts against prudence, honor: or COII- 

science, and throw dirt in the king’s face? Sure 
that ia riot permitted ; that is libeling with a wit- 
ness? (12 St. Tr., 415-417). 

But fortunately this trial was before a jury not 
easily coerced by such m?serable law as was handed 
Ou\ t.0 them by servile judges, attorney-generals, and 
solicitor-genrrals. The seven bishops were promptly 
acquitted, amid the tumultuous huzzas of the 
people, who had congreg:rted in great numbers 
around Westminster Hall, and they rent the air with 
their shouts, which even the soldiers repeated. (2 
Campbell’s .Justices, 95.) 

Two of the judges-Sir John Powell and Sir 
Richard Holloway- stcod up manfully for law and 

justice, declaring that such a petition to the king 
was not a libel ; but vengeance was meted out to 
them, and they were soon thrust from their offices. 

This tyranny on the part of the king’and his cor- 
rupt judges could not last always. The Stuarts 
soon filled up t.he measure of their time and were 
hustled from the throne of England, which they had 
so thoroughly disgraced, and their judges no longer 
held position in the kingdom. 

CASE OF JOHN IIORNE TOOICE. 

10. The next case noticed will be one considerably 
later. On the 8th of June. 17’75, John Horne-better 
known by his subsequent name, John IIorne Tooke 
formerly a clergyman, but then a scholarly man, de- 
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voting himself to letters and politics-published the 
following notice in the Xornirzg Chronicle and 

London Advertiser, as well aa in other netispapers. 

KING’S ARM TAVERN, CORNIIILL, June 7, 1’776 -At a 
meeting this day of several members of the C institutional 
Society, during an adjournment, a gentleman proposed tha5 
a subscription shoul~t be immediately en’rred into by such 
of the members present who might approve the purp se for 
raising the sum of $100 to be applied to the relief of the 
widow.s, orphans, aud aged parents of our beloved American 
fellow-subjects, who, faithful to the character of Eogfiah- 
men, preferring death to slavery, were, for that reason ohly, 
inhumanly murdered by the king’s troops at or near Lex- 

6gton and Concord, in the province of Massachusetts, .IU 
the 19 h of last April ; and which sum being immediately l 

collected, it was thereupon resolved that Mr. Horne do pay 
to-morrow into the hands of Messrs. Brown and Collin8on, 
on account-of Dr. Franklin, the said sum of 8100, and that 
Dr. Franklin be requested to apply the same to the above- 
mentioned purpose. 

At that time- Thurlow was attorney-general and 
looking for further promotion from t5e Tory gov- 
ernment of Lord North. Mansfield was ohief-justice, 
a man of gkeat ability, and who did so much to. TC- 
form -English law, but whose hostility to America 
was only &passed by the hatred which he bore to 
all freedom of speech and the rights of the jury. 
The government was cager to crush the libert,y of 
the American colooies. But this was a difficult’ 
matter, for in England even, there was a powerful 
party friendly to America, who took our side in that 
great struggle for liberty. The city of London, 
however, was hostile to us, wishing to destroy our 
merchants and manufacturers, who disturbed the 
monopoly of that commercial ‘metropolis. 
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The government thought it necessary to punish 
any man who ventured to oppose their theory and 
sympathize with America. Accordingly it was de- 
termined that Mr. Horne should be brought to trial. 
But as public opinion, stimulated by Erskine, Cam- 
den, and others, favored the rights of the jury, it 
seems to have been thought dangerous to trust the 
case to a grand jury. At all events, the attorney 
general dispensed with the services of the grand 
jury, and filed an information ex-oficio against Mr. 
Hcrne, therein styling him “a wicked, malicious, 
seditious, and ill-disposed person ;” charging him, 
in that advertisement, with “wickedly, maliciously, 
and seditiously intending, designing, and venturing 
to stir up and excite discontent and sedition ;” “to 
cause it to be believed that divers of his Majesty’s 
innocent and deserving subjects had. been inhumanly 
murdered by his Majesty’s troops, and unlawfully 
and wickedly, to encourage his Majesty’s subjects in 
said province of Masaachuoetts to resist and oppose 
his Majesty’s government.” He said the advertise- 
ment was a “ false, wicked, malicious, scandalous, 
and seditious libel, full of ribaldry, Billingsgate, 
scurrility, balderdash, and impudence ;” “ wicked is 
a term too high for this advertisement ;” “ its impu- 
dence disarmed its wickedness.” In short, Mr. 
IIorne was charged with “resisting an officer,” ob- 
strncting the execution of the u process ” whereby 
the American provinces were to be made the slave 
colonies of a metropolitan despotism. The usual 
charge of doing all this ‘(by force of arms ” was of 
course thrown in. The pnblication of the advertise- 
ment was deolared “,a crime of such heinousness 
and suah R size as fairly called for the highest rc- 
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sontment which any court of justice has thought 
proper to crimes of this denomination ;” “ a libel, 
such that it is impossible by any artifice to aggravate 
it.” ‘: It will be totally impossible for the imagina- 
tion of any man, however shrewd, to state a libel 
more scandalous and base in the fact’imputed, more 
malignant anil hostile to the country in which the 
libeler is born, more dangerous in the example if it 
were suffered to pass unpunished, than this.” Jr It is 
in language addressed to the lowest and most miser-’ 
able mortals . . . it is addressed to the lowest 
of the mob, and the bulk of the people, who it is fit 
should be otherwise taught, who it is fit should be 
otherwise governed in this country.‘) 

Mr. Horne was brought to trial on the 4th of July, 
17'76. He defended himself, but though a vigorous 
writer he was not a good speaker, and was in a 
strange place, while (( Thurlow fought on his own 
dunghill,” says Lord Campbell, (‘and throughout 
the whole day had the advantage over him.” There 
was a special jury packed for .tbe purpose by the 
hireling sheriff-a “ London jury “-famous for cor- 
ruption-a tyrannical and powerful judge, ready to 
turn every weapon of the court against the defend- 

. 
* ant and to’ construe law against the liberty of 

speech. The analogy to my own case cannot pass 
unobserved. Of course Mr. Horne, whose only 
crime. was to advertise a’benevolent society to raise 
~100 for the benefit of the widows and orphans of 
the men shot down at Concord and Lexington, was 
&&red guilty. But how should he be punished P 
Thurlow thus determined : 

Ii Yy Lord& the punishment to be 1nflic:ed upon mfsde. 
meanors of this sort, have usually been of three different 

. 
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kinds; fine, corporeal puniehment by imprieonment, and 
infamy by the judgment of the pillory. With regard to the 
@a, it is impossible for justice to make this sort of punish- 
ment, however the iofaxy will always fall upon the offend- 
er ; because it is well known that men who have more 
wealth, who have better &u&ions and reputat,ions to be 
watchful over, employ men in desperate situations both of 
dircumstances and characters, in order to do that which 
serves their party purposes ; and when the punishment 
comes to be inflicted, this court must have regard to the 

,apparent.situation and circumstances of the man employed, 
that is, of the man convicted, with regard to the punishment. 

4r With regard to imprisonment, that is a species of pun- 
ishment not to be cons:dered alike in all cases, but’ . . . 

. that it would be proper fcr the judgment o? the court to . 
state circumstances which make the imprisonment fall 
lighter or heavier. . . . That would be proper, if I had 

. not been spared all trouble uuon that account by hearing 
it solemnly avowed . . . by the defendaut himself, that 
imprisonment was no kind of inconvenience to him; for 
thut certain employments . . . would occasion his con, 
ffnement in 80 close a way that it was mere matter of 
circumstance whether it happened in one place or another; 
and thatthe longest imprisonment which this court could. 
inflict for punishment was not beyond the reach of accom- 
modation which those occasions rendered necessary to him. 
In this respect, therefore, imprisonment is not only , . . 
not au adequate punishment to the offense, but the public 
are told . . , that it will be 120 punis7~ment. 

9 I‘stated, in the third place, to your lordships 2fie piZZur!y 
lo km5 &em ths usual punis7~mcnt for this specks of offenas I 
apprehend it to have been so in this case for above two hun- 
dred years before the time when prosecutions grew rank in 
the Star-Chamber . . . The punishment of the piliory 
was inflicted, not only during the time when Buch prosecu- 
tions were rank in the Star-Chamber, hut it also continued 
to be inflicted upon this sort of crime, and that by the beat 
authority, after the time of the abolishing the Star Chamber, 
after the time of the Revolution, and while my Lord Chief v 
Justice Rolt tat in this court. 
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“I would desire no better, no more pointed, nor sny 
more applicable argument than what that great chief-jr&co 
used, When it was contended before him that an almae 
upon government, upon the administration of several parts 
of government, amounted to nothing, because there ~8s no 
8buse upon any particular man, thst great chiefjustice said 
they smountcd to much more; they are an &we upon dj 
men.. Gvernment cannot exist if the laws cannot restrain 
lbat sort of abuse. Government cannot exist unless . . . 
the full p,mishment ie inflicted which the most approved 
times have given to offenses of a much less denominetion 
than these of much le& I am sure it cannot be shown 
that in any one of the cases that were punished in that 
manuer t,he aggravtions of any one of these offenses were 
in any degree adequate to those which are presented to your 
lordship now. If offenses were 80. punished theg, which 
are not so punishable n,.w, they lose that expiation which 
the wisdom of those ages thought proper to hold out to the 
public a8 a restraint from such offenses being committed 
again. 

“1 am to judge of crimes in order to the prosecution; 
your lordship is to judge of them ultimately for puuiah- 
ment. I should have been extremely sorry if I should have 
been induced by any considerat,ion whatever to have brought 
a crime of the mngnftude which this was (of the magnitude 
which thir ass when I firat stated it) into a court of justice 
if I had not had lt in my contemplation also that it would 
meet with an adequate restraint, which I never thought 
would be done without efflsing to it the judgment 04 ths 
pillmy. I should have been very sorry to have brought’this 
man here, afrer all the aggravations he has superinduced 
upon the offense itself, if I had not been persuaded that 
those aggravations would have induced thejudgment of ths 
pillory ” (20 St. Tr., 780-783). 

In reference to Horne Tooke it may be remarked 

that in the year 1’794 he was again arrested upon a 
charge of high treason for the expression of Eis 
political views, and though the usual amount of bit- 
terness was shown him, and much unfairness dis- 
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played, he was not convicted, and this end&the per- 
secutions of this sincere, worthy man. 

Thurlow had many of the characteristics which so 
distinguish Comstock ; he was relentless and merci- 
less, ,and was-not satisfied unless he visited upon his 
victims the utmost disgrace and cruelty possible ; 
but Mansfield was more like Benedict, and made the 

. sentence less cruel than was desired ; in fact, he 
came near making it the same that Benedict did in 
my case-a tine of 3200 and imprisonment for 
twelve months. (5 Campbell, 415.) 

The following description of Thurlow is from 
Parker, and we doubt not our readers will be able to 
discover strong resemblance between him and Com- 
stock, though the latter is by far the meaner of the 

/two and with but a tithe of the mental ability of the 
other: / 

“ Thurlow was a man of low intellect, of a ilerce 
countenance, a saucy, swaggering, insolent manner, 
debauched m his morals beyond the grossness of 
that indecent age-ostentatiously living in public 
concubinage-a notorious swearer in public and 
private. But he knew no law above the will of the 
hand that fed and could advance him, no justice 
which might check the insolence of power. And in 
less than a month after Mr. Horne was sent to jail, 
Thurlow was made Lord Chancellor of England, and 
sat on the woolsack in the House of Lords. His 
chief panegyrist can only say, ‘In worse times there 
have been worse chancellors.‘-” “But an age of 
comparative freedom and refinement has rarely ex- 
hibited one who 80 ill-understood, or at least so ill- 
diecharged, the functions of a statesman and legis- 
lator.” 

It seems he was ill qualified to the high position 
to whiah he was unworthily promoted, but one oan- 

. 
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not help thinking what a splendid active, agent ho 
would have made for a vice society ! What a sup- 
pressor he would havemade! With Colgate to back 
him, Britton for an accomplice, and with Benedict 
for prosecutor and judge, what a land-office bubi- 
ness they could have transacted, and the poor victims 
would have been sent to lirison in such a way as 
would have made such holy prints as the New York 
Observer, The Christian Urbion, and Zion’s Eerald 
exult with joy. The church would have prospered 
immensely. 

To give an example of the opinions of this judge, 
which should more thoroughly endear him to the 
pious. persecutors of the present time, I will make 
a quotation from Lord Campbell. In 1’788 a bill was 
brought into Parliament to mitigate the horrors of 
the African slave trade. The Lord Chancellor 
Thurlow opposed it as follows : 

It appears that t.he French have offered premiums to en-; 
courage the African [slave] trade, and that they have 
t3uccidca. The natural presumption, therefore, is that 
we ought to do the aam. For my part, tiy lo&, I have no 
ecruple to say thst if the “ five days’ 5t of philantrophy ” 
[the attempt to abolish the slave trade] which has just 
sprung up, and which has elept for twenty years together, 
were allowed to sleep one summer longer, it would appear 
to me rather more wise than thus to take up a subject! 
piecemeal which it has been publicly declared ought not 1 
be agitated at all till next session of Parliament. Perhaps,: 
by such imprudence, the slaves themselves may be prompted 
by their own authority to proceed at once to a “total and 
immediate abolition of the slave tralle.” Our witneas has 
come to your lordship’s bar with a face of woe-his eyes 
full of tears, and his countenance fraught with horror-and 
said, “My lorda, I am ruined if you pass this bill. I have 
riaked .&‘.30,000 on the trade this year I It is all I have been 
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aele to gain by my industry, and if I lose it I must go to thq 

hospital I” I desire you to think of such things, my lorda, 

in your humane frenzy, and to show some, humanity t? the 

whites a8 well. aa to the negroes. (6 Campbell, 460 : Parl. 

Hi&, 638 ) 

Truthfully does Pabker say, u One measure of 
tyranny in the hands of such judges is constructive 
crime, a crime which the revengeful or the purchased 
judge distils out of an honest or a doubtful deed, in 
the alembio he has made out of the law, broken np 
and recast by him for that purpose, twisted, drawn 
out, and coiled up in serpentine and labyrinthine 
folds. For as the sweet juices of .the grape, the 
peach, the apple, pear, or plum may be fermepted, 
and then distilled into the most deadly intoxicating 
draught to madden man and infuriate woman, so by 
the sophistry of a states-attorney and a court judge, 
well trained for this work, out of innocent actions 
and honest, manly speech the most ghastly orimee 
can be extorted, and thus the ‘leprous distillment ’ 
be poured upon the innocent victim, 

“ ‘ And a most instant tetter barks about, 

Most laasr-like, with vile and loathsome crust, 
All his smooth body. ’ ” 

A CASE OF CONSTRUCTIVE TREASON. 

&lere is an example : In 1668 some London ap 

prenticeR committed i riot by pulling down some 
hous’es of ,ill-fame in Moorfields, which had become 
a nuisance to the neighborhood ; they shouted,- 
“Down with bawdy hous&.” Judge Kelyng had 
them indicted for high treafion. (Comstock and 
Benedict’s charge of b6scenit?/ would have been 
more appropriate.) He said it was “‘ an incroaeh- 
mcnt of royal authority.” It was “levying war.” 
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He thus laid down the lawf “The prisoners are 

indicted for levying war against the king. By levy- 
ing w r is not only meant when a body is gathered 

t 
together as an army, but if a company of people 
will f 0 aijozct my phlic rfformation, this is 7ziyIL. 
treason. These people do pretend their design was 
against brothels, with a captain [an apprentice 
walked about with a green apron upon a pole] and 
an ensign and weapons. If thid thing be endured, 
&LO is safe ? It is high treason because it doth 
betray the peace of the nation, and every subject is 
as much wronged as the king; for if every man 

may reform what he w’ill, no man is safe, therefore 

the thing is of desperate consequence, aud we must 
make this for a public example. There is reason 
why we should be ve-y cautious ; we are but recently 

delivered from rebellion [Charles I. had been exe- 
cuted nineteen years before, and his son had been in 
peaceab!e posses&on of the throne for eight years], 
and we know that that rebellion first began under 

this pretense of religion and the law ; for the devil 
hath always this vizard upon it. We have great 

reason to be very wary that we fall not again into 
the same error. Apprentices for the future shall not 

go out iu this manner. It is proved that Beasly 
went out a~ their captain, with his sword, and flour- 

ished over his head [this was the ‘weapons ‘1, and 

that hfessenger walked about Moorfields with a 
green apron upon the top of a pole [this was the 

‘ ensign ‘1. Yhat was dnne by one was done by 
all. In high treason, all concerned are principals” 

(Campbell’s Justices, 404-5 ; Kelyng’s Reports, 70). 

Upon this Benedict-like charge thirteen appren- 

tices who had been concerned in a riot were found 

: 
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guilty of high treason; they were sentenced, and 
.four of them were hanged ! All of the eleven 
judges-Twysden was one of them-concurred in 
the sentence except Sir Matthew Hale. Ho declared 
there was no treason committed, and insisted they 
were merely “an unruly company of apprentices.” 
Ah I Sir Matthew Hale would never have done to 
sit in bane wit,h Benedict and Choate to feview the 
former% rulings and errors. It is not likely he 
would have sustained Benedict so thoroughly as did 
Judge Blstchford in my case. 

The same Judge Kelyng, singularly thick-headed 
and ridiculous, loved to construct crimes when the 
law made none. It is not unreasonable to conclude 
that Benedict is an a.pt follower of his. Whether 
he took lessons most from Kelyng. or Jefferies is 
hard to decide. Kelyng thus ruled : “ In cases of 
high treason, if any one do anything by which he 
uhoweth his Ei7cing and approbadh to the traitorous 
design, this is in him high treason. For all are prin- 
cipals in high treason who contribute towards it in 
action or approbation” (Kelyng’s Reports, 12). 

He held it was an over act of treason to print a 
. 

“ treasonable proposition,” such as this : Cc The exe- 
cution, judgment, and justice is as well the people’s 
as the magistrates’ duty; and if the magistrates per- 
vert judgment, the people are bound by the law of 
God to execute judgment without them and upon 
them.” So the printer of the book containing the 
Cc treasonable proposition ” was executed. A man by 
the name of Axtell, who commanded the guards 
which attended at the trial and execution of Charles 
I., was brought to trial for treason. He contended 
that he acted as a soldier, by the command of his , 

j 
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fiuya~ior oifker, whom he must obey or die. But 
this Judge Kelyng decided that “ there was no ex-. 
CUhC?, for his superior was a traitor, and all that 
joined him in that act were traitors, and did by that 
approve the treason, and when tbe command is trai- 
torcus, then the obedience to that command is also 
traitorous.” So Axtell had to die. And the same 
rule of course smote at .the head of any private sol- 
dier who served in the ranks. (Kelyng, Beporta, 13.) 

How similar the rulings of Kulyng and Benedict I 
In fact had they lived at the same time and presided 
over different courts they could have exchanged sit- . 
uations with no mere prejudice to the unfortunate 
accused men brought before them, than the members 
of two Calvinistic congregations are inconvenienced 
when their pious pastors exchange pulpits for’ a 
Sunday. 

These wicked caseu of constructive treason by the 
court out of the most trivial offenses, and often of 
the most honest actions, continued until Ervkine 
attacked them with his justice, and with his burning 
eloquence exposed them to the indignation of man- 
kind, and so shamed the courts into humanity and 
common sense. And right here I cannot help ex- 
pressing the devout wish that we now had an 
Erekine in the United States Circuit Court of this 
District. Never was more needed an honest, intelli- 
gent, broad-souled, justice-loving judge. But unfor- 
tunately the same evil which existed in England 
two centuries ago is still insidiously lurking around 
our highest courts in this country. Any malignant, 
prejudiced, or purchased judge, when it suits his 
whim, or at the Xictation of his brethren of his own 
creed, may draw back his judicial fist, and smite 
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at the fortune, and repnmtion, and even the life 
of any innocent man against whom he has a pri- 
vate grndge, or against whom his church brethren 
have agrudge and wish to have removed; and this 
damnable mockery, in this last quarter of the nine- 
teenth century, passes for United States justice ! 

ILLEGAL TORTURE. 

The mass of men, busy with their honest work, 
are not aware what power is left in the hands of 
judges wholly irresponsible to the people, as I 
have already shown our United States judges to be. 
Pew men know how often they violate the laws 
which they owlishly pretend to administer. Take 
but a single form of this judicial iniquity, the use 
of torture, again looking to England for the exam- 
ple. 

The use of torture in England has never been 
conformable either to common law or to statute law ; 
but how often has it been practiced by a corrupt 
administration and wicked judge ! In 1649 Lord 
Seymour, of Sadley, Admiral of England, was put 
to the torture. (2 St. Tr, '714., note.) 

In 1604 Guy Fawkes was “ horribly racked,” (1 

Jardin. Grim. Tr., 16.) 

Peacham was repeatedly put to torture, as has 
already been shown, and even in presence of Lord 
Bacon himself, in 1614. 

Peacham was racked in 1620, Bacon and Coke 
both signing the warrant for this illegal wickedness. 
“ He deserveth it as well as Peacham did,” said the 
Lord Chancellor, making his own infernal ruling 
and custom to stand for law. 

In 1627 the Lord Deputy of Ireland wanted to 



FRO&f BEHIND THE BARS. 167 

to, ture the priests, and Charles I. gave him a license, 
the Privy Council asserting, “All of one mind that . 
he might rack the priests as he saw fit, and hang 
them if he saw reason.” (1 Jardin, 12.) 

In 1628 the judges of England solemnly decided 
that torture was unlawful-but had always been so 
as much as at that time-and Yelverton, one of the 
jndges, was a member of the commission which 
stretched Peacham on the rack. (3 St. Tr., 371.) 

Yet,, spite of this decision, torture still held its old 
place, and a warrant from the year 1640 still exists 
for inflicting this illegal atrocity on a victim of the 
court. (1 Jardin, 29.) 

Yes, even so late as 1804, when Thomas Pi&on, 
governor of Trinidad,put a woman to torture of the 
most cruel character, by the counivance of the court 
he entirely escaped from all judicial punishment. 
(30 St. Tr., 225.) 

Yes, torture was long continued in England itself; 
though not always by means of thumbscrews, and 
Scottish boots, and Spanish racks; the monstrous 
chains and damp cells, the perpetual irritation 
which corrupt judges of a despotic court tormented 
their victims withal, was an old demon under an- 
other name. (Case of Huggins, 17 St. Tr., 297, 309.) 

It has been well said by a distinguished English 
judicial authority : 

(‘It must be owned that the guards and fences of 
the law have not always proved an effeoutal security 
for the subjects. The reader will . . . find many 
instances wherein they who hold the sword of jus- 
tice did not employ it as they ought to in punish- 
ment of evil-doers, but to the oppression and de- 
struction of men more righteous than themselves. 
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Indeed, it is scarce possible to frame a body of laws 
which a tyrannical prince, influenced by wicked 
counsellors and corrupt judges, may not be able to 
break through. . . . The law itself is a dead 
letter. Judges are the interpreters of it ; and if 
they prove meu of no conscience, no integrity, they 
will give what sense they will to it, however differ- 
ent. from the true one ; and when they are sup- 
ported by superior authority will, for a while, pre- 
vail, till, by repeated iniquities, they grow intolera- 
ble and throw the state into convulsions, which may 
a$ laat end in their own ruin. This shows how val- 
uable a blessing ia an upright and learned judge, 
and of what great concern it is to the public that 
none be preferred to that ofEce but such whose abil- 
ity and integrity may be safely depended on ” (1 

IIagram’s St. Tr., 68). 
It is indeed most unfortunate for the people who 

have to submit to the powers that be that judges, 
wholly deficient in the great and manly principles 
of integrity and honor, should be appointed to dole 
out the miserable mockery falsely labeled jzcstice. 
The remedy is a greater diffusion of intelligence, 
independence, and honesty among the masses. They 
muat take the control of judges, to a great extent, 
into their own hands, and in&t that none but 
honest, fair-minded, and just men shall sit in the 
judge’s seat. 

Now, dear readers, perhaps I have done my duty 
by you for this time. Under the circumstances 
perhaps you ought to be satisfied with these few 
limited accounts. You will undoubtedly hear from 
me next week. It i8 quite probable that I shall re- 
main in this p&on but a few dav$ ltnger. If the 
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President does not order my prison doors to be 
opened for me, I shall most likely be taken t? the 
Albany Penitentiary. I need not again assure you 
that my partiality is largely in favor of obtaining 
my pardon, but whatever my fate may be, I will en- 
deavor to submit to it with becoming resignation. 

D. M. B. 

: . ” 

, 
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,- LETTER V. 

CELL 36, LUDLOW ST. JAIL, July 7,1879. 
DEAR READBRS OF THE TRUTH SEEKER : Still 

another week has passed away and I am not a free 
man, nor have I been removed to the Albany Peni- 
tentiary. I presume I am indrbted to the powers at 
Washington for both conditions. I did hope that if 
the President came to the conclusion that I had dono 
nothing deserving of being thrown into a felon’s cell 
he would sign an order for my release before the 
Fourth, but he has had a great deal of other signing 
to do in the way of vetoes, which, with the incom- 
patibilities of Congress, necessary preparations for 
a two-weeks’ pleasure trip, etc., have occupied his at- 
tention. It is rather my opinion that if the Presi- 
dent had been in prison over a month for committing 
no crime whatever, and his business was seriously 
suffering from his absence, he would begin to think 
he had been in &out long enough, and that somebody 
ought to make it his business to let him out. But as 
I am not master of the situation, and it seems to be 
my fate at present to remain in prison, I shall 
endeavor to show a due degree of submission to the 
inevitable.. I have not chafed severely at the great 
injustice done me. 

But on the hundred and third anniversary of our 
nation’s birth, after I had read over the Declaration 
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of Independence, by my cell door, on the Fourth, and 
when I could hear from.without the cheering sounds 
of jubilation that we are a free people-the booming 
of cannon, the chiming of bells, the endless clatter 
of amzll-arms, crackers, eta., I could not help query- 

. ing td myself, “I.wonder if it was the intention of 
the great Thomas Jefferson, who is said to be the 
author of the Declaration of Independence, and who 
did so much towards founding our system of govern- 
ment-1 wonder if he had any intention that after 
this free government had existed over a century 
a man should be thrown into prispn for the simple 
act of mailing a little pamphlet containing an honest 
man’s views upon a philosophikal subject, 3 Did he 
mean that the church party, the adherents of the 
system of religion which he decidedly thought to be 
untrue, should become the rulers of this free land to 
such extent that upon the merest pretext they could 
imprison, fine, and disgrace those who did not square 
their religious beliefs according to the patterns fixed 
up by the clergy-that sectarians should imprison 
unbelievers ? My condition on the Fourth was not 
well calculated to give me as realizing a sense that 
there was no bondage or oppression in this country 
as I have felt on other occasions. 

When, however, I reflect that. my condition here 
in prison is infinitely better than that of thousands 
of far more unf0rtunat.e beings who were bound 
to floors, loaded with chains, cast into damp, moldy, 
stinking dur:geons-mere holes in the eakh-where 
they have been compelled to wallow in their own 
filth, with. the very worst of food and meagre in- 
quantity; of the thousands who have been subjected 
to tortures of every imaginable description, hung up 
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by their thumbs, their toes, their hands fastened be. 
.hiud them and then suspended by them; bound hand 
and foot and the soled of their feet roasted at a slow 
fire, splinters of fat pine inserted into their flesh all 
over their bodies and set on fire, awls and bodkins 
inserted into their bodies and limbs; poor wretches 
stretched upon racks till their joints were torn asun- 
der, bound on wheels till their bones were broken, 
their tongues torn out by the roots; their eyes burned 
out with red-hot irons, the bones of their feet crushed 
with iron boots, with the hundreds of thousands 
who have yielded up their lives on the scaffold, at 
‘the boheading-block, and at the burning-stake-when 
I thus think over what my fellow-beings, only a few 
centuries ago, were compelled to endure from Chris- 
tian persecutions in the name of religion and moral- 
ity, I can realize that afte all the injustice/that 
has been done me, I have ar less to complain of i 
than millions of unfortunate. victims to the Christian 
power who have preceded ,me. 

During two or three days of the past week my 
health was somewhat impnircd from an irregularity 
of the bowels, followed by feverishness. This was 
probably induced by a change .of diet ; they give 
me far more fresh meat here than I have been in the 
habit of using. But I am all‘&ght again, and “go a 
little light” on the meat. 

.Among the visitors who have called upon me since 
my last writing was W! S. Bell, on his way home 
from his Western ltcturing trip ; arid I was sorry to 
bear from him that on the night of the 16th of June, 
while he was soundly sleeping in the house of Bro. 
E. C. Walker, b’lorencej Iowa, a tramp or some other 
intrusive individual made an entrance into his bed- 
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room from the outside and took his dne gold watch, 
worth $120, and $58 in money. That was very hard 
ou Mr. Bell. He has not been earning enough by 
talking to the people to make such losses convenient. 
Over two years ago I had a gold watch taken from 
my pocket, without permission, which I had carried 
tweuty years, and the borrower never had the good ’ 
manner.3 to return it. I made up my mind that I _ 
should carry no more high-priced watches, and I find 
that a silver Swiss watch which cost $10 answers all 
purposes. 

With the warmest gratitude I acknowledge the 
great number of petitions rolling iri, well freighted 
with the names of those asking for my restoration 
to liberty. They come in at the rate of over five 
thousand names per day, and are duly forwarded 
to Washington. Over fifty thousand names have 
been sent in, and when all are in the number will 
undoubtedly amount to from one hundred to two 
hundred thousand names. It would seem that such 
a host of names asking for the performance of a 
simple act of justice ought to have some effect upon _ 
the heads of rhe Government. I am aware that a 
good deal of labor is necessary in securing such a 
vast number of names, and that many have spent 
days in soliciting signatures. All I can do now is to 
return my sincere thanks to my kind friends for 
engaging in this labor without hope of remunera- 
tion. Some day I may be able to do more than 
thank, and if so I will t urely do it. 

I have also to acknowledge the receipt of a very 
large number of sympathetic and frieudly lelters 
from friends in all parts of the country. I hereby 
return thanks for the same. It is not convenient for 
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me to see more than a small part of them myself, but 

I hear about them. Those in THE TRUTH SEEKEB 
office have so much to occupy their attention that I 

know friends w.ill excuse them if replies to those 
friendly letters are not written. I am also sorry that 
but a small share of them can find room in THE 

TRUTII SEEKER. The space is EO scant that 
large numbers of these letters from friends are unar 

voidably crowded out. 
My pious and villainous enemy, Comstock, is still 

busy in trying, so far as he can, to suppress THE 
TRUTH SEEKER. He has again been able to bull- 

doze the news companies and frighten them to the 
extent that a part of them refused to handle’ the 

‘paper.r It is to be regretted that the managers of 
those companies have not the independence to attend 

to their own business and give the meddlesome Com- 
stock to understand that it would be advisable for 
him to confine his attention to that which immedi- 
ately concerns him. He also visits the news stands 

where the paper is kept for sale and orders that 
its sale be discontinued. He usually winds up 
his little speech with, “ Perhaps you don’t know who 

I am. I am Anthony Comstook.” If they know a 
meaner man they must have a very extensive ac- 

. quaintance. He has also made a couple more visits 
to my printer, Mr. Scott, trying to frighten him 
from longer doing the press-work for me, but he 

has not succeeded in inducing much fear in that: 
quarter. He would gladly stop the mailing, could 

8 he do so, but he is not at present running the New 
York Post-office. There is a very sensible limit, 
placed to his power in that direction. 

Cornstock is represented as being extremely inf u- 
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riated at the truthful statements I have made 
against him. He expected that long before this I 
would be in the Albany Penitentiary, where I would 
be allowed to have very little to say from behind 
the bars; and he is very indignant that it has not 
been the case, but he has not had quite everything 
his own way, and it, is to bc hoped that in t.he fulure 
he will have less than in the past. 

He is very emphatic in saying that I publish lies 
about him. Of course it is easier for him and more 
natural to deny the truth than to confess it. But, as 
the weather is now pretty warm, and Anthony is of 
a sanguine temperament, my advice to him in to 
keep as cool as possible and he will not be half RO 
likely to have a fit of sunstroke or apoplexy. I also 
advise him to cease interfering with my busineNP. 1 
There is a decided possibility of his carrying his 

. meddlesomeness too far. The tables possibly may be ,’ 
turned upon him. I have already a good many items 
charged up to him, and some day I may call upon 

’ him for settlement. There is possibly yet a little of 
the article of justice to be had in our state conrts, 
and I am happy to say he does not run them, if he , 
does one branch of the United States courts. If he l 

is disturbed about what I have published about hiui, 
jllst let him wait till I am out of prison, and I will 
gladly prove every charge I have made against him. 
He may let the news companies, the news dealers, 
and Mr. Scott alone, and look wholly to me. I think 
I will be fully able to af+tcnd to his case and give 

him full satisfaction. Jf I cannot prove every 

charge I have made against him, and by good 

witnesses too, 1 will forfeit $1,000 on each charge 
I fuil on. I’ will also Drove much more than I 
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. 

have charged upon him. There is considernlile 

yet back that I have not named, and I may deem 

it my duty to show the villain up far more Gully 
than I have already done.. Let him bring a suit 
againat me in the state courts by all m(aans, where 
there will be something like an equal. chance for 
me, and where be cannot bring the whole power 
of the Government-attorneys, marshals, judges, 

and all-to his aid without its costing him a cent.. 
Yes, let him commence upon me in the state courts 

. an8 if I do not show him up as one of the blackest 
of scoundrels, then I will forever bold my 
peace. Yes, let him come to me, and let those 

alone who have nothing to do with what ‘appears in 

my paper. 
But if be brings suit against any one who per- 

forms work on my paper-or who sells it-on a 

\ charge of libel, it wili give me equally as good a 
chance to prove what I have charged him with, and 
I will take pleasure in publishing him to the world, 
that it may be well understood what kind of a cbam- 
pion the Christian church and the Y. M. C. A. have 

in this year of grace, 1879, and what kind of a cbar- 
. aoter is selected by the United States Govesument 

to be a censor over.tbe press, and t-o be a special agent 
of the postal department, with power to throw out 

such of the people’s mail as be sees fit. There are 
yet a great number of people *ho know nothing 
about the baseness of this man ; it is information 

they ought to have, - and a trial as to whether what 
I have published of him is true or false would afford 

a splendid occasion for bringing the truth to thp 

knowledge of the public. I will have a full report 



FEOX BEHIND THE BABS. 177 

made of the trial and publish it in immense numbers 
and circulate it gratuitously everywhere. 

. 1 
MORE OF ENGLISH JUSTICE. 

I will now revert to the cases of English u justice,” 

EO called, showing how easy it was for corrupt. and, 
unjust judges to pervert the law and interpret it to 
suit their own perverse views and prejudices. It 

will be further seen that judges are often far from 
being perfect, and that their rulings and decisions are 

not always based on real justice ; and this state of 
things is as real in our own times as two centuries 
ago. I shall again draw from Theodore Parker’s 

admirable compilation, and sometimes use his own 

language., 
Early in the reign of James I. the king sought to . 

lay burdensome taxes on the people without any act 

of Parliament, and this practice was continued by 

his successors. 
1. In 1606 came ‘( the great case of impositions,” 

not mentioned in the ordinary histories of England.’ 
The king assumed the right to tax the nation by his 
own prerogative. He ordered a duty of five shil- 

lings on every hundred pounds of curranta imported 
into the kingdom, to be levied in addition to the 
regular duty atlixed by act of Parliament. This was 
contrary to law, nay, to the Coustitution of Eng- 
land, her Magna‘ Charta itself Ilrovidiag against 

unparliamentary taxation. Sir John Uates; a Lon- 
don merchant, refused to, pay the unlawful duty, and 
was prosecuted by information in the Star-Chamber. 
‘( The courts of justice,” says Hallam, “ did not con- 
sist of men conscien&u~ly impartial between the 

king and the subject ; some corrupt with hopes of 
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promotion, many more fearful of remo/r al, or awe- 
struck by the fear of power.” On the “ trial ” it was 
abundantly shotn that the kiug had no right to 
levy such a duty. “ The accomplished, but too 

pliant judges, and those indefatigable hunters of pre- 
cedents for violations of constitutional government, 
the great .law oflicers of the Crown,” decided against 
the laws, and a Chief-Justice B’lemin~ maintained 
that the king might lay what tax he pleased on im- 
ported goods. This corrupt decision settled the law 
for years. That passed for a preceiient as much as 
some of the rulings under the “ Cornstock law ” have 
passed for precedents in recent times. The decision 
of Fleming gave the king absolute power over this 
branch of the revenue, involving a complete destruc- 
tion of the liberty of the people, for the principle 
would carry a thousand measures on its back. The 
king declared Heming a judge to his heart’s con- 
tent. Cornstock could not be better pleased with 
Benedict. Bacon’s subserviency did not pass unre- 
warded. Soon after, James issued a decree under 
the great seal, imposing heavy duties on almost all 
merchandise “to be forever hereafter paid to the 
king and his successors, on pain of his displeasure.” 
Thus the measure became a principle. 

2. James, wanting funds; demanded of his subjects. 
forced .contributions of. money, strangely called 
“ benevolencea,” though there wan no good will on 
either side. It was clearly against the fundamental 
laws of the kingdom.. Sir Oliver St. John refused to 
pay what was demauded of him,~~and wrote a letter 
to the Mayor of Marlborough agamst the illegal tax- 
ation. For this he was proc;ecuted in the StarCham- , 
ber in 1615 by Attorney-General Bacon. The court, 
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with Lord Chancellor Ellismere at its head, of course 
decided that the king had a right to levy benevo- 
lences at pleasure. St. John was fined $5,000, and 
punished by imprisonment during the king’s 
pleasure. This decision gave the king absolute 
power over all the 1jl’Operly in the realm-every 
purse was in his hands ! With such a court .the 
‘king might well say, “ Whearo controversyes arise, 
my Lordes the Judges cbosene betwixte me and my 
people, shall discide and rulle me.” This aggressive 
king could well trust to the corrupt judges, who 

* would, to retain his good will, do anything he com- 
manded. Comstock could feel greater confidence in 
Benedict. 

6. Charles I. proceeded in the steps of his father. 
He levied forced loaus. Thomas Darnel and others 
refused to pay, and were put in prison on a general 
warrant from the king, which did not specify the 
cause of commitment. They brought their writs of * 
habeas. coypus, contending that their confinement 
was illegal. The matter came to trial in 1627. Sir 
Randolf Crewe, a man too just to be trusted to do 
the iniquity desired, was thrust out of office, and 
the corrupt and infamous Nicholas Hyde appointed 

. chief-justice in his place. The actual question wae, 
Has the king the right to imprison any’subject for- 
ever without process of law? It was abundantly 
shown that he had no such rights. But the new 
chief-justice, put in power to oppress the people, 
remembering the hand that fed him, thus decreed : . 
“Mr. Attorney hath told you that the king hath 
done it, and we trust him in great matters, and he is 
bound by law, and he bids us proceed by 18W ; . . 

and we make no doubt but the king, if you loOk to 
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hiti, he knowing the cause why you are imprisoned, 
he will have mercy ; but we believe that . . . he 
cannot deliver you, but, you must be remanded.” 
Thus such judges as this gave the king absolute 
power over the liberties of the subject. (3 St. T., 1). 
ILct the matter wits brought up in’ Parliament, and 
‘discussed by men of a different temper, who fright- 
ened the judge by threats of impeachment, and’ 
forced the king to agree to the Petition of Rights, 
dcnsigned to put an end to all such ,illegal cruelty. 
&fore Charles I. would sign that famous biil, he 
asked Judge Hyde if it would restrain the king 
u from committing or restraining a subjeot without 
@howing cause.” The crafty judge answered, 
“Every law, after it, is made, bath its exposition, 
which is left, to the courts of justice to determine ; 
and although the petition is granted, there is no fear 
of such a oonclusion as is intimated in the questioh !” 
Or in other words, the court will interpret the plain 
law so as to oppress tbe subject and please the 
king. Ai the judges had promised to amend the 
law the king signed it,. (1 Campbell’s Justices, 311.) 

Charles next dissoived Parliament, and threw into 
jail its most noble and powerful members-one of 
whom, Eliot, never left the prison till death set him 
free. The same chief-justice gave an extra-judicial 
opinion justifying the illegal seizure of the mem- 
bers -“that a Parliament man committing an offense 
against ‘the king in Parliament, not in a parliament- 
ary course, may be punished after the Parliament is 
ended; that by false slanders to bring lords of the 
council and the judges, not in a parliamentary way, 
into the hatred of the people and the government, 
in the Star-Chamber, is an offense committed in Par- 

/ 

. 

. 
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liament beyond the office and beside the duty of 
a Parliament, man ” (Campbell). 

Thus the judges’ struck down freedom of speech 
in Parliament, as Benedict & Co. have endeavored 
here to strike down the freedom of the press. 

4. III 1634 Charles I. issued a writ levying ship- , 
money, so-called, on some seaport towns, without an 
act of Parliament. London and some other towns 
remonstrated, but were forced to submit, all the 
courts being against them. Chief-Justice Finch, 
another u servile tool of the despotic court,” gener- 
alized this unlawful tax, extending It to inland 
towns a8 well as seaboard, to ali the kingdom. All 
land-holders were to be assessed in proportion to 

- their property, and the tax, if not voluntarily paid, 
collected by force. The tax of course was unpopu- 
lar, a8 all knew it to be clearly against the funda- 
mental laws of England. But if the Government 
could not get the law on its side, it could control its 
interpreters, for “ every law bath its exposition,” as 
Hyde had said. Sn the judges of .aesize were ordered 
in their circuits to tell the people to corn& with the 
order a&pay the molzey / The king obtained au 
extra-judicial opinion of the twelve judges, delivered 
irregularly, out of court, in which they unanimously 
declared that in time of danger the king might levy 
such tax as he sawj?t, and compel men to pay it. 

, 

He was the sole judge of the danger, and of the 
amount of’the tax. 

John Hampden wa6 taxed twenty shillings. He 
refubed to pay, though he knew well the fate of 
Richard Ctiambers a few years before. The ease 
oame to tiial in 1631 in the Court of Exchequer 
before Lord Chancellor Coventry, a bad, -corrupt 
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oreature, on whose shoulders had been pIaced the 
ermine by a corrupt king, for his subserviency. 

It was u the great case of shill-money.” The 
ablest lawyers in England showed that the tax was 
contrary to Magna Charta, to the fundamental laws 
of the realm, to the PeLition of Rights, and the 
practice of the kingdom. Hampden was defeated. 
Ten out of the twelve judges sided with the king. 
Coke was the eleventh, and made up his mind to do 
the same, but his noble wife implored him not to 
sac&ice his conscience for the fear of danger, and 
the woman, in this case, as often happens, saved the 
man. Well would it have been for Benedict and 
Blatchford had their wives in a similar manner 
interfered and saved their husbands from the great 
wrong and the. deep disgrace of which they were 
guilty in my case. 

Attorney-General Banks thus sets forth the 
opinion of the Government, and the consequent 
CL decision ” of the judges. He rested the right of 
levying. ship-money on the “ intrinsic, absolute 
authority of the king.” Banks said : (‘this power 
[of arbitrary and irresponsible taxation] is innate in 
the person of an absolute king, and in the person of 
the kings of England. All magistracy is of nature, 
and obedience and subjeotion to it is of nature. 
This power is not in any way derived from the peo- 
ple, but reserved unto the king when positive laws 
first began. For the king of England, he is an abso- 
lute monarch ; nothing can be given to an absolute 
prince but what is inherent in his person. He Can 
do no wrong. He is the sole judge, and we ought 
not to question him ; whom the law trusts we ought 
not to distrust.” “ The acts of Parliament contain 
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no express words to’ taie away so high a preroga- 
tive ; and the king’s prerogative, even in lesser mat-. 
t,ers, is always saved where express words do not . 
restrain it ” (2 Hallam, IS). 

This was law and justice with a vengeance. The 
vile Attorney-General Banks was undoubtedly en- 
deavoring to gain such favor with the tyrant Charles 
as would secure a.seat on the woolsack in the House 
of Lords for himself. It required six months of ju- 
dicial labor to bring forth this result, which was of 
“iutlnite disservice to the crown.” Thereupon 
Hallam says: 

Those who had trusted to the faith of the judges were 
undeceived by the honest repentance of some, and looked 
with indiguation on so prostituted a crew. The respect for 
courts of justice which the happy structure of our judicial 
admmistraiion has in general kept inviolate, was exchanged 
for distrust, contempt, and a desire of vengeance. They 
heard the speeches of some of the judges with more dis- 
pleasure than even their final decision. 8h1p money was 
held lawful by Frnch and several olher judges, not on the 
author.ry of precedents, which must in their nature have r 
some bounds, but on principles subversive of every property . . 

, 

or privrlege in the subject. These paramount rights of 
monarchy, to which they appealed to-day in justification of 
sh\p-money, might to-morrow serve to supersede other laws, 
and maintain more exactions of despotic power. It was 
manifest by the whole strain of court lawyers that no limit 
aiion on the kiog’a authorrty could exist but by the king’s 
sufferance. This alarming tenet, long bruited among the 
churchmen and courtiers, now resounded in the halls of jus- 
tice (2 IIallam .18). 

Someihing like the contempt, distrust, and desire 
of vengeance at the churchly and tyrannical rulings 
of the corlupt judges two hundred and fifty years 
ago is strongly manifesting itself now towards the 
sycophantic judges, cringi.ng to pricvtly power, SO 
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conspicuous in our United States courts, arid it will 
not be Rtrange if the game infamy awaits them. 

Thus, by the purchased rulings of a corrupt judici- 
ary, all the laws of Parliament, all the customs of the 
Anglo-Saxon tribe, Magna Charta itself, with its 
noble attendant charters, were at once swept away, 
and all the property of the kingdom put into the 
hands of the enemy of the people. ’ TheRe four 
decisions would make the king of England as abso- 
lute as the Sultan-of Turkey or the Czar of Russia. 
If the opinion of the judges in the cases of imposi- 
tions and Bhip-money were accepted as law, then all 
the property of the people was the king’s ; if the 
courts were correct in their judgments, giving the 
king, by the power of his mere will, the right to im- 
prison any subject during pleasure, and also to do the 
same even with members of Parliament, a8 well as to 
punish them for debatea in the House of Commons, 
then all liberty was at an end, and the king’s pre- 
frogative extended over all acts of Parliament, all 
property, and all persons. 

5. One step more must be taken to make the logic’ 
of despotism perfect and complete the chain. That 

’ work was delegated to clergymen purchased for the 
purpose -Rev. Dr. Sibthorpe and Rev. Dr. Roger 
Mainwaring. The first, ia a sermon “of rendering * 

all their dues,” preached and printed in 1627, says : 

I 

l 

. 

The prince, who is the head, and makes his court and 
council, it is his duty to direct and make law@ ; a6 He doeth 
whatsoever pleaseth him,” where t.he word of the king is 
power, and who may say unto him, What doeat thou ? If 
princes command anything which subjects may not perform, 
because it is against the law3 of Qod, or of nature, or im- 
possible, yet subjects are bound to undergo the punishment, 
without either resisting, or railing, or reviling, and to yield 
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a peasivc obedience where they cannot exhibit an ac iv, 
one, . . . but in all others he is bound to active obedC 
ence ” (Frsuklyn, 208; R Ishwocth, 422). 

Mainwaring went further, and in two famous aer- 
mans-p reached one on the 4th of July, 1628, the 
other on the 29th of the same month-declared that 

The king is not hound to observe the laws of the realm, 

’ .,3 

‘. 

concerning the eubject.‘s rights and liberties, but that his 
rzOya1 will and command, in imposing loans and taxes with- 
out consent of Perhameot, d&h oblige the eu?$ect’s cona&nCs 
upon, pai,ain of eternal dtimnation. That those who retused to \ 
pry this loan offended againsf the law of Qod and the king’s 
supreme authority, and became guiltv of impiety, disloy- 
alty, and rebellion. And that the authority of Parliament 
is not necessary for the raising of aid and subsidies, and 
that the slow proceeding of such great assemblages were not 1 
fitted for the supply of the state’s urgent necessities, but 
would rather produce sundry impediments. in the juat . 
designe of princes Kings parlake of ths omnipotence of Good” 
(Frank!yn, 208, 592). 

These two sermons were published in a volume 
with the title, ‘I Religion and Allegiance, published 
by His Majesty’s special command ” (London, 1628). . 
They breathe the same spirit of subservience to 
worldly power, the willingness to override the masses _ 
of the people, to declare what the will of God is, and 
to hurl eternal hell and damnation on the right and 
left to all they wish to frighten and coerce to do 
their bidding. The priesthood have ever been ready 
to trample down the dearest rights and liberties of 
the people, a8 they are now the ones who howl the 
loudest ‘in favor of my conviction and imprison- 
ment and yell. the fiercest against executive clem- 
ency being extended towards me. ‘(No clemency 
for Bennett,” is their cry. 

The English nation thoroughly enraged; Mait- 
. 

. 
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Waring was brought before Parliament, punished 
with fine and imprisonment, and both were justly 
suupended from their priestly offices. They clearly 
overdid the thing in their subserviency to the will 
of a tyrant, and the people loudly revolted against 
it. But the king, who ordered the publication of the 
sermons, and who undoubtedly bad induced their 
being preached, immediately made the infamous, 
sycophantic Mainwaring rector of Stamford parish, 
Boon appointed him Dean of Worcester, and finally, 
in 1645, made him Bishop of St. Davids. Thus have 
the most uervile clergy co-operated with the vilest of 
d&potu, a8 the mercenary and aristocratic clergy 
are n.ow applauding the conduct of Benedict, Blatch- 
ford, and Cboate in crushing out the freedom of 
speech and the freedom of the press-the dearest 
rights of Ameriaan oitizens. The government of 
England once decreed “that every clergyman, four 
times in the year, should instruct his parishioners in 
the divine right of kings and the damnable’sin of 
resi&ance ‘) (2 Campbell, 460; 1 Rushworth, 1205). 

Should such a misfortune ever befall this country as 
for the liberties of the people to be entirely broken 
down, and a despot or king rule over this fair land, 
there is no question but what clergymen vile enough 
will be found to declare to their too credulous ‘hear- 
ers that God requires implicit obedience to the 
powers that be, for, acoording to his word, they are 
ordained by him. The flame clergymen that ao 
heartily applaud the tyranny of Benedict and 
Blatehford could enjoin obedience, ip Che name of 
God, to any despot on earth. 
6. After the head of one Stuart was shorn off and 

his son bad returned, no wiser nor better than his 
_ c 
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father, the old work of despotism began anew. Not 
wishing to repeat what has already been said upon 
the subject, I will proceed with the material facts. 

111 1672, Charles II. published a proclamation 
denouncing rigorous penalties against all such as 
should speak disrespectfully of his acts, or, hearing 
oJher_s thus speak, should not immediately inform 
the magistzatc. Nay, in 1675, after he had sold 
himscalf to the French king, and was in receipt of an 
aunual pension therefrom, he had this test oath 
published for all to Big-: “I do solemnly declare 
tha’t it is not lawful upon any pretense whatever to 
take up arms Pgainst the king, . . ; and that I 
will not, at any time to come, endeavor the altera- 
tion of the government either in church or state ” 
(Carroli’s Counter Revolution [London,] 99). 

. 

An oath still more stringent w.as enforced in 
Scotlaud with the edge of the Bword, namely, to 
defend all the prerogatives of the crown, never, 
without the king’s permission, to take part in any 
deliberations upon eccle4astical or civil affairs, and 
newer to seek any refomn in dwrch or state.” 

Notwithstanding all that the Charleses had done 
to break down the liberty of Englishmen, still the 
great corporate towns held out entrenohed behind 
their &arters, and from that bulwark both annoyed 
the despot and defended the rights of the citizen. 
This also must be destroyed. So summons quo zoar- 
ranto were served upon them, which frightened the 
small corporations and brought down their charters. 
JefferieR, the Benedict of that time, wa8 just the tool _ 
to engage in this wicked work, and on hie return 
from i& northern and western circuit, in 
had sent hundreds of his fellow-beings 

which he 
to death, 
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rich with the infamous spoils he had gathered as the 
reward of his murderous rule in destroying the 
liberty of his countrymen, the king publicly pre- 
sented him with a ricg, in token of “ acceptance of 
his most eminent services.” This fact was duly 
blazoned in the Gazette, and Jefferies wa8 esteemed 
a “mighty favorite,” which, “together with his 
lofty airs, made all the charteri, like the fabled walls 
of Jericho, fall down before ,bim, and he returned, 
laden with surrenders, the spoils of towns.” 

London, of course, remaiued the stronghold of 
commerce, of the Protestant religion, and of liberal 
ideas of domestic governmelit ; for though subse- 
quently corrupted by lust of gain, which sought ‘a 
monopoly, the great commercial estates and families 
of England were not then on the aide of derpotism, 
ae in these lattey times the largest cities in free 
America have too far become. 

When the king sought to ruin Sbafteabury-a cor- 
rupt man, doubtless, but still on the side of liberty, 
and tbe enemy of encroaching despotism-a London 
grand jury refused to find a bill, and was warmly 
applauded by the city. Their vote of Ignoramus 
was a “personal liberty bill ” for that time, and 
consequently the king’s wrath was waxing extremely 
hot, for ‘( Ignoramus was mounted in .qath\dra,” 
and then wae a stap put to such wickedness. So 
London must be brought down. She refused to sur- 
render her charter, .In 1682 the king proceeded to 
wrest it from her by the purchased hand of the 
court0 of law. But even they were not quite ad- 
equate to the %ork. So Chief-Justice Pemberton 
was displaced, and Saunders, a man as offensive in 
his personal habits of body as he was corrupt in 
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conduct and character, and low and groveling in 
mind and incentives, was put in his place. Dolbin, 
too just for the crime demanded of him, was turned 

out, and Withinu made to succeed him. Por “ PO 
great a weight was there at stake a’3 could not be 

trusted to men of doubtful principles,” said North. 
Saunders, who had plotted this whole matter, was 
struck with an apoplexy when sentence was to be 
given, but sent his opinion in writing. Thus, oh the 

judgment given by only two judges, who assigned 

no reason for t.heir decision, it was declared that the 

charter of London was forfeit, and the liberties and. 
franchises of the city ‘should be “seized into the 

king’s hand.” ’ 
Thus fell the charter of London, by the fiat of 

most corrupt judges, who have so often proved them- 
selves the enemies of the dearest liberties and rights 

of the people-unprincipled tyrants who have 
delighted to tread into dust the most cherished heri- 

tage of man. _, 
In 1686 James II. wished to destroy Protestant- 

ism, not that he, loved the Roman form of religion, 
but that tyranny whichit would help him to acquire 

and keep. S h 1 o e c aimed the right by his royal pre- 

rogative to dispense with any laws of the land. Of 
the tw>lve judges of England, eight were found on 
his side, and the four who had unexpectedly proven 
faithful were at once dismissed from office, and 
their places filled with courtiers of the king, and the 

court was then unanimous that the king had a con- 
stitutional right to destroy the Constitution. Then 
he had not only the command of the persons of his* 
snbjeots and their bodies, but also of their mind and 

oonsciences, and could actually d&ate the religion 

. 
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of the people, as well as the official religion “of the 
priests.” (Hallam 333,) 

One s&e secret lay at the bottom of the Stuart’s 
plan-to appoint base men for judges, and if by 
accident an honest man came upon the bench, to keep 
him in obscurity, or to hustle him from his post. 
What names they offer us-Kelyng, Finch, Saun- 
ders, Wright, Jefferies, Scroggs ! Infamous crea- 
tures, hut admirable instruments to destroy gener- 
011s men withal, and to devise means for the 
annihilation of the liberties of the people. Histori- 
ans commonly dwell on the field of battle, recording 
the victories of humanity, whereof the pike and gun 
were the instruments ; but pass idly over the more 
important warfare which goes on in the court room, 
only a few looking on, where lawyers are either the 
ohampions or the arch-enemies of mankind, and 
when the battle often turns on a single sentence, 
nay, on a word which determines the welfare of a 
nation for generations to come. On such little 
hinges of law do the great gates of society hang, 
and open or shut to let in the happiness or ruin of 
millions of men ! Nasby and Worcester are by no 
means unimportant places, and venerable for great 
deeds. Cromwell and Blake are names not likely to, 
perish while men can appreciate the beroism that 
sheds blood. ‘( But,” says Parker, “Westminster 
Hall has rung with more important thunder than 
cannon ever spoke, and Pym and Selden, St. John 
and Hampden-nay, Penn, Bunyan, Pox, Lilburne- 
have done great service for mankind.” 
* “ It is difficult,” says the same eloquent writer, 
“to calculate the amonnt of evil wrought by such 
corrupt judges as. those already spoken of ; they 
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poison the fountains of society. I need not speak Of 

monsters like Scroggs and Jefferies, whose names 
were in perpetual infamy, but creatures less igno- 

ble, like Wright, Saunders, Finch, Kelyng, Thur- 

low, Loughborough, and their coadjutors, must be 
regarded as far more dangerous than thieves, mur= 
derers, or pirates.” And it might be added, a thou- 

sand times more dangerous than he who deposits an 
indifferent ppmphlet in the mail. “A cruel, inso- 

lent judge, selecting the worst customs, the most 
oppresaive Ftatutes and decisions which outrage 
human nature, what an amount of evil he can inflict 
on groaning humanity !” How unfortunate it is 

that in our own time may be found the same op- 

pression. Unjust judges in the very highest courts 

among us exhibit the same willingness to.become 

the tools of a theological tyranny and to deliberately 
trampl&on the rights and liberties of the people I 
And sad it is, too, that, in our own country .the 

chances of redress are so far removed from the peo- 
ple. The judges in our United States courts are 
appointed on some political consideration, as a piece 

of party favoritism, or a8 a compenuation for some 
menial service or dirty work they have performed. 

They are appointed for life, or virtually so ; and 
however corrupt they may be, or however unjust 
may be their rulings and decisions, thereis about as 

much chnn(;e of effecting their displacement as there 
would be of changing the location of the north 
pole. They are a perfect fixture-an Old i%an of 

the Sea that cannot be shaken off. 

’ .JlJDICIAL RELIGZOUS PERSECUTION. 

‘(In this long history,” again says Parker, “of 

judicial tyranny in England, there is one thing par- 

, 

. 
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,ticularly plain-such judges bate freedom of speech, 
they would restrict the ‘press, the tongue, yes, the 
thought of mankind. Especially do they hate any 
man who examines the actions of government and 
its servile courts, and their violation of jKlstice and 
the laws. ‘l?l.~y wish to take exemplary and malig- 
nant vengeance on all such.” It may also be as 
truthfully added that our modern tyrannical judges 
are equally as revengeful and heavy-banded upon 
lhose who bave the temerity to question the truth of 
the current theological creeds or doubt the truth 
of the representations of those who are often’paid 
excessive salaries to continue the hoodwinking pro- 
cess over the too credulous people. This sort of in- 
dependence highly exasperates these sectarian judges, 
and it gives them pleasure to let their vindictive 
sentences fall upon.the heads of this clasg of c&%nd- 
ing persons brought before them, even if it has to be 
done under false pretenses, and a base pretext has 
to be employed to carry out their vile purposes. 

Here follow a few instances from English his- 
tory: 

1. In 1410 the government made a decree, “that 
whatsoever they were that should rede the Scrip- 
tures in the mother tongue, they should forfeit land, 
catel, body, lif, and godes from their heyres forever, 
and. so be condempned for heretykes to God, ene- 
mies to the crowno, and most errant traiters to the 
laud.” The next year, i)z one’ day, thirty-nine per- 
sons were first iiangecl and then burned for thus 
reading the Scriptures: (1 St. lb., 252.) 

2. In 1590 Mr. Udall, a Puritan minidter, pnb- 
lished a book, “ Demonstrations of Discipline,” not 
agreeable to the au1 horities. ITe was brought to ’ 



trial for a felony-not merely a misdemeanor, the 
jury were ordered by the judge to .find him guilty ’ , 
of that crime if they were satisfied that he published 

the book-for the court was to judge whether the 
deed amounted to that crime. Cannot the reader 

here see the close analogy of the judge’s charge in 
that case to Judge Benedict’s charge in my case, 
with the delinition and test which he reserved to 
himself the right to lay down to the jury? Mr. 

Udall wae fonnd “guilty ” as easily aa I was, and 
the poor man died in jail after nearly three years of 

cruel imprisonment, which I hope may not be my 
fate. (1 St. Tr., 1371; 1 Neal’s Puritans, 290.) This 

very possibly is where Judge Benedict obtained his 
style of charging a jury. It is singular, too, that 
juries can be induced to be as subservient now to 
the w’ill of the judge as three hundred years ago. 

3. In 1619 one Williams of Essex wrote a book ex- - 
plaining a passage in the book of Daniel as fortell- 

ing the death of James I. in 1621. He inclosed the 

manuscript in a box, sealed it, and secretly conveyed 

it to the king. Par this he was tried for high trea- 

son, and of course convicted. (‘ Pudtur ofectu.9, 

l&et non sequatzlr e$ectu8,” said. the court, for “ scri- 

bere est agere.” ’ L‘Punish the wish, though the 

object be not reached,” for “ writing is doing.” (Z 

St. Tr., 1085.) 

The rnlings by which this poor man w& convicted 

were not unlike those df Judges Clarke and Benedict 
who presided at the trials of Haywood and myself, 
and of ClitIord and Blatchford who sustained them. 

As Heywood presumed to use arguments in opposi- 
tion to the marriage institutioa, and he and Bennett 

sold them, they must neetwarily be otu~ne, and 

’ &j 
1 

, 
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sh~Jd occupy a felon’s ccl!. How completely history 
repents itself! 

4. In 1664 Mr. lieach, a Baptist, published a 
“Child’s Instructor, or a New and Easy Primer,’ 
in which he taught the doctrines of his sect, that 
“children ought not to be baptized,” but only 
adu!ts, and that “laymen may preach the gospel. 
He was brought before Lord Chief-Justice Hyde, 
who, after insulting the prisoner, thus charged the 
grand jury : “He is a base and dangerous fellow, 
and if this be suffered, children by learning of it will 
become such as he is, and therefore I hope you Will 
do your duty.” Of course a loyal jury thus charged 
indicted him. The “ trial ” took place before Judge 
Scrogge. Th ’ e jury were at first divided in opinion ; 
‘I But,” said the judge: “you must agree !” So 
they found him guilty. He waS fined ~1220, twice 
set in the pillory, and bound to make public sub- 

mission. How like my case to this ! (St. Tr., 687.) 
5. In 16’79 George Wakeman and others were 

tried for high treason before Scroggs, whose conduct 
was most atrocious, in consequence of ahich several 
pamphlets were published, commenting on the 
ridiculous and absurd conduct of this functionary, 
“ Lord Chief-Justice Scrogga.” One Richard Radley, 
in a bantering talk, had Faid, “ Go to Weal Hall, to 
my Lord Scroggs, for he has received money enough 
of Dr. Wakeman.” Radley was indicted for 
“ speaking scandalous words of Chief-Justice 
Scroggs,” whereupon, at the opening of the court, 
that eminent officer, who did not disdain to wreak 
public and judicial vengeance on heads that wrought 1 
his private and personal grief, made a speech set- 
ting forth hi% maSeste.rial opinions on the liberty of 
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the press. It wodd seem th&t some of our modern. 
Scroggses and Jefferieses might have taken the 
utterances of this lord-chief aa authority to guide 

them. Here is a specimen or two of S&ogga’ style 
on this occasion * 

For these hireling scribblers who traduce it [the fairness 
and equity of the trial, is which he had been notoriously 
unfair and unequal]. who write to eat, and lie for bread. I 5 
intend to meet them with another way, for they are only 
s#e while. they can be Eecret ; but so are vermin, so long as 
they cnn hide themselves. . . . They shall know that 
the law has the power to punish a libelous and licentious 
press, nor a rrvolut,ion IO exact it. And this is all the 
answer flt to be given (besides a whip) to these hackney 
writers. However, ia the meantime, the extrawant bolhxsa 
of men’s penv a;ld tongues are not to be endured, hut shall be 
seaqely punished; for if once causes come to be tried with 
complacency to particular opinions, and shall be innocently 1 
censured if t31ey go ctherwiae, public cause shall all receive 
the doom as the multitude happen to be possessed ; and at 
length any cause ihall become public. . , . At every 
session tbe judges shall be arraigned, the jury condemned, 
and tbe verdicts overawed to comply with the popular wish 
and indecent shouts. There are a set of men . , . that 
too much approve and countenance such vulgar waye, . . 
that embrace all sorts of informations, true or false, likely 
or impossib!e, nay, though never so silly and ridiculous, 
they refuse none. So shall all addresses be made to them, 
and they be looked upon as the only patrons of religion and 
goveinment ” (6 St. Tr., 701). 

HIR associates chimed in with the pame infam’ous 

sentiments. Judge Jones declared : 

We have a padicular case here before us, as a matter of 
Fc&udal ngainet a great jU&e. t?ke gTCatr’8t judge a?&.#&0 k&%g- 
dnn, in cri&inal cases [The Lord Chancellor was greater in 
civil cases]; ond it is a great and high charge upon him. 
And certainly there was never any age, I think, more lloen- 
tious than this fn aspersing goternon, eCatterik& Of ubeb 
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and scandalous epeeches against those that arta it; hu! hority; 
snd without all doubt it doth hec:tme the court to show their 
aeel in suppressing it. [The ( ffeuse was resisting an offi er.] 
That trial lot Dr. Wakeman) was managed with cxbct jus- 
tice und perfect integrity. And therefcre I do think it very 
fit that this person be proceeded against by an information, 
t,hst he may be made a public example to all aucl~ a8 shall 
presume to ecsodalize the government, and the governors 
with any false aspersions and accusations. 

Accordingly Mr. Radley, for that act, was con- 
victed of speaking 6‘ scandalous words against Lord 
Chief-Justice Soroggs,” and fined 3200. (7 St. Tr., 
701.) 

That was rather a bard sentence for a few harm- 
less words, half truthful, half playful. I hope Judge 
Benedict will not be able to impose similar sentences 
on me. 

Mr. Hudson said of the Star-Chamber : (‘ So ten- 
der the court is of upholding the honor of the s&n- 
tence, as they will punish them who speak against 
it, with great eeverity ” (2 Collect. Juridica, 228). 

6. In 1680 Benjamin Harris, a bookseller, sold a 
work called u An Appeal from the Country to the 
City for the Preservation of TTis Majesty’s Person, 
Liberty, Property, and ,tbe Protestant Religion.” 
He was brought to trial for a libel, before Recorder 
Jefferies and Chief-Justice Scroggs, who instructed 
the. jury they were only to inquire Q’ Vurris SOM ‘, 
the 60074 ad if 80, find him guilty. It was for the 
court to determine what was libel. (How like Judge 
Benedict in my case. It is not difficult to see where 
this illustrious judge .. found his precedents and 
authority.) Mr. Harris was fined 3500, and placed 

in the pillory. The Chief-Justice wirtllecl that he 
might also be whipped. (7 St. l’r.,.%~.) 
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7. The same year Henry Carr was brought to trial. 
He published a periodical--” The Weekly Packet of 
Advice from Rome, or the History of Popery )‘- 
hostile to Romanism. Before the case came to 
court, Scroggs prohibited the publication on his 
own authority, and of course found him guilty. 
The character of that, court also was judgment 
against’natural right. Jane Curtis and other women 
were in like manner punished for speaking or pub- 
lishing words against the same “great judge.“(‘l St. 
Tr., 1,111.) 

, 

It was held to be a misdemeanor to publish a book 
reflecting on the justice of the nation-the truer the 
book the worse the libel ! It was “obstructing an 
officer,” and of course it was a greater offense to 
“obetruct ” him wit)h justice and truth than with 
wrong and lies. The greater the justice of the act 
the more dangerous the “ crime.” If the language 
did not hit any one person it was “malice against 
all mankind.” 

In 1684 Samuel Barnardiston was brought to trial * 

charged with a u high misdemeanor.” He had writ- L 
ten three private letters to be sent-it was alleged- 
by post to his friend, also a private man. The let- 
ters did not appear designed for any further pub- 
lication or use ; they related to matters of news, 
the events of the day and comments theroon, and 
spoke in praise of Algernon Sidney and Lord Rus- 
sell, who were so wickedly beheaded about the 
time the letters were written. It would require a 
microscopic eye to detect any evil lurking there. 
Jefferies presided at the trial, and thus instructed 
the jury: 

The Itt,*er:, are fact:oua, aaditioua, and maliciow ltttcw, 
c 
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and as have as the-worst of mankind could ever have in. 
vented. And if he be guiltyof it, the greater the man is, the 
greater the crime, and the more understanding he has, the 
more malicious he seems to be; for your little ordinary sort 
of people, that are of common, mean understanding, they 
may be wheedled and drawn in; and surprised into such 
things; but men of a public figure and of some value in the / 
world, that have been taken to be men of thegreatest interest 
and reuutfltion in a party, it cannot be thought a hidden 
surprise upon them; no, it ia a work of time and thought; it 
is a thing fixed in i,s very nature, and it showa so much 
venom as would make one think the whole mass of his 
blood was corrupt, Here is the matter he is now accused 
of, and here is in it malice ngainst the king, malice against 
the government, malice against b&h church and state, mal- 
ice against any man that bears any share in the government, 
indeed malice against all mankind that are not of the same 
persuasion with these bloody miscreanta. Here is . . the 
sainting of two horrid conspirators. Here is Lord Russell 
sainted, that blessed martyr I Lord Russell, that good man1 
that excellent Protestant ! he is lamented. And here is Mr. 
Sidney sainted ! what an extraordinary man he was I Yes, 
surely he was a very good man-and it ie a shame to think 
such bloody miscreants should be sainted and lamented who 
had any hand in that horrid murder [The execution of 
Charles I] and treason ! . . . who could confidently 
bleee God for their being engaged in that good cause [as 
they call it] which was the rebellion that brought the 
blessed murtyr to his death. It is high time for all mankind 
tbat have any Christianity, or fear of heaven or hell, to 
bestir themselves, and rid the nation of such caterpillars 
and such monsters of villainy as those are. (7 St. Tr., 1333.) 

As may easily be supposed the packed jury found 

the accused man “guilty,” and the court imposed 

upon him a gentle sent&e--a fine of 210,000, 

equal, the times being considered, to $100,000 now. 

A pretty bigh price ind,eed to pay for writing three 

private letters. It is rather ban!er but rnueh of the , 

-. 
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same character as paying $300 and being imprisoned 
at hard labor for thirteen months for dropping in the . 

. mail an indifferent, harmless pamphlet that any man, 
woman, or child in the country has a perfect right 
to deposit there. 

But such laws, such judges, with such rulers and 
courts, have hundreds of thousandsof times trampled 
upon the dearest rights of the people. Theodore 
Parker, when arraigned before t,he United States 
Court in Boston on the charge of a ‘( misdemeanor ” 
and “obstructing an officer,” uttered these noble 
sentiments : “Sad indeed is the condition of a na- 
tion when thought is not free. Where the lips are 
sewed together and the press is chained ! Yet the 
evil which has ruined Spain, and made an Asia Minor 
of papal Italy, once threatened England. It re- 
quired the greatest efforts of her noblest sons to 
vindicate for you and me the right to print, to 
speak, to think. Milton’s ‘ Speech for the Liberty of 
Unlicensed Printing,’ is one monument of the warfare 
which lasted from Wickliffe to Thomas Carlyle. 
But other monuments afe the fines and imprison- 
ments, the exile and beheading of men and women ! 
Words are ‘ sedition,’ J rebellion,’ ‘treason ‘; nay, 
even now, at least in New England, a true word is a 
‘ misdemeanor,’ iv is c obstructing an officer.’ At 
how great cost has our modern liberty of speech 
been purchased ! Answer John Lilbnrne ; answer 
William Prynn, and Selden, and Eliot, and IIamp 
den, and other nobln men, who 

“ ‘ In the pub!ic breech devoted stood, 
And or their country’s cause were prodigal of blood.‘- 

Answer Fox, and Bunyan, 
hosts of Baptists,. Puritans, 

and Penn, and all the . 
Quakers, martyrs, .and 
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confessors-it is by your.stripes that we are healed ! 
Healed ! are we healed ? Ask the court if it be not 
a ‘ misdemeanor ’ to say so ! ” 

The boou which the lives and the blood of theso 
noble martyrs in the past few centuries have won 
seems to culminate in our times in confining people 
in prisons for mailing their own opinions and the 
opinions of others ; and the convenient charge on 
which those offending in this direction are arrested, 
as is now well known, is “ mailing obscene literature.” 
The charge is as false as the charges of “ treason,” 
“sedition,” “ libel,” etc., etc., that a few centuries 
ago were brought against those apostles of liberty 
just named. 

LIBERTY OF THE FRESS. 

A despotio government hates implacably the free- 
dom of the press ; and when freedom of the press is 
not tolerated, the government has bee-:me,despotic 
to all intents and purposes. In 1660, the lord 
chief-justice of England declared the opinion of the 
twelve judges: (( Indeed, all subscribe that to print 
or publish any news-books, or pamphlets of news 
w78atsoever, is illegal ; that it is a manifest intent to 
the breach of tAe peace, and they may be proceeded 
against by law for an ille!/al thing.” ‘( And that is 
for a public notice to all people, and especially 
printera and booksellers, that they ougnt to print no 
book or pamphlet of news zohatsoever without author- 
igy.” (6 TJz,ey shall be punished ?If they do it without 
authority, though there is nothing reflecting on the 
government ” (7 St..Tr., 1127). This was the kind of 
freedom of thepress that the lord chief-justice was 
anxious to bestow upon the people of England, and it 
must be admitted that it reads a good deal like the 
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I “ Cornstook law’, which our Judge Benedict is PO’ fond . 
[ of convicting under. Lord Campbell informs ua that- 

the family and name of “ Scroggs “have both become _. 
extinct in England ; and it is only to be regretted i 6: 

. 

that hia doctrines have found an echo in the sup- 
posed free land of America. Jt i3 possible that all 
tlae Scroggses came over to America, changed their 
names, and their descendants became members of 
tho Forty-Second Congress, and some of them 

‘judges _of the United States Circuit Court in New 
York city. 

In 1731 Sir Philip Yorke, attorney-general, sol- 
emnly declared that an editor is “ not to publish any 
thkg resecting on the character, and reputation, 
rrad adn?inistration of his Xajesty or his ministers ; 
if he breaks that law, or exceeds that liberty of the 
press, he i* to be pun&hod for it.” Where did he 
get his law? .In the third year of Edward I. in 
1275 ? But that statute of the Dark Ages was held 
to be good law in 1731 ; it was held to be good in 
Theodore Parker’s time in 1855, and it is held to be 
good law now in 1879. It is to be regretted that 
the attorney-general capable of uttering such an 
atrocious sentiment was goon promoted to be chief- 
justice, a “consummat.e judge,” a peer, Lord Hard- 
wioke, and lord chancellor. (17 St. Tr., 674 ; 6 

Campbell, 57.) 
Lord Mansfield had not a much higher opinion of 

the liberty of the press ; indeed, in all libel cases, he 
assumed it was exclusively the function of the 
judges to determine whether the words published 
contained malioious or seditious matter, the jury 
were only to find the fact of publication. (20 St. Tr., 
900.) Regular Benedict doctrine. Thus the party 
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in power, with their Loughborougbs, their Tburlowve, 
their Jofferies, their Scroggseti--shall the names of 
Taney, Clark, Benedict, and Blat&ford be added as 
the grand American stars in tbis galaxy ?-are the 
exclusive judges as to what shall be published relot- 
ini to the party in power, or in relation to any tbeo- 
logical or philosophical subjecf, ! It is to be hoped 
tbat the practice of law, especially the wearing of tbo 
ermine or sitting in the judge’s’seat, is not inimical. 
to the spirit of freedom and the liberty of the press, 
but it is’to be regretted that so many who have oc- 
cupied that position have seemed to drink in the ’ 
spirit of despotism and in the name of law to spread 
it over the land, enslaving thousands and. millions- 
depriving them of what was dearer to them than life. 

Parker justly said, “It was the free press of 
England-Elizabeth invoked it-which drove back 
the ‘invincible Armada ;’ this which stayed the tide 
of papal despotism ; this which dyked the tyranny of 
Louis XIV. out from Holland. Aye, it was this 
which the Stuarts, with their host of attendants, 
Rougbt to break down and annihilate forever ; which 
Tburlow and Mansfield ao formidably attacked and 
temporarily stamped under their feet.” 

DAWN OF A BETTER ERA. 

But spite of all these impediments in the way >f 
liberty, and all the legal tyranny, the voice of bu- 
mnnity could not always be silenced. Now and 
then a virtuous, high-minded judge appeared in 
office-;ilte Hale or ISolt., Camden or Erskine. Even 
in the worst times there were noble men.who lifted 
up their voices. Let two examples be selected from 
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men not famolie, but whose names, borne by other 
persons, are still familiar to the legal world. 

II 

. 

In 162’7, Sir Robert Phillips, member from Som- 
ersetshire, in his place in Parliament, thus spoke 
against the advance of despotism : , 

SENTIMENTS OFRIR ROBEBT PHILLIPS. ' 

I read of a custom among the cold Romans, that once every 
year they had a solemn feast for their slaves, at which they 
had liberty, without exception, to speak what they would, / 
thereby to ease their : ffl:cted minds ; which being finished, 
they severally returned to their former sqvitude. This 
may, with some resemblance and distinction, well set forth 
our present state ; where now, after ihe revolution of some I 
time, and grievous sufferings of many violent oppressions,‘ 
we have, as those s!aves had, a day of liberty of speech ; 
but shall not, I trust, be hereafter slaves, for we are free. 
Yet what new illegal proceedings our estates and permns 
have suffered under, my heart yearns to think, my tonguo 
falters to utter. They have been well represented by divers 
worthy gentlemen befo:e me ; yet one grievance, and the 
mati one as I conceive, hath not been touched, which is our 
religon. Reljgion, Mr. Speaker, made vendible by commis- 
sion, and men, for pecuniary annual rates, dispensed vithal; 
judgments of law against our liberty there have been three, 
each latter stepping forwarder than the former upon the 
rights of the subject, aiming, in the end, to tread and tram- 
ple under foot our law, and that even under the form of law. 

The first was the judgmemt of the Postnati (the Scota). . 
The second was tb judgment upon impositions in the 

Exchequer C urt by the barons, which bath been the source 
and fountain of many bitter waters of affliction unto our 
merchantp. The third was the fatal late judgment against 
the liberty of the subject, imprisoned by the king, argued 
and pronounced but by one judge alone. I can live although 
another who has no right be put to live with me; nay, I can 
live although I pay excises and impositions more than I do; 
but to have my liberty, which is the soul of my life, taken 
from me by power, and to have my body pent up in a jail, . 
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without remedy by law, and to be 80 adjudged ; Oh, im- 
provident ancestors ! Oh, unwise forefathers I to be so cu- 
rious ‘in providing for the quiet possession of our lands, nnd 
lhe liberties of .psrlisment, and to neglect our persons and 

\ 

bodies, and to let them lie in prlson, nnd that duranti bena 
p?acifo, remedilessl If this be law, why do we talk of lib- 
ertic s ? Why do we trouble ourselves with a dispute about 
law, franchises, property of goods, and the like? What 
IIIH~ any msn call his own, if not the liberty of his person 9 
1 am weary of treading these ways. (2 Parl. Hi&., 232 ) 

These were indeed most grand utterances to be 
delivered two hundred and fifty years ago. Most 
heartily can ‘I say amen to those truthful words. 
Who has any right to take away a person’s liberty 
of his own body and his own mind, when he has 
done nothing but exercise the rights which nature 
and a free government give him? Shall it indeed be 
delegated to Anthony Comstock and Charles L. 
Benedict to deprive a fellow-being of that which is 
most dear to him and with which they have not the 
slightest business ? Sir Robert Phillips spoke from 
actual experience, for three years previoua to the 
making of that speech he had been thrown into 

the Tower b,y that tyrant, James I. And as I sit 

here in my jail celi, solitary and alone, my soul goes 

out in sympathy to Sir Robert Phillips, and I pro- 

nounce him among the grandest and noblest of the 
human race-a true lover of personal, bodily, and 
mental liberty I His memory should be revered and 
cherished in the hearts of men, when the recollection 
of such names as Jefferies, Scroggs, Helyng, Finch, 
Thurlow, Loughborough, Taney, and Benedict shall 
have passed into eternil execration. 

In 1641 Sir Philip Parker, bight, of 
of Suffolk, in his place in Parliament, had 

the shire 
the man* 
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hood to speak these noble words in behalf of Lib- 
erty : 

The cries of the people have come up to me ; the voice 
of the whole nation tingles in my ears. ‘Tis true, I con- 
fess, we have tormented ourselves with daily troubles and 
vexations, and have been very solicitous for the welfare of 
the commonwealth; but what have we performedP what 
have we perfected ? Mr. Speaker, excuse my e’al in this 
case, for my mouth caunot imprison what my mind intends 
to be let out ; neither can my tongue conceal what my 
heart desires to promulgate. Behold the Archbishr>p [Laud], 
that great incendiary in this kingdom, lies now,like a fire- _ 
brand raked up in the embers ; but if he ever chancee to 
blaxe again, I am afraid that what heretofore he had but in 
a spark, he will burn down to the ground in a full flame. 
Wherefore let us begin, for the kingdom is pregnant with 
expectation on this point. I conftsa there are many more 
delinquents, for the judges and other knights walk in v- 
p; but they are only thunderbolts forged in Canterbury’s tire. 
(2 Parl.‘ Hist., 287 ) 

It is quite probable had Sir Phillip lived in our 
time, he would have had the courage to have spoken 
in thunder tones against the tyranny of some of our 
United Sta:es judges and of their subserviency to 
the ecclesiastical power. As a result of his brave ” 
words, it must be recorded that, soon after they were 
spoken, six of those corrupt, tyrannical judges were 
brought to trial. i .- 

INTOLERANCE IN AMERICA. 

Although not a tithe of the legal oppressions in 
England have been narrated, let us drop them for a __ 
while and come over on this aide of the Atlantic 
Ocean and take a view of what the judges and the 
courts did for the liberties of the people here. I 
shall continue to freely follow Parker. 

\ 
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I 
The same threefold experiment of’ despotism 

which <was attempted in England was tried also in 
her colonies in America by the same tyrannical 
hand. Here, also, the encroaching power put crea- 

1 
tures of its arbitrary will in judicial offices ; they 
then, by perverting the laws, punished the patriots, 
and next proceeded ta destroy the best institutions 
of the land itself. Here I shall take but a few 
examples selected from the colonial history of New 
England. 

After capturing the great fortress of freedom at 
home by taking away the charter of London, CharJes 
proceeded to destroy the freedom of the colonies ; 
the charter of Massachusetts was wrested from its 
citizens on a quo warrant0 in 1683, and the colony 
lay at the feet of the monarch. In privy council it 
had already been determined that our rights should 
be swept into the hands of greedy officials from the 
court. In 1656, James II. sent Sir Edmund Andros 
to New England as a “ commissi&er ” to destioy 
the liberty of the people. He arrived in Boston in 
the (‘ Kingfisher, a fifty-gan ship,” and brought two 
companies of British soldiers, the first ever stationed 
in that town, to dragoon the people into submission 
to an unrightedus law. Edward Randolph, the 
most determined enemy of the colony, greedily 
caressing the despotic hands that fed him, was his 
chief coadjutor and assistant-his secretary in that 

/ * wicked work. Andros was authorized to appoint 

I his own council, and, with their consent, enact laws, 
levy taxes, to organize and commaad the militia. 

’ ‘.I 
He was to enforce the hateful ((Acts of Trade.” . / “, 
He appointed a council to suit the purpose of his 
royal master, to whom no opposition was allowed 
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Dudley, the new chief-justice, told the people who 
appealed to Magna Charta, “ they must .not think 
the privileges of Englishmen would follow them to 
the end of the world.” Episcopacy was introduced. 
“No marriage was to be allowed lawful but such as 
were made by the minister of the church of Eng- 
land.” Accordingly, all must go to Boston to be 
married, for there was no Episcopal minister outside 
of its limits. It was proposed that the Puritan 
churches should pay the Episcopal salary and the 
congregational worship be prohibited: He threat- 
ened to punish any man “ who gave two pence” 
toward the support of a nonconformist minister. 
All fees of the officers of the new government were 
made exorbitantly great. Only one probate office 
was allowed in the province, and that was in Bos- 
ton, and one of the creatures of despotic power was 
prophetically put in it. Andros altered the old form 
of’ oaths and made the processes of the courts to 
suit himself, 

He sought to wrest theeharters horn the colonies ; 
that of Rhode Island fell into his hands ; Connecti- 
cut escaped as by a miracle. 

“ The Charter Oik-it was the tree 
That saved our sacred liberty.” r, 

The oharter government of Plymouth was sus- 
pended. Massachusetts was put under arbitrary 
despotism ; towns were forbidden to meet except 
for the choice of officers ; there must be no delibera- 
tion ; “ d,&cussion must be suppressed.” Be was to 
levy all the taxes ; he assessed a penny in the pound 
in all the towns. Rev. John Wise, one of the min- 
isters of Ipswich, advised the people to resist the 
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tax. u Democracy,” said he, “is Christ’s govern- 
ment in church and state ; we have a good God and 
a good king ; we shall do well to stand to our privi- 
leges.” One of the council said, “ You have no 
p9-CviZeges left you but not to be sokd as slaves.” 
Even that was not likely to last long. The town of 
Ipswich refurJed to pay the tax, because invalid ; the 
governor having no authority to tax the people, 
“ they will petition the king for liberty of aesembly 
before they make any rates.” The minister and five 
others were arrested. The Rev. Mr. Wise was, held 
to be guiltiest of all ; he did it with a word, an idea. 
They were taken to Boston and thrown into jail 
‘( for contempt and high misdemeanors.” @hey 
olaimed the habeas .corps ; Chief-Justice Dudlep 
refused it on the ground that it did not extend to 
America. They were tried before a packed jury, 
and such a court as James II. was delighted to 
honor. The patriots pleaded the laws of England and 
Magna Charta. .It was all in vain. “I am glad,” 
said the judge to his packed ‘jury, ‘(there are 80 
many worthy gentlemen of the jury 80 capable to do 
the king service ; and we expect a good verdict 
from you, seeing the matter hath been so sufficiently 
proved against the criminals.” The jury of course 
found them guilty. They were fined from 215 to 
;E5Q apiece. The whole cost to the six was over 
~400. (‘ It is not for his majesty’s interest that you 
should thrive:’ said one of those petty tyrants-a 
tide-waiter of despotism. (1 Hutchinson, 316 ; 2 
Hildreth’s History, 108 ; 2 Bancroft, 425.) 

Andros denied the colonial title to land, claiming 
that as the charter was declared void, all tho lands 
held under its authority escheated to the crown- 
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‘( the calf died% the cow’s belly.” A.deed of pur- 
chase from the Indians ‘(was worth no more than 
the scratch of a bear’s paw.” 

.“The men of Massachusetts did much quote Lord 
Coke ” for their titles ; but Rev. John Higginson, 
minister of the first church in Salem, son of the first 
minister ever ordained in New England-ancestor of ’ 
T. W. Higginson of our own time, who was 
arrested with Theodore Parker- found other 
laws for their claims, and insisted on the citizens’ 
just and natural right to the lands they had claimed 
from the wilderness. Andros said, (‘You are either 
subjects, or else you are rebels ;” and in either case 
their lands would be forfeit. 

Andros hated freedom of speech and thought. 
He would allow no unlicensed printing. Randolph 
was appointed ceusor of the press, and ordered the 
printer to publish nothing without his approbation, 
nor “ any almanac whatever.” There must be but 
one town-meeting in a year, and no “ deliberation ” 
at that; no I‘ agitation,” no discussion of griev- 
ances. There must be no preaching on the acts of 
the government. Rev. Dr. Increa.se Mather, one of 
the ablest men in the colonies, was the special object 
of his hatred. Randolph advised the authorities to 
forbid any nonconformist minister to land in New 
England without the special consent of th8 gov- 
ernor, and that he should restrain such as he saw fit 
to silence. The advice wau not lost on such willing 
ears. John Gold, of Toppfield, was tried for “trea- 
sonable wordy,” and fined fifty pounds. (Obscenity 
is the more convenient charge now.) Fifty pounds ,- 

. at Topsfield at that time was far more than three 

hundred dollars now in New York. Rev. Increase 
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Mather had opposed the surrender of the charter of 
Mmsachusetts, ad published his reasons ;- but with 
such prudence-for he was careful how he “evinced 
an express liking” for justice-that it wa8 difficult ‘to 
take hold of him. So the friends of the govern- ’ 
ment forged a letter with his name (a regular Com- 
stock proceeding) to a person in Amsterdam. Ran- 
dolph ahowed the letter to persops whom he wished 
to prejudice against th_e alleged writer. When Mr. 
Mather learn&i the facts, he wrote a letter to a 
friend, clearing himself, ad charging the forgery 
on Randolph or his brother. Randolph brought an 
action for a libel, claiming Z&SOO damages. But it 
came to nothing then, but time8 are somewhat dif- 
ferent now. Comstock and Benediot had not come 
in fashion then, and the juries, with a Sunday-school 
superintendent for foreman, were ‘perhaps hardly as 
controllable a8 now. 

Col. Pynchon, of Springfield, one of the officers_ 
in the new state of things, was empowered to bind 
over all persons suspected of riots, SC outrageous or 

- abusive re$ecting words and 8_neech.es @gain& the 
gover9wnent.” “ The spirit of justice was banished 
from the courts that bbre the name ” (1 Hutchinson, . 
327). 

But ndtwlthstand~ng the attempt to stifle speech, 
a great, tall minister of Rowley called Andros “a 
wicked man.” For th&t offense he was seized and 
placed in prison. He aleo, like Higginson, had 
-descendants who have since honored the state of 
Massachusetts and :the whole land. The mi&&er’s 
name was Robert Phillips, an a@stor of Wendell 
Phillips. 

But even this wicked state of thingazad an end. 
. 
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If the courts would not render justice, there was a . j 

rougher way of arriving at it, or of having it done. 
Civil war, revolution by violence, came in the place 
of the simple forms of equity, which the judges had 

set at naught. William of Orange, a most valiant 
son-in-law, drove the foul tyrant of Old England 

from that island, where the Stuarts have ever since 
been only “ pretenders,” and on the 19th of April, 

1689, the people of Massachusetts had the tyrant of 
New England put solemnly in jail ! We were rid of 
that functionary forever, and all such “ commission- 
ers ” havebeen held odiousinNew England eversince 

the days of Andros. Eighty-six years later came 

another 19th of April, also famous. “Well ” said Sec- > 
retary Randolph, “Andros had to do with a perverse _ 
people,” they would not bow to such tyranny in 1689. 

Catholic James II. sought to establish arbitrary 

power in America, as in England, by his prerogative 
-tbe omnipotence of the king. He failed; the 
high-handed despotism of the Stuarts went to the 
ground. Tbe next attempt at the same thing was 
the Legislature-the omnipotence of Parliament 
for a several-headed despotism took the place of the , 
old and ruled at home with milder sway. It tried 
its hand in America ; there were no more requisi- 
tions from a king hostile to the colonies, but acts of 
Parliament took their place. After the French 

power in North America had given way, the British 
Government sought to tame down and break in the 

sturdy son, who had grown up in the woods so big 
and rough, as obstinate as his faTher.. Here are the 
measures of subjugation, all flowing from the same 

fountain of prinziple-vicarious government by a 
feudal superior: 

. 
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1. All the chief colonial officers were to be ap- 
pointed by the king, to hold oflice during his pleas- 
ure, to receive their pay from him. Such was the 
tenure of the executive officer8 who had a vote on 
all coIonia1 legislation, and of the judicial officers. 
Thus the power making and administering tbe lawcl . 
fell from the people, distributed everywhere, into the 
handd of the distant government, centralized in-the 
king. 

2. A standing army of British soldiers must be 
kept in the colonies to overawe the people and en- 
force the laws thuR made and administered. 

3. A revenue was to be rained from the colonies 
themselvee-from which the king wonld pay his 

’ officers and provide for the army that enforced his 
1awR. The eagle is to feather the arrowwhich shoots 
him in mid-heaven. 

This law was a threefold cord wherewith to bind 
the strong Puritan. But his eyes were not put out 
-not then. Blindness came at a later day-when’ 
he had laid his head in the lap of a not attractive 
Delilah. With such judges and governors, backed 
by a standing army of hirelings, how soon would her 
liberty go down, and the Anglo-American states re- 
semble Spanish America ? 

In 1760 Francis Bernard was made governor of 
Massachusetts, and thus officially put at the ,head of 
the judiciary, a man wholly devoted to the crown, 
expecting to be made a baronet ! He did not wish 
an annual election of counselors, but wanted the 
sovereign powers to enforce its decrees by violent 
measurep. Thus Thomas Hutchinson wae made 
chief-justice in 1760, and after#ards lieutenant- 
governor-continually hostile to the Constitution of 
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hie native knd. Thus Andrew Oliver-“ Governor 
Oliver,” “hungry for office and power”-was ap- 
pointed secretary, commissioner of stamps, and 
lieutenant-governor ; and Peter Oliver-“ Judge 
Oliver” -though not bred a lawyer, was made chief- 
justice, the ma.11 who refused to receive his salary 
from the treasury of 3Iassachusetts, preferring the 
money of the crown which owned him. In ‘the rev- 
olutionary t>imes, of t7Lef;:‘ejucZges of Massachusetts, 
four were tories. . 

Accordingly, when the stamb act was p&SSed, 

March ‘%?a, 1766, there were judicial officers in the ’ 
colonies ready to declare it “ constitutional,” execu- 
tive magistrates ready to carry out any measures 
interested in tbem. “I will cram the stamps down 
their throats wit,h the end of my sword,” said an 
ofhcer in New York. Governor Bernard wanted 
soldiers sent to Boston to enforce submission ; 80 did. 
Hutchinson and “ Governor Oliver.” The governor 
df Neiv York thought, “if judges be sent from Eng- 
land, with an attorney.general and solicitor-general, 
to make examples of some very few, the colony 
will remain quiet ” (5 Bancroft, 358). 

In 1538, John Hancock was arrested at Boston on 
a “ misdemeanor.” The government long sought to 
procure indictments against James Otis-who was \ 
EO busy in forcing out despotism-Samuel Adams, 
and several other leading friends of the colony, but 
the case seems to have been too weak to be success- 
ful, and the scheme fell through. No indictment 
for that “ misdemeanor,” then. Boston had the 
right kind of men to do anything for the crown, but / 

they did not happen to get upon the grand jury. 
King George III. spoke in hi Parliament of the 
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patriots of Boston, as ‘(those turbulent and seditious 
persons.” In the House of Commons, Stanley called 
Boston an ‘( insolent town .” “its inhabitants must ‘_ 
be treated as aliens ;” “ its charter and laws must be 
abanged so as to give th,o king the appointmeut of 
lhe council, and lo the sherifl the sole power oj 
returning jurors ;” then the Stamp Act could be 
carried ‘out and a revenue raised without the con- 

- sent of the people. The plan was admirably laid ; 
an. excellent counsel. 

It was moved in Parliament to address the krrg 
“ to bring to condign punishment” such men as 
Otis, Adams, and Hancock. Chief-Justice Hutchin- 
son declared Samuel Adams “the greatest incendiary 
in the king’s dominions.” Hutchinson was right 
for once. Samuel Adams lit a fire which burned 
,not only in Boston, but throughout New England 
“and all the American colonies until freedom reigned 
over all the land ; aye, in the heart of millions of 
men, and kept on burning, and will long after 
Hutchinson ceases to be remembered with hate and 
Adams with love. “ The greatest incendiary !” so 
he was. Hutchinson also thought there must be 
“an abridgment of what are called English libcr- 
ties,” thinking the colonists were not entitled to 
the same liberties which the citizens of the mother 
country enjoyed. He evinced the same character- 

. istics which some in our own time are so conspicu- 
ous for--nbri@ing the li6ertfes of the people. 
Hutchinson wished the law of treason to be extended 
so that it mi ht catch all the patriots of Boston by 
the neck. I8 e thought it treasonable to deny the 
authority of Parliament,. Men suspected of “mis+ 
demeanors ” were to be sent to England for trial, 
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What a trial it would have been-Hancock and 
Adams in Westminster Hall, with a jury packed by 
the government, Thurlow acting as attorney-general, 
and another Thurlow growling on the bench expect- 
ing further office for fresh iujustice 1 Truly, there 
would have been “ an abridgement of English lib- 
erties.” 

The object in wishing to send those patriots to 
Eugland for trial was to throw them where every 
feeling and prejudice would be against them ; where 
a conviction would be as sure to follow a trial as in 
Benedict’s court on a charge of obscenity, with 
Comstock fo? principal witness, informer, and pros- 
ecutor. 

Bernard, Oliver, and Hutchinson were busy in get- 
ting evidence against the patriots of New England, - 
especially against Adams. Affidavits were sent out 
to England to prove that he was a fit subject to be 
transported for “ trial ” there. And an old statute 
was found from the enlightened and merciful reign 
of Henry VIII. authorizing that mode of trial in 
case of such “ misdemeanors.” Commissary Chew 
wished that two-thirds of the lawyers and printers 
were shipped off to Africa “for at least seven 
years.” Edes & Gill, patriotic printers in Boston, 
and all the authors of numberless treasonable and 
seditious ,writings, were to go with them. They were 
all guilty, very guilty ! In the eyes of those oppres- 
sive officials they had been guilty of such offenses as 
should deprive them of every liberty. “ The dog it 
was that died.” Eden & Gill never saw Africa; the 
patriotic lawyers. and printers made no reluctant 
voyage to England. 

. 
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“THE DOG IT WAS THAT DIED.” 

Bernard, Hutchinson, and Oliver, and their coad- 
jutors, went over the seas for punishment, after 
bring tried at home by a law older than the statute 
of Henry VILE.; a law haply not yet repealed, the 
higher law which nature has invariably written in 
the hearts of mankind, and indignant America pro- 
nounced sentence-tories, traitors ! . Commissary 
Chew learned a lesson at Saratoga in l’i7’i’. And the 
Franklins, the Mayhews, the Hancooks, the Adamses, 
they also were tried at home and not found wanting; 
and the verdict? My readers, you know what ver- 
dict America has pronounced on those men and their 
kinfolk ! And that verdict has never been reversed 
by any appelate court. 

In 1’765 it was too late to conquer America. What 
Andros and Randolph could accomplish in 1686 with 
sixty soldiers could not be done in 1’768 with all the 
red-coats that Rritain could send out, and in 1778 

with all the Hessians ehe could purchase. The 19th 
of April, 1689, foretold another 19th of April-as 
that many to-morrows after to-day. In the House 
of Lords, Camden and Pitt thought the Parliament 
not omnipotent. Samuel Adams declared, “ Acts of 
Parliament against natural equity are void ;” prayed 
that Boston might beoome a Christian Sparta, 
looked for a law of omnipotence somewhat higher 
than a king or a court. He not only had justice but 
also the people on his side. The fate which befel 
the attempt to establish despotism at that time, it ia 
to be hoped, will follow all similar’ attempts. Let us 
go back to the 
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CASE OF PETER ZBNGER. 

John Peter Zenger, in 1733, established a news- 
paper in New York City, i?alled The New York 
Week,Zy Journal, the second paper published in this 
city. The province’of New York was then ruled by 
Governor CoBby. In Borne numbers of his paper Mr. 

. Zenger complained in a modest manner of various 
grievances in the administration of affairs pertain- 
ing to the province. He made use of this language : 
“ As matters now &and, their (the people’s) liberties 
and properties are precarious; and slavery is to be 
entailed on them and their posterity if some past 
things be hot amended.” He published the remarks 
of some one who said, he “should be glad- to hear 
that the assembly would exert themselves, as became 
them, showing that they have the interest of their 
country more at heart than the gratification of any 
private view of any of their members, or being at al1 
affected by the smiles or frowns of a governor, both 
of which ought equally to be leepised when the 
interest of the conntry is at @take.” “ We seemen’s 
deeds destroyed, judges arbitrarily diaplaced, new 
courts erected without consent of the Legislature, 
by which, it seema to me, trials by juries are taken 
away when a governor pleases.” “ Who, then, in 
that province can call anything hiti own, or enjoy 
any liberty longer than those in the administration 
will condescend to let him do it?” 

In October, 1134, Chief-Justice Delancey gave a / 
l charge to the grand jury, urging them to indict Mr. 

Zenger for a libel. He said : “ It is a very high 
aggravation of a libel that it tends to scandalize the 
government by reflecting on those who are intrusted 
with the administraticsn ef public affair@, which - 
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. . has a direct tendency to breed in the public a 
dislike of their governors.“, u If he who hath either 
read a libel himself, or hath heard it read by another, 
do afterwards maliciously read or report any part of 
it in the presence of others, or lend or show it to 

. another, he is guilty of an unlawful publication of 
it.” 

But the judge-though he had packed the grand . 
jury with care, and though he dwelt with consider- 
able force on the word tendency, which above all 
other words is the one which Judge Benedict de- 
pnds on to carry over his juries to decide as he 
wishes them to-did not succeed in his wishes. No 
bill was found. Thereupon the governor’s council 
sent a message to the General Assembly at New York, 
oomplaining of Mr. Zenger’s journal as Cc tending to 
alienate the affections of the people of this province 
from his Majesty’s government,” and asking them to 
inquire into the said papers, and the authors thereof. 
The council requested that the obnoxious numbers 
might be burned b4 hands of the common hangman 
or whipper, near the “pillory.” The assembly let 
them lie on the table. The Court of Quarter-Ses- 
sions was applied to to burn the papers, but as that 
body refused, the sheriff ((delivered them into the 
hands of his own negro, and ordered him to put 
them into the fire, which he did.” 

Mr. Zenger was imprisoned by a warrant from the 
governor, a Zettre de catch&, and ‘I for several days 
denied the use of pen and ink and paper, and the . 
liberty of speech with any person.” An ex o$%cti . 
information was brought against him, charging him 
‘with “m llicious and seditious libel.” His counsel, 
Mesers. Alexander and Smith, took exceptions to the x 
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proceedings. The chief-justice would neither hear 
nor allow the exceptions, ctfo:.,” said he, ‘(y&r 
thought to have gained a great deal of applause and 

1 
I. 

popularity by opposing this court, . . . but you 

have hrought it to that point, that either we must 
go from the bench or you from the bar, therefore we 
exclude. you.” So for “contempt of court” their 
names were struck from the list of attorneys. The 
case cam0 for trial. The clerk of‘ the court sought 
to pack his jury, and instead of producing the u free- ~. 
holders’ book ” to select the jury from, presented a 
list’of forty-eight names which he said he had taken 
from that book. Those familiar with the business 
know how easy it is to fix up a panel with such 
names as are desired and can be depended upon 
when a foregone conviction is to be secured. Of 
the forty-eight in this case some were not freehold- 
ers at all ; others held commissions and offices at the 
governor’s pleasure ; others were of the late dis- 
placed magistrates, who had a grudge against Mr. 
Zenger for exposing their official conduct ; besides, . 

there were the governor’s baker, tailor, shoemaker, 
candlemaker, and joiner. But that wicked list was 
Pet aside after muc,h being said, and a jury sum- 
moned in a legal manner. The trial went on. 
Andrew Hamilton of Philadelphia defended Mr. 
Zenger with law, wit,, learning, and eloquence. He . 
admitted the fact of printing and publishing the 
documents, and rested the defense on the truth of 
their assertions. The Attorney-General, Mr. Brad- 

’ ley, said, u Supposing they are true, the law says 
they are not the less libelous for that ; nay, indeed, 
the law says, their 6&g true is an qygravafion oJ 
the crime.” He did (‘not knovr *h&t cot&I bi, s&id 
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: in defense of one who had 80 notoriously scandalized 
the governor and principal magistrates . . j . by 
charging them dith depriving the people of their 

. righta and liberties, and taking away trials by juries, 
and in short putting an end to the law itself. If 
this is not a libel I know not what is Dne. Such 

\ 
yeraons as take such liberties . . . o.ught to 
suffer for stirring up sedition and discontent among 
the people.” L II The chief-justice declared from the bench, that I 
“it is far from being a justification of a libel that 
the cont,ents thereof are true, . . since the gre&r 1. , ‘_ appearance there is of truth, so much the mqre pro- . ” - yoking it is. The jury m?y find that Mr. Zenger tL: ., 

1 printed and publiehed these papers, and Zet%ve it to 
I_ the court to judge whether they are libelous.” That 1. 

.would be to put the dove’s.neck into the mouth of 
r the fox,.and allow him to decide whether he would 

bite it off. Mr. Hamilton replied, and his remarks 
are good.enough to reproduce: 

. This ider of leaving it to the judgment of the court wheth- 
er the worda are libelous or not., in effect renders juries use- 
leae (to say no worse) in many csses. It’ the faults, mistakes, 
nay even the vices ol such a person be private and personal, 
and don’t affect the peace of the pliblic or the liberty or 
property of our neighbor, it ie unmannerly to expose them, 
either by word or writing. But when the ruler of the peo- 

c ple bringa hie personal failings, but much. more his vices, 
into hie adminietration, and the people find themselves 
affected by them, either in their liberties or properties, that 
will alter the case mightily; and all the high things thst are 
said in favor of rulers and of deputies, and upin the side 
0’ power; will not be able to,,stop people’s mouths 

: phen they feel themselvee opprees:d ; I mza L in a free 
: ‘- p’ verrment. It .ia true. in l&es pad it w 6.8 a win28 to 1. 
i, igmak Vu?. W&h :, an I . in i@t lerrib‘e c ):lrf, the Star- 

e . 
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Chamber, many worthy and brave mm ‘euffered for 
doing so ; and yet, even In that court, and in those hard 
times, a great and good mnn durst say, Vhat I hope will not 
be taken amiss of. me to say in this place, namely : “ The 
practice of informations for libels is a sword it+ the hands of 
a wicked king and ‘an arrant coward, to cut down and 
destroy the innocent ;.t.he one caunot because of hi3 high 
standine, aad the other dares not because of his want of 
courage, redress himself in another manner.” 

It is a right which all persons’ claim and are e&led to, 
to complain when they are hurt ; they have a right to pub- 
licly remonslrate against the abuses of power, in the strong- 
eat terms ; to put their neighbors upon their gusrd agalost 
the crafty or open violence of men in authority ; and to 
assert with courage the sense they have of the blessings of , 
liherty, the value they put upon it, an? their resolution at 
all hazards to preserve it as one of the greatest blessings 
beaveu can bestow. Itis a duty which all good men owe to 
their country, to guard against the unhappy i[lfluence of ill 
men when intrusted with power, and espe’cially against these 
creatures and dependants, who, as they are generally more 
necessitous, are surely more covetous and cruel. 

- . 
According to the judge, the jury had but one 

question before them, “Did Zenger publish the 

words charged in the infoi*mationY” That fact WILE 

clear ; nay, he did not deny it, ho confessed it in 

court. - 
My readers will probably notice several. points 

of similarity between Zenper’s case and my own. 

Both were publishers of a weekly paper in New 

York ; hot,h had published matter more or less 

offensive to the ruling powers. The first> jury 

selected in. each case were secured in a singular 

manner, which 1ookPd extremely like “paqking.” 

In each case the conviction was settled upon before 

the trial wan commenced.~ - The judges in either c+se 

. 
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were bitterly opposed to the.accused. In both case8 
the words (‘tendency ” and “tending” played a 

conspicuous part.! It was ‘aimed in both cases to 
convict on a ‘Ctendency.” Testimony was not ad- ’ .’ 
mitted in Zenger’s case as to whether the matter 

wag libelous, neither was it admitted in my catie to 
show the pamphlet cemplained of was not obscene. 
The jury in Zenger’s case were only asked to decide 
whether he published the words complained of, the 

judge reserving the right to decide whether it was 
libelous or not. It was practically the Rame in my own 
case ; Judge Benedict reserved the right to define ob- 
scenity, and did it in such a way as to actually compel 

l the jury to decide the pamphlet obscene. The judge 

in Zenger’e case strongly charged against the ac- 
cused ; the same was true in my case. But there is 
a point where the parallel does not continue. In 
Zenger’s case the jury had the independence to 
maintain their own opinion and to bring in a verdict 
according to the facts and according to justice-not 

guilty. In my case it was not so ; the jury was 
subservient to the will of the judge, wd brought me 
in SC guilty.” Zenger retained his liberty and con- 
ducted hie own business. I wish the similarity con- 
tinued, but I am in prison, and my business snffers 
in consequence. It is seriously to be regretted that 
justice has 80 degenerated in this city in one hundred 
and forty-fibe years, and that juries so often fail to 
do their duty. 

Let me give another littie instanee where power 
undertook to trample to ear! h the rights of a private 
citizen. It once happened that Governor Nicholson, 
of New York, became offended. with one of the 

clergymen of the provinde. They met one day in 
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the public highway. The governor aacosted the ., 
clergyman in a very coarae, brutal manner, a8 wae 
his usual custom, and threatened to cut off the min- 
ister’s eara, slit hie nose, and at last to shoot him 
through the head. The minister being a meek marl, 
a4 well aq a reverend, continued duriug the delivery 
of the governer’s ungentlemanly tirade with his 
head uncovered in the hot sun until he found au 
opportunity to fly to a place of shelter both from the 
abuse and the scorching ray”. He ran to a neigh- 
bor’d house and fell ill of a fever and wrote for a 
doctor, relating the facts, and concluding that the 
governor was crazy, for no man in his right mind 
could behave ao ill. The doctor showed the letter ; 
the governor brought a prosecution against the min- 
ister for publishing “a scandalous, wicked, and sedi- 
tious libel.” It is very likely the governor could 
have found a judge who would have entered vigor- 
ously into the prosecution of the minister and have 
convicted him of sedition and libel, but fortunately 
for the minister, before a jury was constrzccted to 
convict him, and before it went to trial, the yroeecu- 
tie? wag withdrawn by order of Queen Anne. 

ANOTHER UEAN ARTICLR PROM THE “ WIl7NE6S.” 

Before closing thie Already lengthy letter I will 
give another contemptible extract from the l$%tness, 
the ultra-religious daily of this city, of July 2tl. It 
is difficult to de4de whether the artiole war written 
by its friend Anthony Comstock, or whether it is by 
the editor and proprietor, Mr. Dougall. By the 
number of faIsehoo$s it contain8 one would be justi- 
fied in according t,he paternity of the article to 
Anthony himself. * That he, at least, inspired it 
there can be very little doubt. \ 
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D. I& BENNETT. 

On the fifth of lost month, D. M. Bennett wss sentenced 
to thirteen months’imprisonment in the Albany Penitentiary 
by Judge Benedict, of the United States District Oou:t, for 
sending obscene matter through the mails. Since.that time 
Bennett has occupied cell 35 in Ludlow Street Jail, not the 
first effort being made to remove him. Who is to blame for 
ae ting at dptlance the order of t,he court, and why is this 
man who openly and boastingly defied judge, jury, and 
prosecutor allowed to remain in Ludlow Street Jail ? Every 
week this man edits from his cell a sheet containing the 
grossest, vilest, and most libelous articles against the per- 
sons who strive to protect the morals of our community’ by 
suppreseing just ruch evil-doers as D. Id. Bennett. DC takes 
occaeion in this vile sheet to misrepresent the law, pro- 
claiming himself a persecuted man, not because he sold ob- 
scene books (which is virtually admitted) but because his 
theological views do not harmonize with current opinions. 
In this manner he has obtained unwarranted sympathy from 
people who have signed the petition for. his pardon, and 
who are entirely ignorant of the facts in the case. 

’ 

On the 12th of last month we published fifteen reasons 
why Bennett should not be pardoned, and since that time 
we have seen nothing to change our opinion. 

Every effort is being made to secure his pardon, and we 
are informed that a well-known lawyer of this city hre been 
secured for a retainer of $500 to push the petition at Wash- 
ington. Letters and appeals hsve been sent all over the 
country asking for signatures to the petition, which does not 
give the flrst evidence of penitence, but is a bitter attark 
upon the courts, and a denial of the constitutionality of the 
law under which he was convicted. The Constitution pro- 
vides that Congress has a right to say what .@~all or shall 
not he sent through the mails, and the laws of 1888 1872. 
and 1873 specify what is prohibited and declared illegel mat- 
ter. In fact, the entire petition is based upon misrepresen- 
la ions. 

The President is reported as zaylng that the facts in the 
case relative to the pardon of E. H. Heywood, Bennett’s 
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partner, were misstated, and that had.he known what he now’ 
‘does, aeywood would never have been pardoned. He la 
also reported as saying that of all men upwscxlhy of pardon, 
a vender of obscene pictures or literature is that person. It 
ie to be hopeci that the Pardon Clerk in the Attorney-Oener- 
al’d office wiil not repeat the course adopted when Heywood 
petitioned for his pardon, thereby grossly misleading the 
President. In the meantime we look for Bennett’s removal 
to the penitentiary to whir& he wag sentenced. 

There is at least a dozen lies in this short article. 
It possibly was not a good’day with the Witness 
for lies ; but the meanness and base insinuationa 
of the article will make .up for the paucity of false-’ 
hoods. Let’s enumerate them : 

e 1. Judge Benedict is not of the United States 
District Court. He is of the United States Circuit 
Court. 2. Efforts have been made to remove me to 
the Albany Penitentiary. Cornstock. has urged the 
matter upon the Assistant District-Attorney with 
his entire ability, and he has been very angry be- 
cause I have not been so removed. 3. My papers do 
not weekly contain libels or falsehoods against Com- 
stock. They contain truths, irovable truths, .if 
Cornstock will only take the legal steps to have them 
demonstrated. 4. I have not misrepresented the 
law nor proclaimed myself different from what I 
am. A gross outrage has been committed upon me. 
5. I have not sold obscene books. I have hardly 
seen gne for twenty-five ydars. 6. I have lzot virtu- 
ally admitted that I have sold any obscene or inde- 
cent books, but have constantly peraisted to the 
c gltrary. 7. I have not obtained unwarranted sym- 
pathy. The amount extended has been great, it is 
true, but there have been legitimate grounds for all 

I, 

. 

of it. 8. Those who have signed the petitions MB 

. \ 
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not ignorant of the facts of the case. They have 
generally been well informed. The WZtnes.9 has no 
chance to knowanything about what the informa- 
tion of signers is. 9. Every effort has no& been 
made to secure a pardon for me. Comstock, Bone- 
diet, Colgate, the W’itmw, the Christian press, 
the clergy, and a large part of the. members of 
tbe churches, have made no effort in that direc- 
tion. 10. A lawyer in this city has not been re- 
tained to Pugh the petition in Washington for a 
retainer of $500 or any other sum. 11. The Con- 
stitution does mot provide that Congress has the 
right to say what shall or shall not be sent through 

. the maila (iu a moral point of view), 12. The peti-’ 
tion is-nod based upon misrepresentations. There is 
not a word of misrepresentation connected with it. 
Every word is true. 13. I don’t. believe the Pres& 
dent used any such language as the Witness attrib- 
utes to him, but that it is simply one of Comstock’s 
lies. 

The almonition and hint to the Pardon Clerk is 
wholly uncalled for. He undoubtedly understands 
his business far better than the Witness is able to 

. tell it to him. it is only a piece of sectarian inso- 
lence for it to undertake to dictate to that able oni- 
cer. This self-righteous sheet should not allow its 
hatred of an. oppressed man thus to get the better of 
the good sense an intelligent sheet ought naturally to 
have. *It also needlessly shows its venom in being 
so extra anxious to have me conveyed to the Albany 
Penitentiary. It is hardly probable, were Jesus ’ 
here, that he would be so very solicitous that I 
should be subjected to a worse prison. 
knows how it is himself ; he had much 

Perhaps he 
to feel from 
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the enmity and cruelty of bad men; and I have 
often thought what a pity it is that the religion he 
is said to have founded should mllke men soGruel, 
so oppressive, so bloodthirsty, so intolerant, and so 
mean. Let the Witness rest assured dmt there is 
good reason for my being retained here for the 
present, and it is by the orders of those who have 
the right to direct. Let it try and possess its soul . 
in patience, if it has a soul. 

Another word of advice to the Witness. If i&is 
in the habit of letting Anthony Comstock’s articles 
into its columns as editorials, it had better discon- 
tinue the practice at once. He will be likely to fill 
it with more lies than half a dozen other contribu- 
tors. If Mr. Dougall writes those lying articles, and 
they are the best he can do, he had better pick up his 
traps, hasten back to Montreal, confine himself to 
the parent establishment of the Witness, and try to 
learn to tell the truth. 

Dear readers, I will detain you no longer at this 
time. Good-bye till next week. D. M. B. 

. 

rl 
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CELL 36, LUDLOW ST. JAIL, July 14,1879. 

DEAE READERS OF TIIE TRUTH SEEKER : Day 

- 
succeeds day, week succeeds week, inside prison 

walls much as outside, though the days seem 

longer and the weeks seem to move along more 

slowly to one who is deprived of bberty. In the 

busy cares of life there is so much to occupy the at- 

tention-so much to be accomplished-that the days 

seem too short and the weeks flit away all too rapidly. 

In prison it is not so. The yearning for liberty and 

the pleasures of active life is oonstant, and the con- 

tinual realization that life is being robbed of its 

sweets, and that a gross injustice is being done, 

makes the hours, the days, and the weeks hang 

heavily, and take themselves away with stolid indif- 

ference. Still they do pass, and the sixth week of 

my imprisonment is now pretty well spent. My 

health is pretty goocl again; and my mind in as 

equable a state as could be expected under the cir- 

cnmstances. / . . 

The question that occupies my own mind, as well . 
as the minds of many thousands of sympathizing 

friends all over the country, is, Will the President 

open my prison doors and bid me enjoy the liberty 

to which I am justly entitled ? There is, probably; 

reasonable progress being made in. this direction. 

The appeals to the President from the two opposing 
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partres are strong and persistent. The *party or iu- 
fluence which placed me where I am is most anxious 
that I should be retained in prison. Most unjust de- 
mands from the religious press, from the highest 
dignitaries of the church, the clergy of this city 
almost en masse, large numbers of the ordinary 
clergy of the country, and influential members of the 
laity, have been warmly and persistently urged 
against me. Probably in no case in the history of 
our country has there been such a spontaneous inter- 
est manifested by the religious or sectarian portion of 
the country to have the stern rigors of the law meted 
out to a condemned man. To a disinterested and 
uninformed observer, the opinion must be strong 
that I am a very vile and dangerous character, and 
that having my liberty for the next twelve 
months would endanger the virtue and happiness of 
the entire country. How different are the facts. I 
am one of the most inoffensive of individuals, as 
earnestly in search of the truth as any person in the 
whole wide land. If I find the truth, I delight in 
making it known, and for this reason those who are 
interested in perpetuating antiquated errors and in 
keeping the people in ignorance and trusting cre- 
dulity regard me as an enemy. I am sure they are 
mistaken, I am not the enemy of any honeat, 
truthful person, and I know I wish’ to act the part of 
r. friend to the mass of my fellow-beings. If I see 
them struggling under a load of error, I instinctively 
wish to relieve them of, their burden, to turn them 
from the ways that lead to mental bondage, and to 
set their feet in the beautiful paths of truth and 
peace. If 1 could do this by all my fellow-mortals, 

_ SO that lie -might be a pleasure to them instead of 
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an existence of fear, foreboding, and terror, the cup 
of my happiness would be filled. 

. It gives me great pleasure to announce that my 
friends are far from idle. Such au uprising on the 
part of t,he people in favor of an oppressed man- - 
asking that simple jnstice be done him-has never 
been known in this country, and probably in no other. 

I am hardly at liberty to speak of just what is 
being done, but may say that every reasonable , 
effort is being made in my behalf. On the 9th inst. 
two of my friends had an audience of some three 
hours with the President, and the merits of my case 
were pretty thoroughly discussed. The President, 
in alluding to the appeals that had been made to him 
to restore me to liberty, said it surpassed anything 
that had ever been known since the nation had an 
existence. It was estimated that petitions from all 
parts of the country, bearing, in the aggregate,. one 
hundred and ten thousand signatures, besides some 
twelve thousand private letters in the same direction, 

-had been received. While the conference was being 
held, a petition was brought in from Brooklyn with 
five thousand names. They are still coming in 
at the rate of five thousand names per day. 
The entire aggregate will undoubtedly exceed 
two hundred thousand names. When was the like 
ever known. before ? If any man ever had cause to 
be grateful for the sympathy aud interest manifested 
by his fellow-men, I certainly am that man. I am 
sure I shall never be able to discharge the debt 
which has thus been laid upon me. And if I ulti- 
mately have to serve out my.entire term, the mem- 
ory of the kindness that has been shown towards me . 
by so many good friends will cheer my heart and 
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make the dreary days pass far more pleasantly. It 
is most happifying to realize that the world is not 
all made up of Comstocks, Colgatea, and Benedicts. 

It would seem, in view of the fact that three 
United St,ates judges had passed upon my case and 
had not seen fit to grant me a new trial, that the 

, President had about concluded not to interfere in 
the matter and to let the sentence of the court be 
carried out ; but the demand for justice for me has 
been so great and widespread, and he has become so 
well convinced that I have committed no offense 
against law or morality-that I did not have a fair 
and impartial trial ; that it was impelled by a mixed 
feeling of revenge, intolerance, and oppression on 
account of difference of religious views-that my 
friends now think he will ultimately deem it his 
duty to interpose‘ and prevent a great wrong being 
enforced against an unoffending individual. 

The President is undoubtedly placed in a very 
embarrassing position. On the one hand the rich 
and powerful Christian element of the country 
are clamoring that my incarceration be continued 
until the sentence is executed. They represent me 

’ as a great criminal, and insist that my sentence is too 
light ; that the judge wae far too merciful towards 
me, and that the cause of morality and the welfare 
of the rising generation will be greatly endangered 
if I am set at liberty. On the other hand is this 
surging tide flowing in, wave after wave, dashing 
against the solid rock of the government, asking for 
justice and mercy for one who has done no wrong 
and injured no one, Probably the Chief Magistrate 
would gladly have this cup pass by him and not be 
obliged to interfere, but that is impossible ; he must 
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either, by withholding his hand, decide that I must 
remain in prison still a year, or he must perform an 
act of justice and open the prison doors which now 
shut me from the pleasant outside world and de- 
prive me of intercourse with my fellow-men. Let 

’ it be hoped that the Executive will deem it his duty 
to do what he .considers right and just in the 
premises. 

It is believed that the President is fully convinced 
I 

that the statute under which I am convicted is . 
wrong and should be repealed. He agrees with 
Attorney-General Devens and the Department of 
Justice that it is not the province of the general 
Government to take cognizance of acts of obscenity 
or dealing in obscene publications, and that such 
matters belong wholly to the state governments 
where the offenses are committed. He is also aware 
that this is a case of sectarian persecution, beaause I 

. have the independence to avow and maintain unpop- . 
ular opinions ; and he has been informed that the 
proceedings were inaugurated by an unprincipled 
enemy who was actuated by a spirit of personal 
revenge. With most good men, he .doubtless re- 
grets that it is possible for such.an individual to be 
able to wield and manipulate the courts of the United 

/ .. States to execute his petty revenges and crush any 
person who has offended him. 

III view of all these facts-that the trial was very 
unfair ; that the judge charged the jury in such a 
way, and laid down such definitions that, if they 
regarded his inetructions, they could not help bring- 
ing in a verdict of guilty ; that the offense, if an 

. -_ offense at all, was extremely trivial and ret deserv- 
ing of such severity ; that the charge was only a 



pretext used for the purpose of exercising religiouti 
intolerance and rigor-let us all hope that the Presi- 
dent will see the justice and propriety of staying 
the hand of oppression that is raised over a prostrate 
individual, and say to him, “Arise ; go forth from 
prison ; be free!” . 

Let me recur to various prosecutions that have 
taken place in the times that have passed. 

TBIALS UNDER TBE SEDITION LAWS. 

I will next give a very limited* number of 
\ 

cases 
under the justly odious Alien and Sedition laws, 
which, ninety years ago, were considered as consti- 
tutional as the Comstock postal law has been within 
the last six years. 

’ In l’i’88, Matthew Lyon, a native of Ireland, a 
Revolutionary soldier, a member of Congress, and an 
editor of a newspaper in Vermont, was brought to 
trial under the sedition law for “ a false,plalicious, 
and seditious libel.” He had published in his news- 
paper a somewhat severe attack upon the Federalista 
then in power. The article alleged to be “ sedi- 
tious ” was a letter written and mailed at the seat of 
government seven days before and published nine 
days after the passage of the sedition law itself. 
The trial was a political one. Judge Patterson, 
United States Circuit Judge of Vermont (the same 
grade of ofiice filled by Benedict), charged that the . 
jury bad nothing whatever to do with the constitu- 
tionality of the sedition law. “Congress has said’ 
that the author and publisher of seditious libels is to 
be punished.” ‘( The only question you are.to de- , 
term&e is, . . . Did Mr. Lyon publish the - . 
writing ? . . . Did he do BO s&litiously, with 
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the intent of making odious or contemptible the 
President and Government and bringing them both 
into disrepute P” 

Mr. Lyon was found guilty and punished by a fine 
of $1,000 and imprisonment for four months. The 
“ seditious libel ” would now be thought quite a 
moderate editorial, or “letter from our corre- 
spondent 2’ but his imprisonment was enforced with 
such rigor that his constituents threatened t? tear 
down the jail, which he restrained them from doing. 
(Wharton, 333 ; 4 Jefferson’s Works, 262.) 

CASE OF THOMAS COOPER. 

In 1799, Thomas Cooper, a native of England, 
residing at Northumberland, Pennsylvania, published 
a handbill reflecting severely upon President John 
Adams. He was prosecuted by an information ex 
oficio in the Circuit Court for Pennsylvania, and 
brought to trial before Judge Chase, already referred 
to, charged with “ a false, scandalous, and malicious 
attack ” on the Presiden.t. Judge Chase charged 
the jury in this way : “ A republican government 
can only be destroyed in two ways-the introduc- 
tion of luxury, or the licentiousness of the press. 
This latter is the more slow, but most sure and cer- 
tain means of bringing about the destruction of the 
government.” He made a fierce and violent har- 
angue, arguing the case against the defendant with 
as much spirit as has since several times been 
evinced by United States judges, and as was shown 
in my case. In fact, the judge was the prosecutor 
as really as was Judge Benedict. The pliant jury, 
as in my case, found the aGGUSed “guilty,” and he 
was lined $400 and sent to prison for four mbnths. 
(Wharton, 969.) 
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CASE OF MR. CALLENDER. 

In 1799 and 1600, Mr. Callender, a native of Eng- 
laud, then residing at Richmond, Virginia, pub- 
lished a pamphlet called “ The Prospect Before Us,” 
full of the common abuse of Mr. Adams and his 

, administration. He was indicted for a false, mali- 
c:ioua, and seditious libel, and brought to trial before 
the same Judge Chase, who pressed the sedition law 
with inquisitorial energy and executed it with in- 
tolerant rigor. As he started for Richmond to hold 
the trial, he declared “he would teaeh the lawyers in 
Virginia the difference between the liberty and the 
licentiousness of the press.” Be told the marshal 
“not to put any of those creatures called Democrats 
on the jury,” and he likened himself “to a school- 
master who wan to turn the unruly boys of Virginia 
courts over his knee and give them a wholesome 
chastisement,.” 

Some of the ablest lawyers of Virginia were en- 
ga.ged for the defense. But they could not secure 
any decent regard for the common forms of law or 
the claims of justice. The judge would not grant 
the delay usual in such cases and indispensable tb 
the defense. He refused to allow the defendant’s 
counsel to examine their most important witnesses, 
aud allowed them to put none but written questions 
which had been subjected to and approved of by 
him. The defendant was not allowed to prove the 
truth of any statements alleged to be libelous by es-’ 
tnblishing the truth of one part through one witness 
and another through a different one. His counsel was 
not allowed to argue to the jury that the law was un- 
constitutional. Said the judge, CL We all know that ja- 
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ritcti have the right to decide the law as well as the fart, 

and the Constitution ia the supreme law of the land.” 
u Then,” said Mr. Wirt, counsel for the defendant., 

u since the jury have a right to conRider the law, and 
since the Constitution is law, it is certainly ~yllo- 

gistic that t.he jury have a right to consider the 

Constitution ;” whereupon the judge exclai.med, “ A 
ston .seg&lur, sir ! Sit down, sir ! ” Mr. Wirt took 
his eeat. The judge declared Cc a right is given to 
the jury to determine what the law is in the case he- 

fore them, and not to decide whether a statute is law 
or not, or whether it is void under an opinion that it 
is unconstitutional.” “It appears to me the right 
now claimed has a direct tendency to dissolve the 

Union. No citizen of knowledge and information 
will believe without very strong and ipdubitable 
proof that Congress will, intentionally, make any 
law in violation of the Federal Constitution. If 
such a case should happen, the mode of redress is 
pointed out in the Constitution.” It was obvious 
that Congress bad made laws in violation of the 
Constitution, and he insisted the jury should enforce 
those laws again& their own conscience. After all 
his violent in justice he, of course declared “ the de- 
cisions of courts of justice will not be iniluenced by 
politica{ and local principles and prejudices.” The 
packed jury found the prieoner guilty, and he was 
sentenced to imprisonment nine months and to pay 
a fine of $iOO. (Wharton, 45, 688.) 

But Virginia was too high-spirited to bear this. 
Yes, my readers: the whole nation was too fond of 
justice and liberty to allow such wickedness to pro- 
ceed in the name of law. ‘( Virginia was in a flame;” 
the lawyers ‘( throughout the country were stung to 
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tbe ouiyk.” The Alien and Sedition laws ruined . 
the admini@ration, and sent Mr. Adams-who never 
favored them-toprivatelife. His successor, Thomas 
Jefferson, said, “ I discharged every person under 
puniehment or prosecution under the sedition law, 
because I considered, and now consider, that law to 
be a nullity as absolute and as palpable as if Con- 
gress had ordered us to fall down and worship a 
golden image” (4 Jefferson, Correspondence, in 
Wharton, 721). It is not difficult to understand 
what the same Thomas, Jefferson would now say, 
were he here, in reference to the law passed by Con- 
gress in 1873, authorizing postmasters and their 
clerks to examine into the moral quality of mail 
matter and to throw out such as they found did not 
come up to the regulation standard. It is very safe 
to oonclude that he would not agree upon this sub- 
ject with Judges Benedict and Blatchford. There is 
some consolation in knowing that Judge Chase was 
impeached by the House of Representatives, tried 
by the Senate, and only escaped condemnation by 
the prejudice of political partisans. As it was, a 
majority were in favor of his condemnation, but the 
Constitution properly requires two-thirds. Judge 
Chase escaped by this provision, but his in0uence 
was gone. He never was popular again. Ii would 
be but justice if come of our present United St.ates 
judges were served in a similar way. 

The Alien and Sedition laws, which sought to gag 
the people and crush the liberty of the press, soon 
were wiped from the statute books. On tbe Fourth 
of July, 1840, Congress passed a law to pay Mr. 
Lyon and others the full amount of the fine and 
oosts levied upon them, with interest to date of pay 
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ment. A committee of the House had made a report 
on Lyon’s case, stating that “the law was unconsti- 
tutional, null, and void, passed uuder a mistaken 
‘exercise of undelegated power,” and that the mistake 
ought to be remedied by returning the fine so ob- 
tained, with interest thereon. (2 Seas. 26 Cong. 
Doe. 86, Ho. I&p., Wharton, 344, 679.) 

It would be but a similar act of justice should our 
present Congress, during its session next winter, de- 
clare the Comstock postal law of Mar&B, 18’1.3, u un- 
constitutional, null, and void, passed under a mis- 
taken exercise of undelegated power,” and pass an act 
restoring to every person who has been unjustly 
fined and imprisoned under it the amount of the 
fines and costs, with interest, as well as a reasonable 
allowance for the time and detriment to businesa on 
the part of those who have been i.mpriaoned under it. 
That would be nearer simple justice than anything 
Congress has enacted for many a day. The Alien 
and Sedition law, went by the board. The Fugitive 
Slave law, and all the laws pertaining to hunting 
down fugitives from bondage, went by the board; 
and now let this vile, unconstitutional Comstock 
law, which seeks to crush free speech and free press, 
also go by the board. 

CASE OF GERVINUS IN GEEMAITF. I ‘1 
i, 

\ Perhaps it will be well, in connection with the op 
pression of the freedom of speech and of the press 
in England and America, to give an instance from 
Germany. The effort of tyranny to crush out the 
natural liberties of man has been much the same in 
all countries. 

In 1853 Dr. Gervinus, Professor of History in the 
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University of Heidelberg, in Germany, published % 
little volume of about two hundred pages, X‘ An ir :_ 
troduction to the History of the Ninteenth Celc- 
tury.” He was one of the moat enlightened m&n of 
his time-a man of great genius for philosophical 
investigation of human history, and endowed with 
such culture and learning a8 is not common, even in 
that home of learned men. His book, designed only 
for scholars, and hardly intelligible to the majority 
of readers, even in America, sets forth the great, 
fact-the democratic tendency of mankind-as 
ebown in all history. 

Gervinus was seized snd brought to trial on the 
24th of February, 1883, at &Jannheim, charged with 
publishing a work against constitutional monarchy, 
intending thereby to depose the lawful head of the 
state, the Grand Duke Charles Leopold, and with 
changing and endangering the Constitution, “ dis- 
turbing the public tranquillity and order, and incnrr- 
ing the guilt of high treason.” For his trial the judge 
purposely selected a small room, that many people 
might not be able to hear what Gervinus had to 8ai. 
But that my readers may know some of the things 
be did say, I will here quote Borne passages of the 
English translation of the preface to. the little 
volume. . 

I offer nothing purely theoretical or speculative, and as 
few opinions and conclusions as can possibly be given in a 
histcrical narrative. The work finally reaches a period 
when the prrsent and the future becomes its subject, and 
when, therefore, it can no longer relate any events of his- 
tory which have been completed, and is confined to a simple _ 
statement of the&et that opposite opiniona exist, and mai 
yet be advanced, concerning the problem of the future. 
Theso opinions are themselves weighed against otie another, 
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but their value is not determined by dogmae, or phrase&, 
or declamations, but simply by facts. If the balance incline 
toward a more liberal form of government, toward demo- 
cratic inetitutions, and therefore toward self-governmeot, 
and the participation of the many rather than of the fet in 
the affairs of the btste, I am not to blame, nor is it my ordi- 
nance, but that of history and of Providence. My work is 
only what all historical narration should be-a vindication 
of the decrees of Providence; and to revolt against them 
appears to me neither pious, in a moral point of view, nor 
wise in a political. That *which is proved by the most 
remarkable facts of history will not be altpred in the small- 
est degree by th:: suppression of my work or by my con- 
demnation. The charge on this head is absurdity, since no 
rational end can be attained by it. It aims at the supprea- 
eion of truth, which, should I not tell it, will be ever louder 
and louder proclaimed by Cbe facls of hidmy. 

. 

To believe sucha thing possible ie a proof how limited an 
idea exists in the eager inquiring going on after knowledge 
and truth, the B rnrce and origin of all knowledge. There 
will always be so eager a demand for a history of the present 
time that, even should I be prevented, ten otbers would 
arise only to proclaim the louder and to repeat the oftener 
tho truth which is here suppreased. To believe that the 
philosophy of history can be silenced by persecution, argue8 
an entire ignorance even of the external mechanism of 
philosophy. A political pamphlet, intended to serve a par- 
ticular purpose at a parliculsr period, may be suppressed. 
The author of such a pamphltt, bent on agitation, cau easily 
coneole himself for its suppre?s’oo. It has cost him little 
time and trouble; it is*only a means to al end; one means 
out of meny means, any of which, when this is loet. will 
aetve the author aa well. But it is not thus with philosoph- 
ical torks It is not thus with the work byfore me., This 
book is deeply rooted in the vocation of my whole life, and 
ira the end of my philosophical research; I have prepared 
myself for it by the labor of years, and the labor of years 
will be necessary for ita completior. I have reached a time 
of life when I c n neither change my vocation nor even 
cease to labor in lhis vocat.ioo. I am also 80 imbued ,wi h 

. 



my philosophy, that even if I could change, I would not. 
1 may be hindered in the prosecution of the work for four 
mouths, but in the fifth I shall return to it. For a judicial 
sentence cannot arrest (like a mere pampble!) the philosoph- 
icnl scheme interwoven into a whole ezistence. 

IP it is possible that this inlrcductiou can be condemned 
in Germany; that it can be prohibited ; that by these means 
the work should be strangled in its birth, then the philoso- 
phy of history no longer has a place in Germany. The tri- 
buns1 of Baden wilf havegiven the first blow in pronouncing 
judgment on a matter which ig purely philosophical; and 
Ge;many, whose freedom of philosophical research haz 
bees her pride end her boast, of which even the various 
administrations of the nation have never been jealous, will 
receive a ahock such es she never before sustained. 

My book is on so strictly a philosophical plan, and treetz 
of such comprehensive historical questions, that., properly, 
no judgment of any value could be pronounced upoil it by 
the professional historian, of whom there not two dozen in 
Germany. Among tbem there has not, to this hour, been 
found one competent to giv en opinion in a few weeks on a 
book which is the fruit of kalf a life. On the other hand, there 
was Boone whole set of fanatical partisans and obstrepeiouz 
bunglers in a neighboring press, who in eight daya bed con- 
demned this .work, in some instance+-, by callinq it a hitor- 
ical commonplace, and in others a political pamphlet with 
“de&~&se tqdez&u.” At the z$me time, in a manner 
easily accounted for. under the influence of such en expres- 
aion of public opinion, irnd almost before another could 
meke’itself heard, accusations were made against the book, 
and it was confiscated. Let no one take it amiss if, in the 
urgency of my defense, I for a moment lay aside modesty, 
es far as such r&de&y might prove injurious to my cause. 
My work demonstrates a law of historical development, 
which I do not elaim as my property or as originating in 
fhe, but which had been demonstrated more than two thou- 
sand years ago by the greatest thinkers of all ages, derived 
frdm observations on the history of the Grecian state.. To 
repeat a law which has already been demonstrated ought to 
Rppeer but a trifling circumstance, and indaeJ might merit 

- 
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the term of an historical commonplace ; we could even sup- 
pose it might be mentioned in a popular aa well as a philo- 
sophical bol k. N&ertheless this law has been scarcely twice 
repeated in the course of two thousand years, and then only 
by two imittitors, whoscarcely understood its whole purport, 
though they were the most thinking heads of the most 
thinking nations-Machiavelli in Italy and Hegel in Ge’r- 
many. I s4emoly ask of the whole philosophical wbrld if 
my words CWI be gainaaid, and to name for me the third, by 
whom the Aristotelian law, of which I @peak, has been re- 
peated and understood. I have ventured to consider the 
thought of Aristotle, and to apply it to the history of 
modern European states, and I found it confirmed by a 
series of developments which have occupied two thousand 
years. I also found that the whole series of events conflrm- 
atory of this law (self-deduced from experience) are not yet 
entirely fulfilled. Like the astronomer, who, from a known 
tract&d of the path of a newly discovered planet, calcula\.ee 
its whole couree, I venture to di?ine that which is still 
wanting, and which may yet take centuries to complete. I 
turned silently to those whose profession was the study of 
history, to prove the justice bf my calculations ; I handed 
my book over t3 coming generations and coming centuries, 
with the silent demand, when the required aeries of events 
shall be ,fulfilled, then to pronounce the finU sentencr, 
whether this case, in its purport as now explained, be just 
or not. This is the philosophical character, and these the 
contents of my book-no more than was indespensably neo 
essary to moke this calculation. And now comes the charge 
nnd pronounces that in the character of the pampleteer I 
have endeavored to excite a revolution in the Qrand Duchy 

of Baden or in the German Confederation. 

r 

On !he 8th of March the trial came to a close. 

On account of his hostility to constitutional mon-, 
archy, and his declaration of its weakness, his denial 
of its good will (towards the people), and his repre- 
senting that the American Democracy was u a uni- 
vcrsal necessity and a desirable fa.ct,” senten& 

. 
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$8 pronounced against him, condemning him to an 
imprisonment of four months and ordering his book 
to be destroyed. Here is a striking instance of 
empty-headed despots trampling to the‘dust a man 
of thought, whose only purpose was to give the 
development of history and to thereby benefit his 
race. It was of the same character as is the oppres- 
sion now sought to be imposed on the intellect and 
the free expression of opinion on philosophical sub- * 
jeots in our own country. Despotism is ever the 
same. 

TYRANNY IN NEW ENGLAND. 

The same disposition to punish a man for daring 
to think and express his thoughts on historical sub- 
jects has been shown in New England within the 
present century. In July, 1834, Rev. George R. 
Noyes, a Unitarian minister at Petersham, Massa- 
chusetts, a retired scholar, a blameless man of fine 
abilities and very large attainments in theological 
learning, wrote an elaborate article in the C’hrtstian 
Braminer, the organ of the “Liberal Christir,ns ” in 
America, in which he maintained that Jesus of._ 
Nazareth is not the Messiah predicted in the Old 
Testament. “ It is difficult,” said this accomplished 
theologian, ‘( to point out any predictions which have 
been properly filled in Jesus.” Peter and Paul 
found the death and resurrection of Jesus in the 
16th Psalm, but they U were in an error, which 
should not surprise us, for the evangelists and apos- 
tles never claimed to be inspired reasoners and inter- ’ 
preters.” ‘( They partook of the errors and preju- 
dices of their age in things in ‘which Christ had not 
instruct& them.” “The commonly received doa- 
trine of the inspiration of all the writings includ& 
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in the Bible is a millstone bung around its neck [the / 
neck of Christianity] sufficient to sink it.” 

The article was written with. remarkable candor 
and moderation, and indicated a devout and holy 
purpose in the author. 

The doctrines were by no means new. But Hon. 
James T. Austin, who was the attorney-general of 
the state, his attention being called to it by an anon- 
ymous writer in a newspaper, attacked Mr. Noyes’ 
article, thus giving vent to his opinion thereon: 
“ He considers its learning very ill bestowed,% re- 
search is worse than useless, and that its tendency 
is to strike down one of the pillars on which the 
fabric of Christianity is supported.” “ Its tendency 
is to shook the pious, confound the unlearned, over- 
whelm those who are but moderately versed in the 
recondite investigations of theology, and above all 
to open an arsenal whence all the small wits of the 
Infidel army may supply themselves with arms. Its 
greater evil is to disarm the. power of public opin- 
ion.” CL It certainly disarms to a great degree the 
pdwerof the law” (16 Examiner, 321; 17 ibid, 127). 

What is the freedom of opinion and the rights of 
conscience worth to such a man clothed in a little ” 
brief authority ? This attorney-general was a Com- 
etook and a Fiero combined in one. The chance for 
an unbeliver would be about as good in his hands as 
in theirs. How similar the charge also that has 
been brought against me by the religious press and 
by my prosecutors to that brought against the 
mild and moderate-spoken Rev. Mr. Noyes. They 
think “my researches worse than useless,” ‘( That 
the tendency (there is that word tendency again) of 
my w ritings is to strike down the pillars on which 
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the fabric of Christianity is supported. “ (If it had 
been the fables and fallacies on which it rests, it 
would have been more correct.) u Their Lienclency 

iu to shock the pious, confound the unlearned, over- 
whelm those who are but moderately versed in the 
recondite investigations of theology,” etc., etc. That 
is what Colgate, Crosby, Joe Cook, Benedict, Blatch- 
ford, Comstock, Prime, Dougall, Abbott, and all the 
rest of them hate me so for. They are afraid that 

the tenclelzcy of what I have to say will expose the 
hypocrisy of their pretensions; that I will induce 
people to examine and think for themselves, and 
that I shall thereby spoil the nice trade by which 
seventy thousand clergymen manage to live in ease 
and luxury upon the hard earnings of the working . 
classes, without having to soil their hands or their 
fine broadcloth by doing so much as to raise a 
hill of beans with which to feed themselves and 
their families. They dislike me for this far more 
than for mailing a copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes.” If I 
would only let their little game alone, they would 
not object to my selling all the u Cupid’s Yokes ” I 
please. 

But though the Rev. Mr. Noyes was presented to 
the grand jury;and an attempt was made to indict 
him for blasphemy, a bill was not found against 
him. It probably contained men of sounder sense 
than those who composed the petit jury by which I 
was tried. They deemed it prudent to let the 
learned Rev. Mr. Noyes continue to entertain such 
views as his conscience and reason dictated. The 
trial was never carried to completion, and-he after- 
ward became Professor of Theology in the Divinity 
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s&o01 at Cambridge. He was an honor to himself, 
his sect, and to his race. ^ ’ 

When laws are unjustly severe, demanding a pnn- 
ishment highly excessive, juries often refuse to con- 
vict, though I am sorry to say that on my trial it 
was not the case. Judges oannot always ooerce 
juries to bring in such verdicts as they wish. Ex- 
amples of this kind are not uncommon in trials for 
capital offenses, and this is more the case’now than 
a few centuries ago, when judges usurped more the 
duties and privileges of juries than they have dared 

d ’ to undertake in later times. The judge, however, 
who prosecuted me, and pretended to act the part 

. of an impartial arbiter, presumed about as far in 
* this direction as was attempted by Kelyng, Soroggs, 

or Jefferies. 
“Do you take notice of that juryman dressed in 

blue P” asked one of the judges in the Old Bailey, 
on a certain occasion of Judge Narss. “ Yes,” was 
the response. (‘Well, then, take my word for it, 
there will not be a single conviction to-day for any 
capital offense.” And so it turned out. The u gen- 
tleman in blue ” thought it unjust and wicked, oon- 
trary to justice and the ultimate purpose of law, to 
hang men, and he was faithful enough to adhere to 
his convictions and his sense of right and not send his 
fellow-men to the gallots. There was hardly a 
Lc gentleman in blue ” on the jury that tried me. It 
is to be hoped the time will oome when juries will 
be partially composed, at least, of “gentlemen in 
blue.” 

To prevent the moral independenoe of juries from 
dcfeatingthe despotic aim of interested judges and 
attorneys, the court often questions jurors before- 

c 
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hand and excludes from the panel all who have the 
independence to think the statute improper or unfit 
for application. This is a piece of tyranny which 
should not be tolerated in a free country. It would 
be as unfair to exclude men from legislatures and 
from the polls on such a pretext as from the jury box. 

JUDGES AND JURIES. 

Sometimes the statute is so framed that the jurors 
by lheir verdict tell an apparent falsehood or com- 
mit a great injustice. When it was a capital offense 
in England to steal forty shillings, and evidence 
made it plain that the a.caused had actually stolen 
eight or ten times that value, juries frequently _ 
brought in a verdict of stealing thirty-nine sMlings. 
They preferred telling what seemed to be a lie ,’ 
to sending a man to his death for stealing fifteen or 
twenty dollars. The verdict of not guilty would 

have been equally just and merciful, but they were 
oompelled to admit that the accused had stolen. 

Tyrannical and corrupt judges have often sought 
to frighten juries from the exercise of all commend- 
able discretion, either moral or intellectual. \To 
that end they have often threatened before the ver- 
dict, and punished them when the decision was not 
as desired. To compel the jurors to agree in a 
unanimous verdict, they have often been kept with- 
out “fire or water, food or bed,” until they came to 
a conclusion. If eleven were of one mind and the 
twelfth not convinced, the refractory juror was fined 
or put in jail. (Forsyth, 241, 243.) If the verdict, I 
when unanimously given, did not satisfy ihe’ judge, 
the jurors were often punished. Who acquitted 
Throkmorton and Penn ? When John Lilburne was 
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tried for his life in 1653, he censured the authorities 
which prosecuted him, and appealed to the “ honor- 
able jury-the keepers of the liberties of England.” 
They found him not guilty, and were themselves 
brought before the council of state for punishment. ’ 
“ Thomas Greene, of Snowhill, tallow-chandler, fore- 
man of the jury, being asked what were the grounds 
and reasons that moved him to find Lilburne not 
guilty, said that he discharged his conscience in what 
he then did, and that he would give no further answer 
to any questions which should be asked him upon that 
matter” (1 St. Tr., 445). This was in the time of 
Cromwell ; but as the people were indignant at his 
tyrannical conduct in that matter, and his inaolent 
attempt to punish the jurors, they escaped without 
fine or imprisonment. 

Indeed, more than one hundred and twenty-five 
years before this, Thomas Smith had declared “such 
doings to be very violent, tyrannical, and contrary 
to the liberty apd customs of the realm of England:” 
Sir Matthew Hale said at a later day, ‘( It would be 
a most unhappy case for the judge himself, if. the 
prisoner’s fate depended upon his directions ; nn- 
happy also for the prisoners, for if the judge’s opin- 
ion must rule the verdict, the trial by jury would be _ 
useless ” (6 St. Tr., 967). 

The infamous Judgo Kelyng waa particularly hos- 
tile to the jury, throwing aside (‘ all regard to mod- 
eration and decency.” He compelled the grand jury 
of Somersetshire to tlnd an indictment against their 
conscience-reproaching Sir Hugh Wyndham, the 
foreman, as “ the head of a faotion.” He said to the . 
jury, (‘ You are all my servants, and I will make the 
best in England stoop.” He said it was a misde- 
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meanor for them to discriminate between murder 
and manslaughter ; that was for the court to de- 
termine. 

Let it be remembered that, after the verdict 
had been rendered in my case, a part of the jury 
declared that but for the definition and demacds of 
Judge Benedict,.a verdict of acquittal would‘readily 
have been rendered. 

Several persons in Kelynq’s time were indicted for 
u attending a conventicle “-a place of worship. 
The jury acquitted them, contrary to hjs wish, and 
he fined the jurors $334 apiece, and put them in jail 
until it was paid. On another occasion this servae 
creature of Charles IL fined and imprisoned all the 
jurors because they convicted of manslaughter a man 
whom he wanted to hang. Judge Benedict was sub- 
jected to no such necessity. He found his jury very 
easily molded to his wishes. 

In 1680 Chief-Justice Scroggs was brought up , 
before the House of Commons for discharging a 
refractory grand jury.” Sir Fran& Winnington 
said : “If the judges, instead of acting by law* 
shall be actuated by their own ambition, and 
endeavor to get promotion rather by worshiping the 
rising sun than doing justice, this natiorrwill soon 
be reduced to a miserable condition. As faults com- 
mitted by judges are of more dangerous consequence 
than others to the public, so there do not want pre- , 
c :dents of severer chastisements for them than for 
others ” (4,Parl. Hist., 1,224). This gentleman had 
a 1 ively appreciation of the tyranny and corruption. 
of unprincipled and bigoted judges. 

But in spite of the continued attempts to destroy 
the value of the trial by jury, and take from the 
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people their ancient sevenfold shield, the progress of 
liberty is perpetual. Now and then arose lawyers . 
and judges-Sir Matthew Hale, Holt, Vaughan, Som- 
ers, Camden, add Erskine-who reached out a help- 
ing hand. No poiiticians came up to its defense. 
But the great power which has sustained and devel- 
oped it is the sturdy and unconquerable love of indi- 
vidual liberty which is one of the most marked 
characteristics of the Anglo-Saxon, whether Briton 
or American. The common. people of England, 
sent juries, as well as regiments of ironsides, to do 
battle for the right. Let us duly appreciate the 
blessing we enjoy in this particular,‘and take heed 
that this blessing of trial by jury suffers no detri- 
ment at our hands, but is an unending aid in main- 
taining personal and American liberty. 

TRIAL BY JURY. 

I can hardly do better, my readers, than to lay 
beforo you Thtodore Parker’s views and suggestions 
on “ Trial by Jury,” and I will give you his opinions 
largely in his own language. 

Trial by jury is an invaluable protection against 
two classes of foes to the welfare of mankind: 

1.. Against such as would commit offenses upon 
the property or persons of men, without law and 
contrary to the form of law-against criminals of 
all denominations. Against such it is a sword-to 
resist and punish. 

2. Against such as would commit offenses upon 
the property or’ persons of men, with the form of 
law and by means of its machinery-against unjust 
legislators, corrupt judges, and wicked magistrates; 
against such it is a shield defending the public head. 



B’ROM BEHIXD @HE- B&%3. .2Bl 

In all the states of Anglo-Saxon origin there 
are two great popular institutions-democratid 
legislation and democratic administration of law. 

In the process of its historical development, the 
first has come to be the representative form of demo- 
cratic legislation-popular law-making by a body of 
sworn delegates met in an assemby, local or federal, 
subject to a constitution, written or only traditional, 
which is t,he people’s power of attorney authorizing 
them to do certain things pertaining to law-apply 
ing. These are a jury of special law-appliers. 

Neither of them as yet has reached its perfect and 
ultimate form; both are still in a state of transition. 
These two are the most valuable constitutional safe- 
guards against unorganized selfishness in the oom- 
munity-against thieves, robbers, murderers, trai- 
tors and the like, against the organized selfishness 
which gets into places of delegated power and 
would misuse the form of law so as to prevent the 
people from attaining the purpose of law. 

There is also a body of men intermediate between 
the two-the law explainers-the judges. Speaking 
theoretically, they are not ultimately either law- 
makers or law appliers, yet practically, in their legiti- 
mate function they certainly have much to do with 
both the making and applying of laws. For it is 
their business not only to preside at alp trials, and 
determine many subordinate questions of mere form 
to expedite the process, but also from the whole 
mass of laws, oral or written, statutes and customs, 
to select such particular laws as they think require 
special attention-this is like the work of law-mak- 
trs; and also in their charges to the grand and petit 
juries to suggest the execution thereof in such cases 

- ‘,_9 
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as the times may bring-this is the work of the Iaw- 
appliers. 

JUDGE AND JURY. 

The good judge continually modifies the laws of 
his country to the advantage of mankind. He 
leaves bad statutes, which aim at or would promote 
injustice, to sleep until they become obsolete, 
or parrie8 their insidiou8 thru8t8 at humanity ; he 
8elects good statutes which enact natural justice into 
positive law, and mixes hi8 own fresh instincts of 
humanity with the traditional institutions of the 
age. All this his official function-or his oath to 
keep and administer the laws-binds him to look to 
the purpose of law, which is and should be the eter- 
nal principle of justice. After the jury declares a 
man guilty the judge has the power to fix the quan- 
tity, and sometimes the quality, of his puniehment. 
And the dieoretion of a great, noble man will advance \ 
humanity. 

In this way a good judge may do a great service 
to mankind, and correct the mistakes, or repel the 
injustice of the ultimate makere and appliers of law, 
and supply their defects. ThuR, in England, thciue 
eminent judges, Hale, Somers, Hobart, Holt, Cam- Y 
den, Mansfield, and Brougham, have done large 
eervice to mankind. Each had his personal and 
official faults, No&e of .th.em great and glaring faults 
of both kinds, but eaoh in his way helped enact nat- 
ural justice into positive law, and 80 promoted the 
only legitimate purpose of human legislation, aecur- 
ing natural rights to all men. To such judges 
mankind owes a great debt. 

But a wicked judge may do great harm to man- 
kind, as he already been abundantly shown. For 



FROM BEEIBD THIP B+RS. 253 ’ 

I ;we have inherited a great mass of laws--+u&omary. 
or statutory ; the Legislature repeals,’ modifies, or 
adds to them ; the judge is to expound them, and : : 
suggesf their application fo each special case. The ‘i 

jury is to apply or refuse to apply the judge’s “ law.” 
In all old countries some of these laws have come ,. 

from a barbarous, even from a savage period ; some 
are the work of tyrants who wrought cruelly for 
their own advantage, not justly, or for the good of 
mankind ; some have been made in haste and heat, 
.the Legislature not intending to a0 an unjust thing. 
Now, an unjust fudge has great pdwer to select 
wicked statutes, customs, or decisions; and in no 
country haa he more power for evil than in the Fed- . _ . . 
era1 courts of the United States. For as in England, 
where the king-power makes a wicked law, the ’ 
judge, who is himself made by the same power, may , 
declare it just, and execute the heinous thing. Thus 
all the value of the Constitution to check despofism 
is destroyed, and the fortress of freedom is bet,rayed 
into*the hands of the enemies of liberty. 

But barbarous laws must not be applied in a civil- 
ized age ; nor unjust Iawsenforced by righteous men. 
While left unrepealed, a fair and conscientious jury 
will never do injustice, though a particular statute 
or custom demand it and a wicked judge insist 
upon the wrong ; for they feel.the moral instinct of 
human nature, and lodk not merely to the let.ter of 
a particular enactment, but also to the spirit .and ’ 
general purpose of the law itself, which is justice 
between man and man. The wicked judge, looking 
only to the power which’ raised him to his place, and 
may lift him higher still, or consulting his own 
meanness .of nature, selects the wicked jaws, and 
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makes a wia+d application thereof. Thus, even in 
America, under plea of serving the people, he can 
work most hideous wrong. 

GOOD ANT BAD JUDGES. 

Besides, the judges are lawyers, with the techniqal 
training of lawyers, with the disposition of charac- 
ter which comes from their special training and pro- 
fession, and which marks the manners, the lan”gnage, 
and looks of a lawyer. They have the excellence of 
the lawyer, and also his defects. Commonly they 
are learned in ’ their profession, acute and sharp, cir- 
onmspect, cautious, skillful in making nice technioal 
distinctions, and strongly disposed to adhere to his- 
torical precedents on the side of arbitrary power, 
rather than to obey the instinctive promptings of the 
moral sense in their own consciousness. Nay, it 
seems sometimes au if their moral sense became 
extinct, and the legal letter took the place of the 
spirit of justice which gives life to the people. So 
they look to the special statute, its technical exposi- 
tions and applications, but not to justice, the nlti- 
mate purpose of human law. They preserve the 
means and, miss the end, put up the bars in the 
nicest fashion, and let the cattle perish in their pen. 
Like the nurse in the fable, they pour out the baby, 
and carefully cherish the wooden bath-tub. The 
.letter of the statute is the idol of the Judioial Den, 
whereunto the worshiper offers sacrifices of human 
blood. The late Chief-Justice Parker, one of the 
most humane and estimable of men, told the jury 
they had nothin,q to do with the harsh,ness of the 
statute, but must execute a law, however cruel and 
unjust, because somebody has made it a law ! How 
often juries refuse to obey the statute, and by its 
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meana do a.manifest injustice ! but how rarely does 
a judge turn off from the wickedness of the statute 
to do justice, the great purpose of human law and 
human life ! 1 once knew a noble-minded judge-a 
man with an enlarged mind and a woman’s nicer 
sense of right-who said, thus to the jury : “ Such 
is the law, such the decisions ; such would be its 
application to this particular case. But it is unjust ; 
it would do a manifest and outrageous wrong if thus 
applied. You, as jurors, are to do justice by the 
law, not injustice. Pozl wiZ( bring in ‘a verdict 
accord&g to your consciences.” They did so. That 
judges’ name was not Benedict. 

JUDGES NOT ALL TO BE LAWYERS. 

When the New York Convention assembled in 
1846, to revise the Constitution of the state, some 
powerful men therein felt the evil of having the 
court of last appeal consist wholly of lawyers. Mr. 
Ruggles thought the judges who re6xamine the de- 
cisions and pronounce the final judgment in disputed 
cases, and determine the constitutionality of laws, 
should be men who are “ brought into direct contact 
with the people and their business.” He wished 
that of the eight judges of this appellate court, four 
should be justices of the Supreme Court and four 
more should be cleated by the people on a general 
ballot, thus securing a popular element in the highest 
eeurt. By this popular element, representing the 
instinctive juutice of humanity, he hoped to correct 
that evil tendency of professional men which leads 
them away “from the just conolusions of natural 
reason into the track of technioal rules,,inapplicable 
to the circumstances of the ease, and at variance 
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with the nature and principles of our. social and 
political institutions.” “Such juiiges,” said another 
lawyer, (‘would retain more of the principles of 
moral justice, . . the impulses of natural equity, 
such as . . would knock off the rough corners of 
the common law, and loosen the fetters of artificial 
and technical equity ” (Debates in New York Con- 
vention, 371). 

Commonly in America, as in E,ngland, for iudges 
the Federal government appoints lawyers who have 
done some party service, or are willing to execute 
the designs and purposes of the ruling power, re- 
gardless alike of the interests of the people and the 
protestations of the conscience of mankind. You are 
aware how Hardwicke and Thurlow obtained office 
in England, how they filled it, and what additional 
reoompense followed each added wickedness. Un- 
fortunately America is able to add names to this 
ignoble oategory. 

. 
, 

Still further, these judges thus appointed become 
familiar with fraud, violence, cruelty, selfishness- 
refined or brutal-which comes before them ; they 
study the technicalities of the statutes, balance the 
scruples of advocates ; they lose their fresh inten- 
tions of justice, becoming more and more legal, less 
and less human, less natural, and more technical ; 
their eye is microscopio in its niceness of discrimina- 
tion, micrpscopic also in its narrowness of range ; 
they forget the universality of justice-the end 
which laws should aim at ; they direct their lynX- 
eyed attention to the specialty of the statutes, 
which is only the means-of no value save as con- 
ducing to that end. Their understanding is as sharp 
as a mole’s eye for the minute distinctions of the 
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technicalities of their craft ; but, as short-sighted a& 
the mole, they cannot look at justice, So they oome ’ 
to acknowledge no odligation but the leg+al, and 
know no law except what is written in black letter 
on parchment, printed in statuie books, reported in 
decisions ; the law written by the God of nature’on 
the souIs of men tht%y know not, only the statute 
and de&ion bound in pale sheepskin. In the logic 
of legal deduction, technical influence, they forget 
the intuition of conscience ; not what is right, but 
what is law, is the question, and they pay the same 
dofe,rence to a wicked statute aa a just one. So the 
true Mussulman values the absurdities of the Koran *’ 
as much as its noblest witidom and tenderest 
humanity. 

Such a man, so appointed, so disciplided, will ad- 
minister the law fairly enough in civil cases between 
party and party where he has no special interest to 
give him a bias-for he carea not whether John Doe 
or Richard Roe gains the parcel of ground in litiga- 
tion before him. But in criminal cases he leans to 
severity, not mercy ; he suspects the people ; he 
reverences the government. In political triala he 
never forgets the hand that feeds him-whether 
Charles Stuart, George Guelph, the slave power of 
America, or the ecclesiastical power of the church. 

These things being so, the exceeding value of an 
honest jury must be easily seen-a jury who are not 
office-holders, under obligation to the hand that feeds 
them ; not office seekers, willing to prostitute their 
faculties to the service of some overmastering lust ; 
not la wy era, wonted to nice technicalities; nob mem- 
bers of a class, with its special discipline akd,pecul- 
iar prejudioes ; but men with their moral instincts 

. . - \ 
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normally active, and unsophisticated humanity in 
their hearts. Hence the great value of the jury in 
criminal trials. 

HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF THE JURY. 

1. In the barbarous periods of the Teutonic family, 
it eeems the “ whole people ” came together at cer- 
tain regular seasons to transact the ,buniness of the 
nation. There was also a meeting of the inhabitants 
of each district or neighborhood at certain times-a 
SC regular meeting,” and sometimes a special meeting 
to provide for some emergency-a ‘(called meeting.” 
If one man had wronged another, the matter was 
inquired into at those popular meetings. One man 
presided-chosen for the occasion. In early ages it 
appears he was a priest, afterwards a noble or some 
distinguished man selected on the spot. The whole 
people investigated the matter, made the law-often 
an Ed post facfo law-applied it to the special case, and 
on the spot administered t,he punishment-if corpo- 
real, or decree of recompense, if pecuniary. The ma- 
jority carried the day. Thus at first the body of the 
people present on the occasion were the law-makers, 
the law-appliers, and law-executors. Each law was 
special--designed for the particular case in hand, 
retrospective for vengeance more than prospective 
for the future welfare. 

.2. Then, in process of time, there came to be a 
body of laws-fixed and understood by the people, 
Partly these came from the customs of the people, 
and represented past life already lived ; but partly, 
also, from. the decrees of the recognized authorities- 
theocratic, monarchic, aristocratic, democratio- 
representing the desire for a better life, a rule of 

l 
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cOBabOt for the future: Then at their meetings, to 
punish an offender, the people did not always make 
a new law, they simply used what they found already 
made. They inquired into the fact, the deed done, 
the law, and applied the general law to the special 
fact, made their decree, and executed it. Thus ex- 
temporaneous making of law for the particular case 
gradually passed away, and was succeeded by the 
extemporaneous declaration of the law previously 
made ahd its application to the matter in hand. 

3. By and by it was found inconvenient for a 
multitude to assemble and make the laws, so a body 
of select men took a more special charge of that _ 
fun&ion. Sometimes a chief or king ursurped this 
for himself, or men were chosen by the people, and 
took an oath for a faithful discharge of their trust. 
Thus came popular law-making by sworn delegates, 
representatives of the people, who had a certain 
special power of attorney, authorizing them to make 
laws. These might be priests, as at the beginning, 
or nobles of priestly stock, as at the next stage ; or 
military chiefs, as in all times of violence; or _ 
powerful private men, summoned from the nation, 
of their own accord undertaking the task, or chosen 

. 

by their various neighborhoods-the whole process 
seems to have been irregular and uncertain, as, in- 
deed, it must be among rude people. 

So, back in those early times, there were two 
sources of law-making : 

(1) The unorganized people-the primary source, 
whose unconscious life flows in certain channels and 
establishes aertain customs, rules of conduct, obeyed 
before they are decreed, without any formal enact- 
ment. These were laws de facto. 
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1 
(2) The organized delegates-priestly, kingly, 

uobilitary, or warlike-the secondary souse. Thecle 
r made statute laws. All this was a self.conscious 

and organized body, having an object distinctly set 
before its mind and devising means for its purposes, 

_ 
it easily appropriated to itself the chief part of the 
business of law-making. Statutes became more and 
more numerous and important ; they were the prin- 
cipal-the customs were only subsidiary-laws cZe 
jure, enacted before they are obeyed by the people. 

s_ 

I ’ 

Still new customs continued to flow from the primi- 

tive source of legislation, the people, and of course 
took new forms fo suit the conditions of national 
life. 

4. Still the people came together to apply the 

laws--customary or enacted-to the special cases 
which occurred. There were fixed periods when 
they assembled without notice given--“regular law 

days ;” and. if an emergency occurred, they were 

summoned on ‘(extraordinary law days.” Here 
wrongs’ between party and party, and offenses 
against the public, were set right by the “country,” 

’ . the G body of the country <’ that is, the bulk of the 
population. The majority ruled. 

6. At length it was found inconvenient for so 

large a body to investigate each particular case or 
to determine what oases should be presented for in- 

vestigation. 
(I) So this preliminary examination was delegated 

to a smaller body of men, sworn to discharge the 

i 
trust faithfully, who made inquiry as to offenses 
committed, and reported the criminals for trial to 

the fall meeting of the actual “body of the coun- 

try.” Here, then, is the first organized md sworn 
, 
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jurf, ‘( tho grand inq&t ;” here is popular inclict- 

ment by delegates. 
(2) Then it was found inconvenient for a large 

body-the whole country-to investigate th.e cases 
present&L Men were busy with their own work, 
and did not wish to appear and consume their time, 
80 a smaller body of men were summoned to attend 
to any special case which was presented by the 
grand inquest. These were also sworn to do their 
duty. They were to try the men indicted. Here is 
trial by aworn delegates who represent the body,of 

the people. They were still called the “country,” 
as any spot of the Atlantic is called the “ocean.” 
Here is the trial by jury. They must be t,akeu 

from the neighborhood of the parties concerned, ’ 
for at this stage the jurors were also the witnesses, 

and other sworn witnesses were not then known. 
All the jurors must concur in the vote of condemna- 
tion before the magistrate could hurt a hair of the 

acoubed’a head. 
Still, after the people had delegated their law- , 

making to one body of sworn repreeentatives, and 

the twofold function of law-applying by indictment 
and trial to other @worn representatives, there was 
yet a great concourse of people attending the court 
on the “ law daya,” especially when important mat- 
ters came up for adjudication ; then the crowd of 
people took sides with plaintiff or defendant, with 

the authorities which accused, or with the man on 

Gal, ae the cage‘ might be. Sometimes when the 
jltry acquitted, the people tore the suspected man to 
pieces ; sometimes when the jury condemned, they 

ehowed their indignation-nay, rescued the prisoner. ’ 



. 
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But the old tradition of actual trial by the “ body 
of the country ” still prevailed. 

6. At length the jurors are no longer the witnesses 
in the oatee. Others testify before them, and on the 
evidence which is offered, the gram? jury indict, or 
not, and the trio2 jury acquit or condemn. Thpn 
the jurors are no longer taken from the immediate 
neighborhood of the party on trial, only from his 
district or count,y, but Bworn witnesses from the 
neighborhood depose to the facts. There is no 
longer a great Concourse of people in the open air, 
but the trial is earried on in a small court house, yet 

with open doors, in the face of the people, coram 
populo-public opinion still influences the jury. 

As most of the jurors were unlearned men, not ac- 
customed to the intricate questions, it became nec- 
essary for the presiding judge, a man of more cul- 
ture, to prepare rules of evidence which should l 

prevent the matter from becoming too complicated 
for the rustic judgment. Thence came the curious 
and strange “ rulea of evidence” which prevail in 
all countries where trial by jury is established, but 
are unknewn in lande where the trial is conducted 
solely by experts, educated men. But as the mass 
of the people, as in America, become well informed, 
the old rules appear ridiculous and will perish. 

The number of Bworn judges varies in diflerent 
tribes of the Teutonic family, but as twelve haa 
long b3en a sacred number with the Anglo-Saxons, 
that was gradually fixed upon for the jury, Twelve 
eonsenting voices are indispensable for the indict- 
ment or the condemnation. 

IIISTORICAL FUNCTION OF THE JUDGE. 

Such ie the form of the jury a8 we find it at this 
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day. The other officers have also undergone a 
change. A brief sketch of the historical formation 

! of the function of the judge in the same ethdological 
origin may not be out of place. Four steps or 
stages will be named. 

1. At the meetings of the people to make, apply, 
and execute the laws, some one must preside to 
keep order, put the question, and declare the vote. 
He was the moderator of the meeting. At first it 
would seem that some important man, a priest, or a 
noble, or some other wise, distinguished, or popular 
man performed that function. The busineas over, 
he dropped into his private place again. A new one 
was chosen at each -meeting. 

2. If t6e former moderator had shown skill and 
aptness, he was chosen the next time ; again and 
again; at length it was a matter of course that he 

. 
should permanently preside. He studied the matter 
and became “expert in all the manners and customs 
of his nation.” This happens in most of the New 
England towns, as-well as in. other states, where the 
same man is moderator at the town meetings 
many years in suocession. Men love to walk in 
the path they have once trodden, even if not the 
shortest way to their end. 

3. When the nation is organized more artificially, 
and the laws chiefly proceed from the secondary 

1 
source, tbe government-elective or usurpatory-a _ 
judge is appointed by the central authority to visit 
the districts (counties) and assist at the administra- 
tion of justice. AR the law is made by the distant 
delegates, the judge they send down declares and 
explains it to the people, for they, the people, have 
not made it before, directly, nor found it ready 
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made, an old inherited custom, but only receive it as 
the authorities send it down from the capital. The 
The law’& written-the officer can read, while they 

have no copy of the law, or could not read it 
had they the hook. Hence the, necessity .of a judge 
learned in the law. Still the people are to apply the 

written law or apply it not. Resides, the old cus- 
toTs remain, the unwritten laws of the people, which 

the judge does not understand so well a8 they. He 

represents the written law, the assembly_ the un- 
written custom or tradition. The judge is appointed 

that he may please t,he central power ; the people 
are only to satisfy Ruth moral convictions as they 

have. There is often a conflict between the statute 
and the custom, a cbnilict of laws; and still more 
between the judge and the jury-a conflict in re- 
?pect to the application of the law. 

4. Then cornea the critical period of the trial by 

jury. For the deputed judge seeks to enlarge his 
jurisdiction, to enforce his law, ‘often against the 
cus’toma and consciences of the people, the jury, who 

only seek to enlarge justice. . He looks technically 

at the statute, the provisional means of law, not at 
justice, the ultimate purpose of law. To the “coun- 

try, ” the u body of the people,” or to the jury of 
inquest and of trial, he aRRumes not to suggest, the 

law and its application, but,.absolutely to &ctate to 
them. He claims the exclusive right to decide on 

-the law and its application ; the jury is only to 
,determine the fact-whether the accused did the 

deed charged. or not. 
If the judge succeeds in this battle, then tyranny 

advances step by step ; the jury iA weakened ; its 
original function is curtailed.; certain classes of 

. 

, 



case8 are taken from its jurisdiction ; it beeomen 
only the tool of the government, and finally k 
thrown aside. Popular law-making is gone ; populdr 
law-applying is also gone ; local self-government _ 
disappears, and one homogeneous centralized tyranny 
takes the place of the manifold freedom of the people. 
So the trial by jury faded out of all’ the South-Teu- 
tonic people, and even from many regions of the 
German and Scandinavian North. But the Anglo- 
Saxon, mixing his blood with Dance and Norman8, 
his fierce kinsfolk of the same family, hati kept and 
improved this ancient institution. When king or 
parliament made wicked laws, or appointed corrupt 
and cruel men for judges, the people have held this 
old ancestral shield between the tyrant and his vic- 

‘tim. Often cloven through and thrmt aside, the 
Saxon-Briton never abandons this. The Puritan 
swam the Atlantic with this on his arm, and now all 
the Anglo-Saxon tribe reverence this defense a8 the 
Romana their twelve Anpilia, the mystic shield8 
whieh (( feli from heaven.” 

. 

FUNCTIO?X4 OF JURORB. 
The present function of the jury, Parker states as 

follows : 
I. They are to decide the questz’on of fact, the 

matter charged, and determine whet,her the accused 
did the deed alleged to be done. That is the first 
step to determine the fact. 

II. They are to decide the qzcestion of Jaw, the. 
statute or custom supposed to apply to the deed 
done, and determine whether there is such a Rtatute 
or custom, and whether it denounce8 such a deed as 
a-crime assigning threat8 and punishment. That is 
the Reeond step-10 determine the law. 
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III. They are to decide the question of the u&ica- 
tion of the Zaw to the fact, and to determine whether 
that special statute shall be applied to the particular 
person who did the deed charged against him. That 
is the third step-to determine the application of 
the law. 

A few words on each of these points : 
I. The jury is to de&h the quest&m OJ fact; to 

answer, Did the accused do the deed alleged, at the 
time and place alleged, with the alleged purpose, 
and producing the alleged result ? The answer will 
be controlled by the evidence of sworn witnesses, 
who depose under a special oath to ‘(tell the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth.” Their 
evidence is the testimony as to the fact, the sole 
testimony ; the jury is the ultimate arbiter to decide 
on the credibility of the evidenoe, part by part, and 
its value as a whole. Sometimes it is an easy matter 
to answer this question of fact ; sometimes exceed- 
ingly diBicult. If there be doubts they must weigh 
for the accused, who is held innocent until proved 
guilty. 

With us the theory that the jury is the exclusiva 
judge of the question of fact is admitted on 811 
sides. But in England it has often happened tbnt 
the judge instructs the jury to <‘find the facts ” so 
and so, that is,. undertake to decide the question of 
the fact. In libel cases it is very common for judges 
in many of our states to undertake to determine 
what oonstitutes a libel, and to decide on the inten- 
tions of the accused, that is, to decide the more 
important part of the complex and manifold qucs- 
tioa of fact. For it is as much a question of fact, to 
determine what constitutes a libel as whet consti- 
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tutes theft, the animus Mbellandi as much as the 
animus furandi. Sometimes juries have been found 
so lost to all sense of manhood, or so ignorant of 
their duties, as to submit to this judicial insolence 
and assumption. If the jury decide the question of 
fact in favor of the accused, their inquiry ceases at 
that step, they return their verdict, “not guilty,” 
and the affair is ended. But if they, find he did the 
deed as charged, then comes the next function of the 

jury. 
II. The jury are to decide the question of law. Is 

there a statute or custom denouncing a penalty on 
that special deed ? Is the statute constitutional ? 
To determine this matter, there are three sources of 
evidence external to their own knowledge: ’ 

k 1. The testimony of the governme~at’s attor . 
The government itse-lf is his client, and he gives ‘_.x.. _, 
such a statement of the law as suits the special pur- 
poses of the rulers and his own private and particu- 
lar interest, selects such statutes, customs, and 
decisions as will serve their purposes, and declares, 
Such is the law. Nay, he makes inferences from 
the law, and thereby infers new customs, constructs 
new statutes, and invents new crimes. He treats 
the law as freely as he treats the facts-making the 
most that is possible against the party accused. You 
see abeady what tricks government attorneys have 
played, how they pervert and twist thb law, making.. 
it assume shapes never designed by its original 
makers. He gives his opinion as to the law, as he 
gave an opinion as to the fact. This is not neces- 
sarily his personal and actual, but only his official 
and assumed opinion-what he wishes the jury to 
think is law in this particular case. 

i 
C 
1.. , 

F 
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2. 7% testimony of the defenklads attorney. 
The accused is his client. He is to a0 all he can to 
represent the law as favorable as possible to the man 
on trial. lie gives an opinion of the law, not his 
persons.1 and actual, but his official and sentimental 
opinion- what he wishes the jury to think is law in 
this particular case. 

3. Tie testimony of thejud~e on the 6elzch. But * 
in the English courts and the Federal courts of the 
United States he is commonly no more than a gov- 
ernment attorney in disguise ; I speak only of the 
general rule, not the exceptions to it. Iie has 
received his office as the reward for party services- 
made a judge because he was one:sided as a lawyer. 
In all criminal cases he is expected to twist the law 
to the advantage of the hand that feeds him. 
Especially is this so in all political ials that is 
persecutions for opposition to the party w ic Yi-h& 
judge represents. The judge may be impartial or 
partial, just or unjust, ignorant or learned. He 
gives an opinion of the lsw-not his personal and 
actual, but his official and assumed opinion-what he 
wishes the jury to think is law in this particular 
case. For the court also is a stage, and the judges, 
as well as the attorneys, may be the players. 

“And ace man in his time plays many partr.” 

Of these three classes of witnesses no one gives evi- 
dence under special oath to tell the law, the whole 
law, and nothing but the law, or if it be so under- 
stood, then all these men are sometimes most gross- 
ly and notoriously perjured. The examples that 
bave been cited show that ihe judge often takes 
quite as wide a range’as the attorney-general or the 
prisoner’s counsel. 
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As the juror hears the manifold evidence of facts, 
and then makes up his mind thereon and decides the 
qustion of fact, often rejecting the opinion of various 

witnesses as ignorant, partial, prejudiced, or plainly 
false or forsworn, so will the jury hear the manifold 
and often discrepant evidence as to the law, and 
thus make up their mind thereon and decide the 
question of law, often rejecting the opinions of vari- 
ous witnesses thereupon as ignorant, partial, preju- 
diced, or plainly false and forsworn. 

In regard to the fact, the jury is limited to the 
evidence adduced in court. What/any special juror 
knows from any other source is not relevant there 
to procure conviction. But in regard to the luw 
there is no such restriction ; for if the jury know the 
law better than these three clas$es of witnesses for 
it in court, then the jury are to follow their better . 
knowledge. At any rate, the jury are to make up 
their minds. on this question of law, and for them- 
selves determine what the special law is. 

Every man is to be held innocent until proved 
guilty-until the special deed charged is proved 
against him, and until that special deed is proved a 
crime. The jury is not to .take the government . 
attorney’s opinion of the fact, nor yet the judge’s 
opinion thereon, but to form their own opinion from 
the evidence offered to make up their own judgtncnt 
as to the fact. So, likewise, they are not to take.thc 
government attorney’s opi$on of the law, or the 
prisoner’s counsel’s opinion of the law, nor yet the 
judge’s opinion thereon, but from all the evidence 
offered, not otherwise known to them, to make’ up 
their own judgment as to the law. After they have 
done ho-if they decide the law in favor of the ac- 
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cuaed-the process stops there. The man goes free, 
for it does not appear’ tbat his deed is unlawful. But 
if the jury find the law against the deed, they then 
proceed to their third function. 

III.. The jury is to decide the question of the aj)- 
plicatio~~ uj”the law to the fact. Here is the question, 
“Ought the men who have done this deed against 
the form of law to be punished thereby?” The gov- 
ernment attorney and the judge are of the opinion 
that the law should he thus apphed to this case, but 
they cannot lay their finger on him until the jury, 
specially sworn, “ well and truly to try and true de- 
liverance make, ” have unanimously come to that 
opinion, and say, “Take lrim and apply the law to 
him.” 

The deed may be clear and the statute clear, while 
the application thereof to the man who did the deed 
does not follow. For, 
1. It is not deaigned that the full rigor of every 

statute shall be applied to each deed d&e against 
the letter thereof. The statute is a great sleeping 
lion, not to be aroused up when everybody passes 
that way. This is seen from the daily practice of 
the. courts. It remains in the discretion of the 
attorney to determine what offenses he will present 
to the grand jury ; he passes by many, and selects 
such as be thinks ought to be presented. It remans 
in the discretion of the grand jury to determine 
what they will indict, for sometimes, when the fact 
and the law are clear edough to them, they yet find 
u no bill,” or ignore the matter. And after the 
man is indicted, it sti!l ‘remains in the discretion of 
the attorney to determine whether be will prosecute 
the accu.ed or pa-is him by. 
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2. Besides, in deciding this question, the jurors, 

are not only to consider the one particular statute 
brought against the prisoner, but the whole complex 
of customs, statutes, and decisions making up the 
body of law, and see if that requires the applicat’ion 
of this special statute to this particular.deed. IIere 

are two things to be considered : 
_ 

(I) The general purpose of the body of laws, the 
object aimed at, and 

(2) The means for attaining the and. No other 
purpose of law being the main thing, and the statute 
only subsidiary to that purpose, the question oomeu, 
‘; Shall we best achieve that purpose by thus apply- 
ing the statute or by not applying it ?‘.‘. This rests 
with the jury in their discretion to determine. 

3. Still more, the jury have consciences of their 

, 

own which t&y must bo faithful to, and which no 
official position can morally oblige them to violate. 

/ 

r 

So they are to inquire, .‘* Is it right, in the light of 

our own consciences, to apply this special statute to ; \ 
this particular case and thus punish this man for ~ 
that unlawful deed ?” They are also to ask, “Was 
the deed naturally wrong; done from a wrong 
motive, for a wrong purpose ?” If not, then be the t 
statute and the whole complex of laws what’they . 
may, it can never be right for a jury to punish a 

man fordoing a right deed, however unlawful that 
deed may be. No oath can ever make it right for a 
man to do what is wrong or what he thinks wrong- _ 
to punish a man for a just deed. 

But if the twelve men think the law ought not to 
be applied in this case, they find “not guilty,” and he 
goes free ; if otherwise,‘” guilty,” and he is delivered 

. / 

. 
I 
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over to the judges for sentence and its consequences, 
and the judge passes such ;entence as the law and 
his discretion point out. 

The judge commonly, and especially in political 
trials, undertakes to decide the last two questions 

himself, determining the law and the applicatisn 
thereof, and that by his_ discretion. He wishes to 
leave nothing to the dircretion of the jury, who 
have thus only the single function of deciding the 

question of f&t, which is not a matter of discretion 
-thati is, of moral judgment-but only a logical 

deduction from evidence, as the testimony compels. 
He would have no moral element enter into their 

verdict. The judge asks the jury to give him a 
deed of the ground on which he will erect such a -- 

building as suits his purpose, and then galls the 
whole thing the work of the jury, wh.0 only granted 

the land. 
But this assumption of the judges u timately and 

exclusively to decide the question o r law and its 
application is a tyrannous ururpation ’ 

(I) It is contrary to the fundamen al 1 idea of the 

institution of Trial by Jury. 
(2). It leads to monstrous tyranny by putting the 

property, liberty, and life of every man at the mercy 
of the government officers, who determine the law 

and its application, leaving for the jury only the 
bare question of fact, which the judge can so man- 

age in many cases as to ruin most virtuous and 

dcaerving men. . 

(3) Not only in ancient times did the jury decide 
the three questions of fact, of law, and of its special 
applicatiolz, but in cases of ‘great magnitude they 
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continue to do so now, in both America and Eng- 
land, and sometimes in direct contradiction to the 
direct commands of the judges. 

EXAMPLES FROM THE ENGLISH COURTS. 

Mr. Parker continues at length in giving the func- 
tion of the jury, and appties his remarks in scathing 
language to the action of certain United States 
judges in connection with cases tried in the interest 
of American slavery, and more particularly under 
the Fagitive Slave I.zw under which he. was himself 
&rested. He shows most conclusively that judges 
of the United States have-been as far severed from 
the principle of’ right and justice as were the infa- 
mous judges of England ; and the record which he 
presents is enough to make an American hang his 
head in shame, to think that the power and courts of 
the grea_t free nation should be wielded to aid and 
perpetuate one of the greatest wrongs that ever had 
an existence--l’ the sum of all villainies “-human 
slavery. I proposo to introduce some of these 
slavery cases in another letter, but for the present 
will give a few more examples from the English . 
courts of attempts ofi the part of judges to establish 
despotism. What took place in England within the 
last few centurie8 ought to 8erve a8 a warning to UR, , 
and arou8e us to the rea!ization of how easy it is for 

courts to pervert, justice, and establish the most 

repulsive despotiem. It is very well for us to stuay 
the past lessons of history, and thereby estimate the 
danger possible to ourselves. 

1. In April, 1554, Sir Nicholas Throokmorton, a 
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~gentleman of distinguished family, was brought to 
trial for high treason. He had held a high military 
of-lice under Henry YIII.‘and Edward VI., but made 
himself u obnoxious to the papists by his adherence 
to some of the persecuted reformers.” With his 
two brothers he attended Anne Askew to her mar- 
tyrdom when she was burnt for heresy, when they 
were told, “Take heed to your lives, for you are 
marked men.” He was brought to_ trial April 17, 

1554, the first year of Bloody Mary. Of course he 
was allowed no counsel ; the court was insolent, and 
demanded his condemnation. But the jury acquit-. 
ted him, whereupon the court sh,ut the ttoelvsjurors 

in prison ! Four of them made their peace with the 
judges and were liberated ; but eight were, kept in 
jail till the next December, and then fined-three of 
them 360 apiece, and five were fined X225 apiece. 
(1 St. Tr., 869.) 

This is one of the bravest juries on recorder: They 
utterly refused to be coerced and controlled b the 
judge. s I think I would have been quite safe with 
such a jury. 

2. In September, 16'70, William Penn, afterward; 
so famous, and William Mead, were brought to trial 
before the Lord Mayor of London, a creature of the 
king, charged with causing “ a tumultuous assembly.” 
For the Quaker meetinghouse in Grace Church street 
had been forcibly shut by the government, and Mr. 
Penn had preached to an audience of dissenters in 
the street itself. The court was exceedingly insolent 
and overbearing, interrupting and in*ulting the 
defendants continually. The jury found a special 
verdict--” guilty of speaking in Grace Church 

street.” The judge sent them out to return a verdict . 
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more suitable to the desire of the government. 
‘Again they substalitially returned the same verdict. 
“This both the mayor and recorder resented at so 
high a rate that they exceeded the bounds of reasoh 
and civility.” The recorder said : “ You shall not 
be discharged till we have a verdict that the court 
will accept ; you nhall be locked up without meat, 
drink, fire, or tobacco ; you Rhall not think to abuse 
the court ; we will have a verdict by the help of God, 
or you shall starve for it !” When one attempted to 
speak, the recordtir roared out, u Stop that prating 
fellow’s mouth, or put him out of court.” The jury 
were sent out the third time, and kept all night, 
with no food, or drink, or bed. At last they re- 
turned a verdict of “ not guilty,” to the great wrath 
of the cdurt. 

The judge fined the jurors forty marks apiece 
.(about #X40), and put them in jail until they should 
pay the sum.. The foreman, Edward Bushel, refused 
to pay his fine, and was kept in jail until gischarged 

. 

on habeas corpus in the following November. Here 
the attempt of a wicked government and a cruel 
judge wa6 defeated by the noble conduct of the 

* jurors, who dared be faithful to their duty. (6 St. 
Tr., 691, Dixon’s Life of Penn.) Oh, that I could 
have. been tried by such a jury! 

3. In 1681 an attempt was made to procure, Fn in- 
dictment against the Earl of Shaftesbury for high 
treason. The bill was presented to the grand jury 
at London. Chief-Justice Pemberton gave them the 
charge at the king’s desire-it wa8 Charles II. They 
were commanded to examine the evidence in public 
in the presence of the court, in order that they might 
be overawed and forced to find a bill, in which case 
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the court had matters so arranged that they were 
sure of a conviction., The court took part in examin- 
ing the witnesses, attempting to make out a case 
against the earl. But the jury returned the bill with 
I$~OTCG~?ZUS on it, and so found no indictment.’ The 
spectators rent the air with their shouts. The 
court w’as in great wrath, and soon after the king 
seized the charter of London,’ as has already been 
ehoyn, seeking to destroy that stronghold of liberty. 
Shafkesbury escaped ; the jury were discharged. 
Roger Coke said : “But as the Knights of Malta 
could make knights of their order at eight pence 
apiece, pet could not make a soldier or seaman, so 
these kings [the Stuarts], though they could make 
what judges they ‘pleased to do *heir business, yet 
coula not make a jury.” . 

4. Next copes the case of Willi+m Owen. In 19’50 
there was a contested election of a member, of Par- 
liament for Westminster. Hon. Alexander Murray, 
an anti-ministerial member of the commons, was de- 
nounced to the House for his conduct during the 
election, and it was ordered that he should be con- 4 
fined a close prisoner in Newgate, and, that he 
receive his sentence on his knees. He refused to . 
kneel, and was punished with great ciuelty by the 
bigoted and intolerant House. Mr. Owen, who was 
a bookseller, published a pamphlet, entitled “The 
Case. of Alexander Murray, Esq.,” detailing the 
facts and commenting thereon. For this an informa- 
tion was laid before him, charging him with publish- 
ing a wicked, false, scandalous, seditious, and 
malicious libel.” On the trial, Attorney-General 
Ryder thus delivered himself : 

W bat ! shall a person appeal from that court, who are 
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the only judges of things belonging to them, the Home of 
Commons I mean. An appeal1 To whom ? Appeal to the 
good people of England, particularly the good people of 
Westminster ! The Houee of Commous are the good people 
of England, being the representatives of the people. The 
rest are-what P Nothing-unless it be a mob. For the 
clear meaning of this libel was an appeal to violence, in 
fact, and to stigmat.ize the House. Then he charges the 
House with sinking material evidence ; which in fact is ac- 
cusing the House of injustice. This is a charge the most 
shocking, the most severe, and the most unjust and virulent 
against the good and tender House of Commons-that safe- 
guard of our liberty and guardian of our welfare. This 
libel will be found the most powerful invective that the ekill 
of man could invent. I will not say the skill, but the wit, 
art, and false contrivance of man, instigated by Satan. To 
SJY this is not a libel is to say there is no justice, equity, or 
right in the world. 

The solicitor-general told the jury that they were 
only to inquire if Mr. Owen published the pamphlet; 
the rest follows of course; you are under your oaths; 

you judge of the faots, , . . and only them.” 
Chief-Justice Lee summed up the evidence, ‘(and de- 
livered it as his opinion that the jury ought to find 
the defendant guilty; for he thought the fact of 
publication was fully proved ; and if so they could 
not avoid.bringing in the defendant guilty.” 

This jury, however, returned, ‘(Not guilty ;” but 
Ryder, the attorney-general, put this question, “Do 
you think the evidence is not sufficient to convince 
you that Owen did sell the book. ?” The foreman 
stuck to his general verdict, “Not guilty,” u Not 
guilty;” and several of the jurymen said, SC That is 
our verdict, my lord, and we abide by it.” (6 Upon 
which the court broke up, and there was a prodig- 
ious shout in the hall.” In that case the jury pre- 
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snmed to judge a8 to facts, law, and $4stice Of t?be 

whole and therefore did not answer the leading 
question so artfully put to them. (18 St. Tr., 1,203.) 

It was a different jury from the one that tried my 
case, but they vindicated the right of speech and a 
free press. It may be remarked, in closing, that the 
insolent attorney-general was soon made “Lord 
Chief-Justice, ” and rode the bench after the manner 
of other tyraonous judges who had preceded him. 

CASE OF JOHN MILLER. 

5. The trial of Mr. Miller in 1’770 for reprinting 
Junius’ Letter to the King created much excitement 
in its day, and was of great value in establishing 
the right of juries and in protecting the rights of 
citizens. 

Mr. Miller was the publisher of a newspaper called 
the London Evening Post, and therein, on Dec.. 19, 
1769, he reprinted Junius’ celebrated Letter to the 
King. For this act an information ex o$icio was 
laid against him, wherein he was charged with pub- 
lishing a false, wicked, seditious, and malicious libel. 
A suit had already been brought against Woodfall, 
the publisher of the Public Advertiser, in which the 
letter originally appeared, but the prosecution had not 
turned out to the satisfaction of the government, 
nor had the great question been definitely settled. 
So this action was brought against Mr. Miller, who 
reprinted the original letter the day of its first 
appearance. 

Solicitor-General Thurlow opened the case for the 
Crown thus : .- 

Lhave not of myself been able to imagine . i . that 
there is a serious man of the prolession in the kingdom who 
has the smsllest doubt whether this ought to be deemed a 
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libel or not ; for I neither do, nor ever will, attempt to lay 
before s jury a cause in which I was under the necessity of 
stating a single principle that went to intrench, in the small- 
est degree, upon lhe avowed and acknowledged liberty of 
t,he eubjecte of this country, even with regard to the press. 
The complaint I have to lay before you is that liberty has 
beeo sbused, so turned into licentiousness, that under the 
notion of arrogating liberty to one man; that is the writer, 
printer, and publisher of this paper, they do . . . anni- 
hilate and destroy the liberty of all men+ more or less. 
Undoubtedly the man that hss indulged the liberty of rob- 
bing on the highway bus a very considerable portion of it 
allotted to him. The defendant has published a paper in 
which, concerning the king, concerning the House of Com- 
mons, and concerning the great of&em of state, concerning 
the public affdrs of the realm, there are uttered things of 
such tqndenoy and application as ought to be punished. 
Wheu we are come to that situaliod when it shall be lawful 
for any men in this county to speak of the Sovereign (George 
III.) in terms attempting to fix upon him contempt, abhor- 
rence, and hatred, there is an end of all government whatso- 
ever, and then liberty is indeed to shift for itself. He 
quotes from the psper thus : “ He (the kiug) has taken a 
decisive personal part against the subjects of America, and 
those subjects knew how to distinguish the Sovereign and 
a venal Parliament, upon one aide, from the real sentiments 
of the English nation on the other.” ‘For God’s sake, is 
that no libel ? To talk of the king ‘as taking a part of hos- 
tile sort against one branch of his subjects, and at the same 
time to connect him . . . with the Parliament which he. 
onlle a venal Parliament ; is that no libel 4 

Lord Mansfield, the bitterest enemy of the citi- 
zens’ right of speech and of the trial by. jury, 
charged the jury thus : “The question for you to 
try . . . is whether the &j’en&nt didprint, or 
publish, or both, a paper of the tenor, and of the 
meaning, so charged by the information.” “If it 

is the tenor and meaning set out in the information, 

, 
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I 
the next consideration is whether he aid print and 
publish it. If you find the defendant not guilty, the 
fact established by that verdict is, IZe did not pu6Zish 

a payer of that nzeaning ;” “ the fact finally estab- 
lished by your verdict, if you find him guilty, is 
that he printed and published a paper, of the tenor 

and of the meaning set forth in the information, but 
you do not give an opinion whether it is or is not 
lawful to print a paper of the tenor and meaning of 
the information ;” “if in point of fact it is inuo- 
cent, it would be an innocent thing” (20 St. Tr., 
813, 895, 869 ; 2 Campbell’s Justices, 363). 

Thus practically the judge left the jury only one 
thing to,determine, Did Mr Miller print Junius’ Let- 
ter to the King? If. the jury said, u Guilty,” the 
court had the defendant in their. claws, and all the 
wrath of the most malignant tories would fall upon 
him and rend him in pieces. But the jury (unlike 
what they did in my case) fell back on their legiti- 
mate function to determine the fact, the law, and the 
application of the law to the fact, and returned a ver- 
dict of u not guilty,” which a great multitude repeat- 
ed with loud acclamations. That’ same jury would 
hardly have sent a man to prison for publishing or 
selling a dry, philosophicsl pamphlet, like “ Cupid’s 
Yokes.” As Junias’ Letters outlived the tyrannical 
judictial efforts to crush them, 80 such dessertations 
as “ Cupid’s Yokes,” treating upon questions most 
vital to the welfare of the human family, will con- 
tinue to be published and read long after such men 
as Thurlow, Benedict, and Comstock are dead and 
forgotten. 

REIGN OF TERROR IN ENGLAND. 

6. Next a few cases will be mentioned in which 
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the English government set all justice at defiance, 
and clove down the right of speech by means of 
submissive juries. In 1790 and following years, 
while the French Revolution was in progress, the 
thoughtful eyes of England fell qon her own 
country. America was already a republic, just 
recovering from the shock of violent separation from 
her mother ; young, poor, but not unprosperous, and 
full of future promise too obvious to escape the 
-sagacious politicians who there saw a cause- 

-“ With fear of change, 
- Perplexing kinga.” 

The people of France, by a few spasmodic efforts, 
broke the threefold chain of priest, king, and noble, 
and began to lift up their heads. But Saxon England 
is sober, and ao went to work more solemnly than 
her mercurial neighbor. And besides, the British 
people had already a firm, broad basis of personal 
freedom to stand upon. Much was thought, written, 
and spoken about reform in England, then most des- 
perately needing it.. The American Revolution had 
English admirers whom no court could silence. Nay, 
at first the French Revolution delighted some of the 
ablest and best men in Britain, who therein beheld 
the carrying out the great principles which Aristotle 
and Machiavelli had laid down ae the law of histori- 
aa81 development and social evolution of mankind. 
But of course there was a strong opposition made to 
all changes of this kind; Parliament refused to 
relieve the evils which were made obvious. The 
upper IIouse of Nobles was composed of the elder 
sons of the families which had a social and pecuni- 
ary interest in oppressing the people, and the lower 
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House “consisted mainly of the younger sona cf the 
aame families, or, still worse, the purchased depend- 
ants ” of their families. Societies were organized for 
reform, as the Cc London Corresponding Society,” the 
“ Friends of the People,” etc., etc. The latter con- 
tained many literary, scientific, and political men, 
and thirty members af Parliament. Great com- 
plaints were made in public of the inequality of 
members of Parliament. Stormy debates took place 

in Parliament itself, such aa have scarcely yet been c. 
heard in America. Pitt and Fox were on opposite 
sides ; 

-(I And such a frown 
Each cast at the other, as when two black clouds, 
With heaven’s artillery fraught, come rattling on 
Over the Caspian, then stand front to front, 
Hovering a space, till winds the signal blow 
To join their dark encounter in mid air.” 

At that time the House of Commons waa mainly 
filled with creatures of a few powerful men ; thua 
91 commoners elected 139 members of the Commons, 
and 71 peers alao elected 163 ; do 302 British mem- 

bers of the Commons, besides 45 more from Scot- 
land-347 in all-were returned by 162 persona. 
This was called “representation of the people.” 
From the party who feared to lose their- power of 
tyranny, then went out the decree, “Discussion on 
the subject of national grievances must be sup- 
pressed in Parliament and out of Parliament.” 
Violent attempts were made to suppress discussion. 
A system of tyranny was attempted to be fastened 
upon the necks of the people which should crush 
out free speech and a free preas, but fortunately the 
attempt did not prove eminently successful. 
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(I) In 1'792, John Lambert and ’ two others pub- 
lished an advertisement ‘in the London Morning 
Choniele, with which they were connected aa 
printers or proprietors, addressed L6 To the friends of 
J IW inquiry and the general good,” inviting them in 
a peaceful, calm, and unbiased manner to endeavor 
IO improve the public morals in respect to law, taxa- 
t l&r, representation, and political administration. 
They were prosecuted on ex oficcio information for 
‘( a False, wicked, scandalous, and seditious libel.” 
The government made every effort to secure canvic 
tion; but failed. The jury were not sufficiently sub; 
missive , (22 St. Tr., 923.) 

(2) In the same year, Dirffin and Lloyd, ‘two 
debtors in the Fleet Prison, one an American citi- 
zen, wrote on the door of the prison chapel : “This 
house to let. Peaceable possession will be given by. 
the present tenants on or before the 6rst day of Jan- 
uary, 1793, being the commencement of liberty in 
Great Britain. The republic of France having rooted 
out despotism, their glorious example and success 
against tyrants render infamous bastiles no .longer 
necessary in Europe.” These men for this inscrip- 
tion were also indicted for a “ wicked, infamous, and 
seditious libel,” and were found guilty. Lloyd was 
put in the pillory. (22 St. Tr.) 

(3) In 1793, William Frend, of the University of 
Cambridge, published a harmless ‘pamphlet entitled, 
6‘ Peace and Union Recommended to the Associated 
Bodies of Repnblicans and Anti-Republicans.” He 
was brought to trial, represented as a heretic, Deist, 
Infidel, and Atheist, and by sentence of the oourt 
was banished from the, University. (22 St. Tr., 523.) 

(4) In the same year, 1793, John Frost, Egq., “ a 
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gt?utleman ” and attorney, when slightly,intoxicated 
after dinner, and provoked by others, said : Cc I nru 
for equality. I see no reason why auy man should 
not be upon a footing with another ; it is every man’s 
birthright.” And when asked if he. would have no 
king, he answered, “Yes, no king ; the Constitution 
of this country is a bad one.” This took place in a 
random talk at a taveru in London. But for these 
harmless words he was indicted as a person of a 
“depraved, impious, and disquiet mind, and of a 

* seditious disposition, contriving, practicing, and 
maliciously, turbuleutly, and seditiously intending 
the peace and common tranquitlity of our lord, the 
king, and his laws to disturb,” “ to the evil example 
of all others in like case offending.” He was sen- 
tenced to six months in Newgate, and one hour in 
the pillory! He must find sureties for good behavior 
for five years. himself in &500, two others in 3100 

each, be imprisoned until the sureties were found, 
and be struck from the list of attorneys ! (22 St. 
Tr., 471.) 

' 

(5) Rev. William Winterbotham, the same year, 
in two sermons, exposed some of the evils in the 
Constitution and administration of England, and for 
that was fined _%OO and sentenced to jail for four 
years. (A good deal more sever-o than $300 and 
thirteen months’ imprisonment.) (22 St. Tr., 823.) 

(6) In the same year, Thomas Briellat, a London 
pump-maker, in a private conversation said: ‘I A 
reformation cannot be effected without a revolution; 
we have no occasion for kings ; there never will be 
any good time until all kings are abolished from the 
face of the earth ; it is’ my wish that there were no 
kings at all.” (‘1 wish the French would land five 
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huudred thousand men to fight the government 
party.” He was tried, found guilty, and sentenced 
to a fine of 3100 and sent to jail for a year. (22 St,. 

Tr., 909.) 
(7) A charge, in the same year, wau brought 

against Rev. Thomas Fyshe Palmer, formerly a senior 
fellow of Queen’s College, Cambridge, aud then a 
Unitarian minister at Dundee. He wrote an address 
which was adopted at a metting of the Friends of 
Liberty, and publishe,I by them, which, in moderate 
language, called on the people “ to join us in our ex- 6 - 
ertions’for the preservation of our perishing liberty, 
and the recovery of our long lost rights.” He distrib- 
uted copies of this address. He was prosecuted lor 
“leasing-making,” for publishing a “seditious and 
inflammatory writing.” The jury found him guilty, ’ 
and the judges sentenced him to transportation for 
sezlen years. (23 St. Tr., 237.) _ 

(8) Richard Phillips was sent to jail in the same 
year for eighteen months for selling Paine’s “Rights 
of Man.” For the same offense two other booksellers 
were fined and sent to Newgate for four years. A 
surgeon and a physician were sent to Newgate for 
two years for having CL seditious libels in &heir pos- . 
session.” Thirteen prisoners were indicted at one 
time. Publishing and selling pamphlets, it oeeme, 
has, under tyrante and bigots, proved s dangerous 
business. (22 St. Tr., 471.) 

(9) 1793 was a bad year in England for those who 
dared to exercise the right of freemen. W. Campion 
was sentenced for blasphemy, 

(10) The same year, Mr. Bathmore was brought 
to trial for having a copy of “The Rights of Man ” 

’ in his possession. 

. . 
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(11) Payne and Waldron were indicted for pub- 
lishing Thomas Paine’s political writings. 

(12) Mr. Halt was convicted for selling “The 
Rights of Man.” 

(13) Messrs. Robinson were convicted for the 

same offense. 
(14) A youth, not grown, was arrested for avow- 

ing himself a believer in Paine’s political writings. 
(1.5) Pcast arid Belcher were convicted for selling 

Pdine’s works. 

(IS) In 179% Margarot was transported for four- 
teen years for advocating reformatory measures. 

0’7) T. Gerrould was transported on a iharge of 

sedition. 
(18) In 1796, Redhead York was brought to ttial ’ 

for a “ seditious libel.” 
(19) Mr. Williams was sent to prison for selling 

Paine’s “ Age of Reason.” 
(20) In 1’198, one Mealmaker was sentenced to 

transportation for fourteen years for advocating 

reform. 
(21) In the same year, Shears Brothers were sent 

to prison for treason. 
(22) Joidon & Johnuon, in the same year, were 

condemned for selling Paine’s works. 

(23) In 1803, Robert Emmett, the great Irish . 
orator, was executed for ‘( treason “-defending the 
rights of his conntrymen. 

(24) In’ 1810, William Cobbet%, the brilliant ’ 
English writer, was sentenced for sedition. 

(25) In 1812, D. J. Eaton was imprisoned for 
publishing Paine’s ‘(Age-of Reason.” 

(26) In 1811, J. Cushman was hanged on a charge 
of treason. 
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(27) h the same year, three Nottingham rioters 
were hanged for ‘Lhigh treason.” 

(28) In the same year, Mr. Ho’rne was tried for 
publishing “Political Litany,” and on the following 
day was again brought to trial for publishing 
“ Secularists’ Creed.” 

(29) In 1819, 8even person8 were imprisoned for 
selling Richard Carlile’s Republican. 

(30) In the same year, Richard Carlilg publisher 
and writer, was convicted and imprisoned on a 
charge of blasphemy, 

(31) In 1820, Wedderborn, Unitarian, was sent to 
prjlson on a charge of blasphemy. 

(32) Same year, 1-T. Hunt and nine others were 
brought to trial on a charge of 6‘con8piracy.” 

(33) In 1821, Jane Carlile, wife of Richard Car- 
lile, was forced to trial for publishing and selling 
Paine’s work8 while her husband wa8 in prison for 
the same offense. She was also sent to prison. 

(34) In July, 1822, S. Wright’ was brought to x, 
trial for printing R. Carlile’s works. 

(35) In the same year, a sister of Richard Carlile 
was also tried and imprisoned for publishing Paine’s 
works after her brother and his wife were imprisoned 
for the same offense. Was she to be commendedor 
censured for her bravery in defending her br&her’s 
rights and her own? I say CO&MENDED. She _ 
helped largely to break down that infernal tyranny. 

(36) April 24, 1824, J: Watson wa8 imprisoned 
for selling “ Palmer’s Principles.” 

(31) In June, 1824, Haswell, o&of Carlile’s shop- 
men or employees, was si%ing Paine’s works while 
his employer, hi8 wife, and sister were still in prison. 
Those who condemn me for selling apamphlet which 
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Comstock says must not be sold, would doubtless’ 
condemn Haswell for his great imprudence and 
rashness‘in selling a condemned book, but I honor 
him for it. He knew he possessed the right to sell 
Paine’s Works, and he persisted in exercising it 
and at length the victory was gained. True, the 
Vice Society was in active operation at that timr. 
The Comstocks, the Colgates, and the Benedicts 
were in their glory. But since that time, scores of 
thousands of copies of Paine’s worke have been sold 
with impunity, and the hands of intolerant bigots 
bave not been raised in opposition. If everybody 
at that time had yielded their rights, as some timid 
Liberals think I ought to have done, Paine’s works 
would have been thoroughly suppressed, and the 
world would have lost the greatest benefits they i 
have conferred* The dearest rights of man have. 
been secured by struggling for them. 

. 

(38) Jan. 11, 1831, Richard Carlile was again 
sent to prison for publishing l ‘ The Prompter.” He 
performed most valuable services in the cause of 
Freethought. 

(39) July 4, 1331, ex-Rev. Robert Taylor, the 
eminent scholar, writer, and Freethinker was impris- 
oned for blaspht-my. He had also been convicted 
on the same charge in 1827. He dared to exercise 
hisrights. 

(40) Sept. 28, 1831, H. Hethrington, unbeliever, 
was convicted on a charge of u selling unstamped 
publications.” 

(41) July 17, 1832, Wgiam Cobbett, was again 
tried on a charge of “ se&tious libel.” He was a 
man who believed in expressing his convictions, and 
he exercised that right. He was co coward. 
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(42) Dec. 18,1840, Hethrington was again sent to 
prison for publishing “ Haslam’s Letters.” 

(4-d) Jan. 15, 1842, Charles SouthweIl, a distin- 
guirihed Freethinker, was imprisoned for “bIa& 
yhemy,” 

(44) hug. 15, 1842, George Jacob Holyoake, the 
accomplished author and public speaker, was sen- 

tenced and imprisoued for “ blasphemy.” He was 
among the last persons imprisoned in England on 
the bigot’s charge of ‘( blasphemy,” He still lives 
and is honored by thousands of his countrymen and 
by a large number in America. 

(45) On the same day, G. Adams was sentenced 
for selling “ The Oracle of Reason.” 

’ (46) Oct. 14, 1842, T. Cooper was tried at Staf- 
ford for sedition. 

(47) Jan. 27, 1843, T. Patterson was sentenced 
for issuing “profane playcards.” 

(48) T. Finley was tried for blasphemy, March 8, 

1843, and imprisoned June 3d,.following. 

(49) Jan. 24, 1844, Matilda RoaIfe was impris- 
oned for blasphemy. 

(50) July 1, 1867, T. Pooley was sentenced for 
blasphemy; and this was probably the last arrest and 
conviction on that contemptible charge. 

(61) May 5, 1671, Edward Truelove, a worthy 
publisher and bookselIer, nearIy seventy years of 
age, at the instance of the London Vice Society, was 
convicted and sent to prison for four months for 
publishing and selling the Hon. Robert Dale Owen’s I, 
“ Moral Physiology,” a valuabIe work, which for 
nearly two soore of years gad had free circulation in 
both England and America. Blasphemy having be- 
come no longer a tenable charge on which to arrest 
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and imprison people, the feasible but false one of 
‘( obscenity ” was adopted, which pretext has beet4 
taken up in this country. 

(52) June 28, 1877, Charles Bradlaugh and Mrs. 
Annie Besant were convicted and sentenced for 
publishing and selling a pamphlet by Dr. Charles 
Knowlton called u Fruits of Philosophy,” a little 
work which had been sold on both sides of the 
Atlantic for more than forty years. But through 
the able management of their own cases the sentence 
was ultimately set aside and the right to sell the. 
Sc Fruits of Philosophy ” fully vindi~ted. There 
are many points of resemblance between this case 
and my own. They are Z’reethinkers ; so am I. 
They were publishers of Freethought works; so am 
1. They were obnoxious to Christian bigots; so am 
I. They were arrested on a charge of selling au 
obscene pamphlet ; so was I. The pamphlet they 
sold treated of sexual relations ; so.does the one I 
sold. They sold it after they knew the Vice 
Society condemned it and another had been 
arrested for selling it ; 80 did I, They sold it, 
not because they took any particular interest in 
the pamphlet or because they thought in it the 
subject treated was handled in the best possi- 
ble taste, but to vindicate their unquestionable 
right to se11 it. It was precisely the same with my- 
self. They did not care for “ Fruits of fhilosophy,” 
I do not care for (‘Cupid’s Pokes,” the principle 
was the thing at stake, with both. They were con- 
victed and sentenced ; so was I. The points of 
dissimilarity are these: They succeeded-on the 
ground that the indictment did not set forth the ob- 
jectionable passages id the pamphlet-in having the 
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whole proceeding set aside ; I failed in the same 
attempt, although my grounds were precisdg the 
same as theirs. I had different judges to decide the 
matter. They were not sent to prison; I was; I-am 
now in a prison cell. But I do insist upon this 
point. If I am guilty of indiscretion in selling a 

pamphlet which had been denounced by the Vice 
Society, as some of my professed friends hold, so 
were they. If I was rash and unwise, so were they. ’ 
If I deserve punishment, so did they. But I believe 
they by their fearless stand aided largely in sustain- 

ing free thought, free speech, and a free press; and 
I trust the time will come when my friends -will 
accord me the same credit. This fight had to be 
met on both sides of the Atlantic, and I was not 

disposed to shirk my share of it. They stand high 
as advocates of free thought and personal liberty, 

and 1 am content to work side by side with them. 
I 

CASE OF THOMAS MUIR. 

I return somewhat to give more in detail the cat& 
of Thomas Muir, who in 1793 was brought to trial. 

in Edinburgh on a charge of ‘( leasing-making,” or 
public Jibel. He was a promising young lawyer, 
with liberal tendencies in politics, desiring the edu- 
cation of the great mass of the people and a reform 
in Parliament. He was a member of various reform 

societies, and sometimes spoke at their meetings in a 
moderate tone, recommending only legal efforts-by 
discussion aud petition-to remedy the public griev- - 

antes. His Honor, Mr. Curtis, who belonged to a 
family so notoriously “ democratic” in the begin- . 
ning of this century, and so eager in its denuncia- 
tions of the Federalists of that period, l&w _that 
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the law, even of England-which they so much 

.hated-allowed that. It appeared that Mr. Muir 
also lent a copy of Thomas PGn?s “Rights of 

Man ” to a merchant who asked the loan as a favor. 
For these offenses he was indicted for sedit,ion, 
charged with institating ‘( a sooiety for reform,” and 
with an endeavor ‘: to represent the government of 
this country as oppressive and tyrannical, and the 

legislative body as venal and corrapt.” It was 

, alleged in the indictment that he complained of the 

government of England as “costly,” the monarchy 
as useless, cumbersome, and oppressive ;” that he 
advised persons to read Paine’s “ Rights of Man,” 

and circalated copies of a periodical called “The 
Pa,riot,” which complained of the grievances of 
the people. On the trial he was treated with great 
insolence and harshness, reprimanded, interrupted, 

and insalted by the agents of the government-the 
I 

. court. An association of men had offered a reward 
of five guineas for the discovery of any person who 
circulated the writings of Thomas Paine. Five of 
the fifteen jurors were’ members of that association, 
and in Scotland a bare majority of the jurors con- 
victs. Mr. Muir defended himself, and thrt ably. 

Lord Chief-Justice Clark thus addressed his packed 

jury : 

There are two things which you should altend to, which 
require no proof. The first is that the British Constitution 
ie the best in the world. 18 not every man Becare in life, 
liberty, and property ? 18 not happiness in the power c4 
evcrg man P Does not every man sit under his own vine 
and flg-tree, and none ehall make him afraid ? The other 
circumstance . . . is the state of the countrJr during 
last winter. There was 8’qpirit of sedition Hnd revolt goiog 
*b..xid. 1 Iekve it. fur you to judge whrthrr it wa+ irer- 
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fectly right or not in Mr. Muir to go about . . , among 
the lower classes of the people . . . inducing them to 
believe that a reform was absolutely necessary to preserve 
their safety and their liberty, whick, had it not been Par 
him, they would never have suspected to have been in dsn- 
ger. Ho run a parallel hetaeen tbe French and English 
Cootuitutionn, and Ialked of their respective taxes, , . . 
and gave a prefereoce to the French. He has broutiht 
many wirnesses to prove his geoeral good behavior! and his 
recomnendmg peucesble measures and petitioning to Pdr- 
liament. Mr. Muir might have known that no attention 

/ 

could be ptrid to such a rabb!e ; what right had they to rep- 
rebeotation ? He could have told them the Parliament 
would nl-var listen to their petition. How could they think 
of it P A government in any country should be just like 
a corporation ; arid in this c,)untry it is made up of the 
landed interest, which alone has a right to be represented. 

Of course the jury found him guilty. Thereis no 

trouble in securing convictions where judge and 
jury are ela mopport. The judge sentenced him to 

transportation for fourteen years. Lord Swintan 
quoted from the Roman law that the puniwhment 

for sedition was crucifixion, or exposure to be torn 
to pieces by wild beasts, or transportation. u We 
have chosen. the mildest of these three punishments.” . ‘, 
This sentence was executed with great severity. This 
is another miserable sample of what passes for “ jus- _ 
tice ” in this world-to banish a man from his native 
country for fourteen years for simply breathing the . 
natural inspiration of a man who loves Life and libcr- 
ty. Stiil the highest official under the king declared 
that such punishments we.re dictated by a ‘( sound 
discretion.” (23 St. Tr., 117 ; 30 Parl. Est., 1,486.) 

For like offenses several others underwent similar 
punishment. These enormities were perpetrate 1 by -, 
the government in Scotland-where the Roman law 
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had early been introduced, and had accustomed the 
semi-Saxona to forms of injustice foreign to ethno- 
logic instincts and historic customs of the present 
tribe. But “ begun is half done.” Emboldened by 
their success in punishing the friends of humanity in 
Scotland, the ministry proceeded to attempt the same 
thing in England itself. Then began the British 
Reign of Terror, which lasted longer than the 
French, and brought the liberties of the people into 
such peril as they had not known since William of 
Orange hurled the last of the Stuarts from his 
throne. Dreadful laws were passed! atrocious as our 
own “ Fugitive Slave law,” and the 4‘ Comstock pos- 
tal law.” First came the “ Traitorous Correspond- 
ence bill,” next the “ Habeas Corpus Suspension 
a&,” and then the ir Seditious Practices act,” with 
the “ Treasonable Attempts bill,” by legibk%tiVe ex- 

. position establishing ‘I constructive treason.” All 
these iniquitous measures werkbrought forward in 
Parliament by Sir John Scott-then attorney-gen- 
eral, one of those North Britons who find the 
pleasantest prospect in Scotland is the road to Lon- 
don. He was also vehemently active in defending 
the tyranny of the Scotch judges juet referred to, as 
indeed all judicial insolence and legal wrong. (30 _ 
Parl. Hist., 581 ; 31 Par]. Hist., 520, 929, 1,153.) He 
opposed all attempts to reform’the law which pun- 
ished with death a theft of five slhillings. In two 
years there were more’ prosecutions for seditious 
libel than in twenty years before. But Scott had 
his reward, and was madc Lord Chancellor in 1801, 
and was elevated to the peerage as Lord Eldon. (7 
Campbell, 119 ; 1 Townsend’s Judges.) 
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TiiE “ WITNESS n MAN QNCE MORE. 

Before closing this already lengthy-btter, 1 must 
take a brief notice of another characteristic and 
venomous article from this self-righteous organ of 
bigotry, hypocrisy, cant, and Comstockism, of rhe 
9th inst., headed “ Obscene Booksellers, Abortion- 
ists, Signers of Petitions on their Behalf, and Reck- 
less Pardon Grantera.” The title is pretty long, 
and the article itself is in proportion-too long to be 

given here, and too mean to be printed anywhere. 
The intent of the hypocritical howl is to associate 
me with condemned abortionists and dealers in 
obscenity, to prevent anybody’s being pardoned, 

to cast vile slurs on those who ask for my liberation, 
and to take everybody concerned to task because I 

‘am allowed to remain in this prison and not sent 
to the Albany Penitentiary, to be shaven and shorn, 

dressed in prison uniform, set at hard labor, not - 
allowed to speak orraise my eyes, and to be shut off 
from all communication with the outside world. 

It is in bad taste for this British subject to busy 

himself 90 greatly and to have so muoh ceusure rela- . 
tive to the acts of members of this government. It 
would be well enough for him to understand that 
the powers that be have nearly as much sense ae he 

has, and are quite competent to attend to their bus- 
. in&s without his officious dictation. When a man .’ 

is in a foreign country it shows a degree of modesty 
and decency not to undertake to run the government 
or to take members of it to task for their official 

acts. 
This hypocrite calla me a “ miscreant.” It ie 

wrong for him to apply epithets whioh gellong far 

more to himself. I want nothing that belongs to ’ 
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him. I have never. attempted to do business on a 
capital of pi@ and holiness, as he does ; but if our 
lives and conduct are compared, I am sure mine wi..l 
not suffer by the comparison. I have tried to hive 
honestly through life, and to wrong none of my 
fellow-beings. I have tried to pay my honest debts, 
and to contract no debts I did not intend to honestly 
pay, dollar for dollar. As much of a u miscreant” 
aa I am, if he or any one else will visit the different 
pla,ces where I have lived, and inquire of those who 
have kuown me from childhood, it will be found 
ihat my character stands quite as fair as John 
Dougall’s does in Montreal or in this ci.ty. I am sure 
I never contracted a large debt in Glasgow or else- 
where under the promise of paying dollar for dollar, 
or pound for pound, for value received, to afterwards 
pay it off with 3s. and 6d. on the pound, or 16 cents 

. on the dollar. That may be a very pious way of 
doing business, but there are many men who do not 
regard it as honorable or honest. 

It may be very godly to prate a great deal about 
“ temperance ;” but temperance does not consist 
wholly in abstaining from spirituous liquors. There 
is intemperance in eating as well as drinking. It 
comes with an ill grace for a gormandizing glutton 
to set himself up as an apostle of “ temperance.” 

He says he has Mr. Comptock’s evidence that 
Lr Cupid’s Yokes” is a very bad book. I have already 
advised him not to take Comstock for authority un- 
less he wants to be led astray. Comstock’s opinion , 
or his word is of very questionable value. If he and 
the Witness man should swear a thousand times that 
“ C u pid’$Yokes ” is obscene it would still be false. 
A lie, though repeated ever so oft, is a lie still. Hun- 
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dreds and thousands of the best of American citizens, 
including writers, authors, literary men, publishers, * 
booksellers, and readers, have read the little book and 
pronounce it not obscene, whatever else it may be. 
Comstook and Dougall may lie about ib till they drop 
into their graves, but it will not change it. The 

/ 

author of “Cupid’s Yokes” is a far honester and 
purer man than either Cornstock or Dougall. 

The hypocritical sheet attempts to make a point 
because I sold the pamphlet after Comstock and his 
judges had pronounced it obscene. To this I have 
on!y to repeat that I knew it was not obscene, that a 
hundred thousand others also knew it, that I had a 
perfect right to sell it, and that I did not propose 
that Anthony Comstock should deprive me of any 
right I chose to exercis+. Such judges as Clark and 
Benedict deciding against the pamphlet proves no 
more than those English bigots of judges deciding 
the selling of Thomas Paine’s works criminal- 
sending numerous persons to prison for it. But, 
spite of their Christian. intolerance, tyranny, and 
cruelty, Paine’s works were triumphant ; hundreds 
of thousands of his pamphlets and entire works have 
since been sold, and are now selling faster than 
ever, while most of those persecuting judges are 
molder&g in their graves. So it will be here. Such 
works as u Cupid’s Yokes ” will be sold and read 
long after Cometuck, Colgate, Benedict, and Dougall, 
or all that is left of them, have mixed with mother 
earth and are forgotten. 

The Witlzess man talks about my petition. being 
signed by GLfree-lusters.” Be is a vile slanderer of 
his betters. The class of people who have signed 
that .petition are as pure, as high-minded, and. as 
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honoraLle as any people in the United States. If he 
wants “ free-lusters,” he has only to turn his eyes in 
the direction of the Christian churches, and espe- 
cially to the clergy. He will find more free-lusting 
and nest-hiding there than’ anywhere else. He need 
not let his sensual eyes stray far away from home. 

His greatest grief is that T am allowed to remain in 
Ludlow Street Jail, where I can write for my own 
paper and speak the words of truth. He would of 
course far rather see me confined in a noisome dun- 
geon dr stretched upon a rack till my joints were 
torn asunder ; his church has been particularly 
fond of that kind of amusement and God-serving. 

What I have said about the court before which 
my mock trial took place is simply the truth-not a 
word of exaggeration or misrepresentation. There 
is much about thecourts and judges of this city, and 
doubtless other parts of the country, that ought to 
come to the light. Almost every day I live I learn 
more of the venality, tyranny, injustice, and corrnp- 
tion of judges, courts, referees, detectives, etc., etc. 
If this chapter is ever written, it will make a vol- 
ume of most damnable villainy and deep wrong, dis- 
graceful to the nation. One thing is most sure : 
Among the worst enemies of justice, liberty, human 
rights, and human happiness have been judge-s-pi-e- 
tended ministers ‘of justice. Judges and priests 
have been the greatest enemies to the peace and wel- 
fare of mankind. , 

The canting sheet has a good deal of advice to 
give those who exercise the pardoning power, espe- 
cidlly warning them not to approve or sign a pardon 
for me. This is gratuitous, self-righteous insolence 
and dictation. This officiousness is not wanted nol’ 

. .I 
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needed. it may be deemed just by the authorities 
that I remain in prison the entire term named by 
Judge Benediht, and it. may not ; if. so, I mzy be 
able to survive it, and I may not ; it may be an 
honor to our Government and courts, or it may 
not ; but whatever the result may be, I am very 
sure that John Dougall and his friend Corn- 
stock have nothing in the world to do with it.’ 
It will be far better for the Witness man to attend 
to his own business, to try and lead an hopest, .up- 
righd life, to be Pomething higher and better than a 
begging cheat and fraud, and to simpIy let other 
people’s business alone. 

Dear readers, let me take my leave bf you till 
another week, when you will hear from me again. 

D. M. B. 

. 

b ’ 
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REMARES OF CONTEMPORARIES. 

Wwm the GV. IT) National JournaZ.1 
HI4 SHOULD BE PABDONED AT ONCE. 

President Hayes has received voluminous potitiona from 
vnrious parts of ahe country for the pardon of D. M. 
Bennett, who was arrested by Comatock for selling “Cupid’s 
Yokes.” Mr. Bennett should be pardoned at once, for hie 
sentence was anything but just. 

[From the Burlington Man.) Independent.1 
THE ORANDEBT FARCE ON TEE DOCKET. 

D. M. Bennett, editor of Tnn TBUTH SEEKEB, an Id- 

de1 paper, has been sentenced to thirteen montha’ imprison- 
ment in the Albany Penitentiary and flned three hundred 
dollars for publishing a pamphlet called “ Cupid’s Yokes.” 
The book is the weakest exponent of a Liberal thought that 
we have read in a long time, but it is not at all dangerous. 
The compliment of making it the pivot for the prosecution 
of D. M. Bennett is entirely unearned, There is no more 
objectionable matter in it than in the standard English 
poets, or in parts of the Bible. The only just verdict it can 
receive is that it WBB a very weak argument in favor of a 
very unwise condition of society. This trial hse been the 
grandest farce on the docket of an American court. Evi- 
dence to prove the character of the proaeoution, the nature 
of the book, the fact that more indecent literature WBE 
daily mailed without objection, even the reading of the en- 
tire book before the jury, was excluded by Judge Benedict. 
The ehame in thii transaction rests entirely with the prose- 
cution. We have nothing to say in Mr. Bennett’s defense 
more than that he is past sixty years old, that he has in an 
eminent degree obeyed the dictum of ancient law-to “ live 
honestly, hurt nobody, and render to every one his just 
due.” 



FBOllC BEHIND TEE BABB. so1 

ABE THEY SINCERE ? 

The professed object of the societies nominally for the 
,prevention of vice is the suppreesion of article@, picture& 
and publications which pander to corrupt tast&s. They 
affect to believe that “ Freethought ” publicationa are to be 
catalogued with tbese. In one of their annual reports they 
speak of this stamping out process, which leads the public 
to suspect that they are not sincere. People are beginning 
to believe that their “ bustling activity ” is simply for the 
purpoee of attracting attention to themeelves, and obtaining - 
the support of those who would really like to have such 
works suppressed. The reason for this growing suspicion - 
ie the palpable fact-apprrent to every one who gives any 
attention to the subject-that thy are doing more to o~hukzts 
ruch Zikwature than the parties who write, print, or sell such 
publications. Before these amateur societies commenced 
their labors, Knowlton’s pamphlet had been in print and 
before the public for about forty years with a limited circu- 
lation of only a very few thousand copies ; probably 10 000 
copiee would be a large estimate. When the Englieh Vice 
Society struck at this publication by the arrest of Mr. Brad- 
laugh and Mrs. Besant, a demand suddenly sprang up for 
the work, and not only in the .Englieh language but in other 
languages. It was lranelated into French and Qerman, and 
for aught we know into the Spanish also. At any rate, it 
became a publication of great intereet, sod within a few 
brief weeks reached a eale of nearly 130,000 copies 1 When 
Mr. D. M. Bennett was arrested the Brst time, on the pretext 
of having issued some objectionable tracts, but in reality 
becauee he was the editor of a Freethought weekly new8- 
paper, a periodical which was only known to a chosen few, 
and which had a limited circulation, the paper was almost 
immediately increased in size to double ito former dimen- 
eions, and by the persecutions of the New York [jlociety 
since that time it has reached a circulation of not far from 
10 000, and ie read by not less than 50,000 people each week. 
Moreover, all his book publications have received an impetus 
no other piAn, however carefully deviwd, could have g’vea . 



302 FROM BEEIND TEE BARS. 

them. It is true that while these p&ecutions are going on 
Mr. Bennett’s expenses in his defense exceed his profits to 
some extent, bit the indications are manifest that if they 
are to continue, the veteran editor will be one of the best 
known menin the United &a@ whib’his publications will 
be sought for in every part of the world I Wbea Mr. Hey’ 
wood was arrested for sending his “ Cupid’8 Yokes ” through 
the mails, that publication, although before the public for 
some years, had really obtained but a very limited circula- 
lation ; probably 3,000 would be an over-estimate.. But 
under the encouragement of the New York Society for the 
Suppression of Vice, which has called more attention to the 
publication than $100.000 worth of advertising could have 
done, this pamphlet has sold to the extent of not less than 
30,000, and still the demand increases I Moreover, as quick- 
ly as one is struck down for selling it, half a dtizen more 
rise up ready to supply it, and we have no doubt that t.hie 
publication will reach a circulation as large as that which 
the Knowlton pamphlet has attained. When we were 
attacked for our little pamphlet, originally prepared for 
answering a score of questions frequently asked of medical 
men, and having for one of its prominent aims the encour- 
agement of “prudential checks” to.the increase of the fam- 
ily, having in view the improvement of. humanity at the 
germinal point, Dr. lioote’s. Health 3fonthly was not in 
existence ; but in resistance to such persecution it has had 
its birth and reached an average circulation of 3,090 copies 
per month, while the pamphlet before alluded to probably 
did not circulate to the extent of 100 per month. Moreover, 
two active publishers and several who have not as yet en- 
gaged in the publishing business, have besought us to let 
them issue the condemned pamphlet which cost us a fine of 
$3,500. Not having had much of the quality of pugnacity 
in our mental constitution, and being more disposed to work 
for &be TtpeaZ of a bad law than to act in &$anos of it, or of 
its interpreters, we have not yet acceded to these proposi- 
tions. -6ut, so far as giving circulation to our views on 
medical and physiological reform is boncerned, the Health 
Monthly ie doing ten times greater work than the Pamphlet 
with its limited thirty-two pages could possibly hsva done. 
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In view of these facts, then, we say it is evident that the 
vice societies are, as some write? has expressed it, “ attitud- 
inizing ” themselves before the public, pretending to do “ a 
great work,” which grent work they are indeed doing, but 
in a direction opposite to that in which they profess to be 
doing it, or for which they are receiving the contributions 
of those who are in sympathy with their profeaaec2 work. 
If really sincere, would it not be well to let Freethought 
literature alone, and confine themselves to the suppression 
of works which are always ready to skulk when attacked t 
Obscene literature always does this, .while the literature of 
the advanced mind flourishes under persecution. 
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LETTER VII. 

CELL 36,Lrr~~ow ST.JAIL,JQ 21,1879. 

DEAR READERS OF THE TRUTH SEEKER: Still 
another week has passed away, and part of it has 
been swelteringly hot ; two days the mercury 
reached 100 degrees above zero in the shade even in 
this safe retreat. Sunstrokes and prostrations are 
reported in all directions, but none occurred here. 
The temperance of habits in eating and drinking, 
the freedom from exposure, and the lack of necessity 
for making great exertions on the part of the inmates 
of this institution, serve to protect them from the 
fiery darts and bolts of Old Sol. While those in the 
outside world are broiling in his fierce rays, and 
great numbers are succumbing in all directions to 
the force of his power, the inmates of Ludlow are 
happily protected from all these. They walk the 
corridors in undress, they speak to each other in 
subdued tones as they PBBR, glancing almost furtively 
between the bars and grates, asking the memorable 
and ever-impertinent question, u Well, is it hot 
enough for you?” I said to one or two, as we 
chanced to meet, “Well, we are protected here from 
annstrokes, midnight robbers, temptations to intoxi- 
cation, debauchery, and all that.” St Yes,” was, the 

reply, “that% all very well, but I had far rather 
take all those risks and have my liberty than be shut 

. 
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up here this hot weather.” I noticed the ientiment 
found a response in my own heart. 

As overpowering as Old Sol is when he seems to _ 
get on the rampage, as he has in this heated term, I 
am constrained to rejoice that he still possesses his 
power as of yore. He is a grand old institution ; 
the visible source of organization, motion, sensation, 
,life in the myriad forms in which it exists ; the 
supreme power in our solar system. There are, of 
course, unseen subtle forces, fluids, and currents 
working in connection with him, but he is the 
potential generator of all life, all growth, all devel- 
opment, all physical perfection, and all mental 
phenomena. He is the object more worthy of the 
worship and adoration of mankind than all else that 
has an existence. I have often sympathized with 
the sun-worshipers of olden times, who used to 
ascend to the tops of mountains and erect altars to 
the sun, and bow ddwn in adoration before him as 
he showed himself in the eastern horizon and grandly 
sped on his course through the heavens to hide him- 
self at even behind the western hills. He is the grand- 
est object of worship that blind man ever bowed be_ 
fore; and though all the homage they could pay 
him-did him no good nor contributed aught to help 
him on his journey, he nevertheless dispensed bless- 
ings on every side; he caused vegetation of all 
kinds to spring up, the grasses of the fields, the 
trees of the forests, the herbs, the vegetables, and 
the fruits, to perfect themselves; it was he that 
gave to animal life all it possesses. If man must 
needs worship anything, whether real or imagined- 
save, perhaps, his fellow-beings in their entirety- 
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there is no object so deserving their homage and 
gratitude as the glorious, ever-beaming Sun. 

I am glad Old Sol does still possess his power as 
of old. There is a certain class of men who would ’ 
have us believe that his power is waning, that his ‘ 
forces are being spent, and that after a certain 
period the earth, from the loss of heat derived from 
his rays, must become colder and colder, darker and 
darker, until it relapses into eternal frost and night. 
That is a fearful condition to contemplate our old 
mother earth falling into, and one that is to be 
hoped may be deferred a few decillions of ages. 9 
Yes, I am glad to receive proofs within the last few 
days that this chilling, deathly argument and pre- 
diction is without founda_tion, that the ‘sun still re- 
tains his primitive power and potency, and that for 
millions of years to come, as he has in the millions 
that have passed, he will continue to roll and rule in 
grandeur and glory. If his rays do dart down upon 
us rather fiercely when he is most directly over us ; 
if, during a few days in the year, his strength is a 
little in excess of our powers of endurance, let us 
not mind that ; let us be glad that his might and 
brilliance are not waning, that there is nothing to 
be feared about his growing old and feeble and after 
a time sinking into dotage and death, compelling, 
his satellites, planets,_ and asteroids to do the same, 
with all the life they contain. I take great stock in 
Old Sol, and I will not complain if, now and then, 
he is a trifle more ardent in his caresses than is just 
agreeable. All hail, the glorious old Sun forever ! 

Nutability is the order of exercises in Ludlow 
Jail, ss it is elsewhere. 
admitted within the last 

A few new faces have been 
week, but some twenty-five - 

, 

I 
. 
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bave been. discharged. They bave gone out into 
the outside world, and ‘will now be compelled to 
seek their ‘r grub ” elsewhere. “Among the happy _ 
number are my good-looking friend, Smitt, who had 
been charged with some military offense, and my 
other friend, William Homel, who sold lager beer 
for the tricky German widow, and was’ put in here 
hecause he was unable topay for the beer at the end 
of the week. IIe was so overjoyed to bid good-bye 
to the Ludlow castle that ‘be hastened away without 
stopping to tie his shoes, or to adjust his hat or his 
clothes. I repeated to him the elder Weller’s sage 
advice, to “ bevare of the vidders,” and hope he 
will not disregard it. 

The inmates of this establishment are now reduoed 
to less than half a hundred, and there are nearly 
fifty of that number who are anxious to obtain their 
walking-papers and take their chances out in the 
wide, wide world. I can see that many chafe and 
fret at their eontinued confmement. Nearly all are 
doing everything they can to shorten their imprison- 
ment ; but still, with all their outside friends can do 
for them,‘with their own exertions thrown in, they 
find the iron doors will not open for them. They 
find it much easier to get into jail than to get out. 

The sheriff is charged with having an interest in 
keeping here all he can. He obtains -seventy-five 
cents a day from the county for each prisoner 
for the food be gives them, on which he probably 
ma,kes a net profit, .daily, of sixty-five cents per 
bead ; and on the boarders who pay $15 per week, 
it is not bard to see that a decided profit is realized. 
Some of the inmates here charge tbe sheriff with 
refusing to obey writs of haBeas COG-~ to take them 
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before the aourts, that an examination may be had 
as to why they are deprived of liberty, and this that 
he may retain them as boarders. This is a hard 
charge, and it is charitable to hope that it is not 
true. It is sad to think that any man, fit to be 
a sheriff, would willfully keep a fellow-being in 
prison for the pittance he can make by boarding 
him. From the reports of the examination now 
being had, it appears tbat the sheriff makes a very 
bandsome profit on prisoners who are able to get out 
on bail, as $20 is often charged for filling out 
a bail-bond-a printed form with blanks to be filled 
out, and requiring but a few minutes’ time. One 
party informed mo within the last few days that 
$300 was paid in one instance for filling out a bail- 
bond. But when a mar: is in.prison he is willing to 
do almost anything in his power to regain his 
liberty. It ir to be feared there is a great deal of 
dishonesty and rasaality in this world. 

Among the ones anxious to be free again is 
another friend, Charley Black, who often brings me 
my meals. He seems to be confined here quite 
unjustly. Charley, unfortunately, has a faithless 
wife, and she became enamored with another 
man who has more money and possibly more at- 
traotions than he. She decided to leave Charley and 
take up with this other less honorable man, and the 
course she pursued was still more reprehensible 
than following her unholy inclinations. She accused 
Charley of adultery with a female friend who 
stopped with them for a few days, and commenced 
an action for divorce against him, making oath 
that he was about to leave the city, and upon that 
charge caused him to be put in this prison under 



ROM BFJiIND TEID iSAltS; - 709 

$2,900 bail. Then the false woman proceeded to 
strip the house of everything, including Charli-y’s 
wardrobe and their only child, went off with the 
other fellow, and is living adulterously with him. 
Charley, of course, ‘feels very unhappy under 
this state of thin&, and is doing all he can to change 
it. The lady with whom his wife falsely accused 
him of committing adultery has made oath that the 
chaige is utterly false, and Charlry’s bail has been 
reduced from $2,000 to $100 ; and though obtaining 
bail when one is in prison is often not au easy thing 
to do, ae soon as Charleg’s friend returns to the city 
from a temporary absence, he will undoubtedly 
be free again, when the faithless wife may ‘take a 
turn at imprisonment, just to see hog agreeable it is. 
Charley seems like a very honorable, faithful man ; 
but if he has such a wife, he is cursed indeed. 

My own case and chances seem unchanged. The 
petitions and private letters continue to flow in to the 
President in my behalf, but still I hear of no libera- 
tion papers being signed to open my priuon doors, 
although my hopes are steadily iti that direction. 
As he must be fully conscious that I am uhjustly 
imprisoned, that my offense was nothing, that my 
trial was most unfair, with the urgent request of be- 
tween 125,GOO and 200,000 persons asking for my 
release, it would seem that there must be a strong 
adverse iduence working upon him to prevent him 
from performing so simple an act of justice. But it 
is to be hoped that he will not allow this adverse 
iniluedce to unduly prevent him from performing 
the simple act of justice aforesaid. Probably he 
does not wieh to act hastily or wi,thout thought. The 
weather is warm, and excessive haste would not be 
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advisable ; but if he himself were in prison, he 
might possibly feel a little more in a hurry than he 

seems to now. It takes some people a good while to 
make up their minds, and sometimes the attending em- 
barrassments are so great as tdmake it difficult to de- 
cide how to act. If the President will turn this little 
difficult matter over to me, I think I can settle it in 
a very few minutes, and my term of imprisonment 
wonld come to. a sudden termination. But as he 
probably will do nothing of the kind, I must con- 
tinue to exercise all the patience I can possibly 

muster, and hope that he ultimately may see his 
duty clear, to let an innocent man out of prison to go 
about his business. I am not without hope and am 
not yielding myseltio unavailing grief and anxiety. 

I am trying to let, “Patience do her perfect work.” 
My spirit is cheered, during my imprisonment, by 

the reception of numerous sympathetic letters from 
kind friends in the East and the West, the North 
and the South, and various parts of the coun- 

try. Many of these letters contain remittances of 
greater or less magnitude from such friends as real- 
ir.e that in all this business, and in keeping THE 
TRUTH SEEKER alive, numerous and heavy expenses 

have to be met. I feel very grateful to such friends 
and cheerfully acknowledge such receipts. I have 
not the full list with me, and can only give some 
of the names of the kind donors, which I will here 

introduce. If I get out of prison I will print the 

entire list. Here are some of the names: 

Henry Severance, Dunkirk, N. Y., , gg 3.50 
George Williams, Hudson, Mich., 4 00 
George Hendee, Royal Center, Ind., 5.00 
P. C. Hsing, Pioneer, Pa., 5.00 
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Job; Robinson, Scott Bar, Cal., 6.00 
E. G. Goldbaum, Memphis, Tenn., 5.00 

Louis Wolfgram, Sherman, Tex., 5.00 

Wm. Tyler, N. Brunswick, Md., 5.00 
Daniel E. Ryan, New York, 5.00 
.I. H. Johnson, “ 10.00 
M. Reiman, ‘< 12.00 

M. Van Dc(esen, “ 25.00 

Several others have kindly remitted, whosi names, 
aR I said, I have not by me, and many have sent in 
orders for books and t.he names of many new sub- 
scribers. It all helps in the right direction and all 
is gratefully received. My wife has received the 

following letter: 
SAYBROOE, O., July 18, 1879. 

MRS D. M. BENNETT, Dear &dam. : Plcssc find inclosed 
t,eo dollars to help pay expenses and keep alive THE TRUTH 
SEEKER. I am in favor of free thought, free speech, and 
free mails, and will do all I can to help in this big fight for 
freedom. Respectfully, MARTHA TINI(E& 

The following generous letter is from the same 
grand man who has on several previous ocossionb 
opened his heart and his pocket book to those in 

need : 
DAVIRVILLE, .CAL., July 8, 1879. l 

MR. D. M. BENNETT, My Dear Friend: Inclosed find P. 
C. orders for $100.00 to help you pay the unjust fine imt 
posrd upon you. I do not like to swear, but I do when.1 
think of the persecution you have suffered at the hands of 
the Christian frauds. Keep up good courage ; you are 
bound to come out first beat in the long run. 

I wish I could be more liberal, but my raisin making has 
not been a euccesa yet. [He is an extensive fruit grower.] 
Sympathizing with you in your persecution, I am, 

Most respeclfuly yours, G. G BRIWS. 

I sincerely thank all these kind’ friends for their 
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generosity and am sorry that it requires s,‘ mufh 
money to meet ali the expenses incumbent upon me. 
I value money chiefly for the good it enables me to 
perform and the ne’cessities it helps me to meet. 

Among trhe notices of the press in various parts 
of the country, I will give here a short one from 
The Z’rue Blue of Rochester, N. Y.: 

D. M. Bennett of TBE TRUTH SEEKER is still ‘I behind 

the bars ” at Ludlow Srreet Jail for committing no crime. 

The surest way to mnkc friends for any cause and set peo- 

ple to thinking about things they wauld otherwise never 

hear of is to persecute its advocates. The government will 

soon find itself as bsd cff with Mr. Bennett in prison as 
was the man wbo drew an elephant at a raffle. Mr. Hayes 
should fnake baste to pardon Mr. Bennett from the prison 
into which he has been hurled by theminiona of iniquitous 
power. . . . The good effects to TBE TBUTN 

SEEKER resulting from the trial, conviction, and incaroera- 

tion of Mr. Bennett are sbowing themselves by jncreeced 
patronage. The result desired by the Comstock gang, 

ns&ely, the killing of the paper, will prove a “ boomer- 

ang.” 

‘. . 

MORE OF THE REIGN OF TERROR IN ENGLAND. 

* 1 will now return to the subject treated in my 
l&t letter, and givq Parkrr’s remarks after the trial 
of Thomas Muir, in the time of George III., which I 
gave. 

Then came that series of trials for high treason 
which disgraced the British nation and glutted the 

*. sanguinary vengeance of the court. The govern- 
ment suborned spies to feign themselves “ radicals,” 
join the various reform societies, worm themselves 
into the confidence of patriotic and philanthropic or 
rash men, possess themselves of their secrets, catch 
at the:r words, and then repeat in court what they 
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were paid for fabricating in their secret haunts. A 
ridiculous fable was.got up that there was a plot to 
assassinate the king ! Many were arrested charged 
with treason-“ constructive treason.” On the evi- 
dence of spies of the government, hired informers- 
regular Cornstocks-eltimabla men were seized and 
loqked up in the most loathsome dungeons of the 
kingdom, and with intentional malignity confined 
among the vilest of notorious criminals, The judges 
wrested the law, constructing libels, seditions, mis- 

demeanors, treasons-any crime which it served 
their purpose to forge-out, of acts innocent or only 
rash or indiscreet. ‘( Obscenity ” or ‘(constructive 
obscenity ” had not boen elevated into a crime at 
that time or the Cornstocks and Colgates and Bene- 
diets of ‘those daya might have done a lively business 
in arresting and imprisoning people under that 
charge. Juries were packed by bribed sheriffs, and 
purchased spies were brought in as evidence to swear 

away the liberty or tbe life of noble, honorable men. 
One of the government witnesses yas subsequently 
convicted of ten perjuries. (Anthony can see that 

number and go twenty better.) 
No man was safe who dared utter a serious word 

against George III. or Mr. Pitt. 
Two eases will be cited as samples of many more: 

EASE OF THOMAS HARDY. 

In 1794, in a bill suspending the habeas corpus, 
Parliament declared that “a treacherous and detest- 
able conspiraay had been formed for subverting the 
existing laws and constitution, and for introduc- 
ing the system of anarchy and violence which had 
lately prevailed in Prance.” Soon after the grands 

jury of Middlesex indicted twelve mpn for higitl 

. 
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treason; they were members of 8ome of the societies 
just mentioned. “The overt act charged against 
them was that they had engaged iu a conspiracy 
to caI1.a convention, the object of which was to 
bring about a revolution in the country,” but it was 
not alleged that there was any plot against the king’s 
life or any preparation for force. Thomas Hardyj a 
shoemaker, was first brought to trial. The trial be- 
gxn October 25, 1794. Sir John Scott, the attorney- 
.general, in opening the prosecution, made a Rpeech 
nine hours long (Fiero said he wanted but nine miu- 
utee), attempting to construct treason out of belong- 
ing to a society. All who belonged to it were to be 
considered as “ compassing the death of our lord 
the king.” Chief-Justice Eyre, in a,ddressing the 
grand jury, referred to the act of Parliament as a 
proof of conspiracy. Mr. Erskiie defended Hardy 
in a speech that u will live forever.” Seldom had 
English liberty been in such peril ; never did Eng- 
lifh lawyers more manfully defend it. The jury, a 
London jury, returned u Not guilty.” The report 
of the trial occupies more than twelve hundred 
page8 in “State Trial8 of England,” vol. 24, and bit 
shook the nation. The British juries for a long 
time had slept at their post, and allowed the enemy 
to enter the camp and murder its inmates. But the * 
trial of Hardy woke up those heedless eentinels, and 
liberty was safe-that is, in England. The Com- 
stock trials under Benedict may have a similar ben- 
eficial effect on the cau8e of liberty in America, 

JOPN WORNE TOOKE’S 6ECOND TBIAL. 

Still the infatuated government in England went 
.on, not conscious of the 8pirit of Anglo Saxon liberty 
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it had at last rouued from long, heavy, and death-like 
sleep, and eleven days after brought Mr. John Horne 
Tooke t.o trial. It will be remembered, he had been 
tried nearly twenty years before, on the first anniver- 
sary of the Declaration of American Independence, 
for publishing the notice of a meeting which raised 
3100 for the widows and orphan children of the’ 
colonists who fell at the Battle of Lexington, April j 
19, 1775, and for that offense was punished, with fine 
and imprisonment. Afterthe acquittal of Hardy the 
government brought Mr. Tooke to trial, relying on 
the same evidence-membership of a reform socie- 
ty-to convict him of “levying war,” and “ com- 
passing the death of our lord the king,” Mr. Erskine 
defended him. Said he : “I will assert the freedom 
of an Englishman ; I will vindicate and glory in the 
principle8 which raised this country to her pre&mi- 

nence among the nations of the earth ; and as she 
shone, the bright star of the morning, to shed the 
light of liberty upon m&ions which now enjoy it, so 
may she continue in her radiant Yphere to revive the 
ancient privilegea of the world which have been lost, 
and&ill to bring them forward to tongues and peo- 
ple who have never known them yet, in the mysteri-’ 

OUB progression of thingo” (25 St. Tr., 1). 
Horne Tooke was acquitted ; the government, 

routed and overwhelmed with disgrace, gave up the 
other prosecu$ions, and the treason trials ended. 

Even George III. had wit enough left to Bee the 
blunders which his ministers had committed, and 
stammered forth, “ You have got us into the wrong 

box, my lord [Loughborough]; you have got UB into 
the wrong box; constructive treason won’t do, my 

lord; oonetruetive treason won’t do.” By and by the 
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obtuse and oW,inate. Benedict possibly may say to 
Comstock and Colgate, “ My excellent and pious sirs, 
you have got us into the wrong box. Constructive 
obscenity won’t do, my friends; constructive obscen- 

ity won’t do.” 
Of these trials, Mr. Campbell, himself a judge, de- 

clares, ‘6 ThiR [the conduct of the government] was 
mqre exceptionable in principle than anything done 
in the reign of Charles II.; for then the fabricators 
of the popish plot did not thick of corroborating 
Oates and Bedloe by a public statute; and then, if 
the facte alleged had been true, they would have 
amounted to a plnin case of actual treason; whereas, 
here, admitting the truth of all the facts alleged, 
there was no pretense for saying that any treason 
contemplated by the legislature had been committed. 
If this scheme had succeeded, not only would there 
have been a sacrifice of life contrary to law, but all 
political ‘ agitation’ must have been extinguished in 
Eugland, as there would hate bee2 a precedent for 
holding that the effort to carry a measure by in- 
fluencing publio opinion through the means op@y 
resorted to in our days, is ‘compassing the death 
of the sovereign.’ The only chance of escaping 
such servitude would have been civil war. It is 
frightful to think of the perils to which the nation 
was exposed. . . . But Erskine and the crisis 
were framed for each other. . . . His contemp-o- 
raries, who without him might have seen the extina- 
tion of freedom among us, saw it, by his peculiar 
genius, placed upon an imperishable .basis ” (5 
Campbell, 36’7). It is’ to be hoped we have some 
Erskines in our own day, who value tbe vital princi- 
ples of human liberty high enough to bc willing to 

i 
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undergo obloquy and opprobrium to raise their voices 
in its defense. If I am able to contribute, even in a 
small degree, in this glorious warfare, I will feel that 
I have not lived in vain. 

SLAVERY IN THE UNITED STATES. 

I will leave, for the present at least, trials in the 
Englir;h courts, and give an acucount of trials that 
have taken place in the courts of the United States, 
by which &me idea can he had of the iniquities and 
wronqs to human liberty that have been enacted in 
times-past, in the name of law and justice, in this 
boasted land of freedom. 

. 

Slavery is an ancient institutioa. It has existed 
in various forms on the earth for thousands of years. 
It began in the savage and barbarous conditions of 
man, and it is the savage and barbarous element in 
th’e human race that hae perpetuated this &eat in- 
justice. Most of the religions of the world have 
sanctioned this dire wrong, and to this rule Jndaiem 
and Christianity have been no exceptions. The 
prophets, teachers, and rulers of the former re- 
1igiOh said very little against the institutioo, and 
were at all times fond of binding their chkins upon 
whatsoever people they could gain ascendency over. 
Abraham, Jacob, Moses, Joshua, David, Solomon, 
Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, and Daniel said little or 
nothing against slavery, but inflicted it upon all 
whom they were able to bring under their power. 
None of the great lights in the early days of Chris- 
tianity said ,naght against it. Seaus, Peter, Paul, 
Justin Martyr, Polycarp, Iremeus, Tertullian, Origen, 
Constantine, Eusebius, car none of the apo3tlnJ OP 
.early Fathers, nor the la! er Fathers, popes, Christian 

. ’ 
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conquerers, kings, and tyrants, said or did anything 
in favor of down-trodden slaves or the institution 

that oppre’ssed them. On the other hand, the tenor 

of their teaching was to uphold slavery and to in- 
duce its victims to be content with its in0ictions. 
Of such inculcations are precepts of this kind : 
“Servants obey your masters ;” ccObey them that 
have rale over you ;,, “The powers that be are 

ordained of God,” etc., etc. There has hardly been 

a Christian nation that has not practiced the great 
wrong of human slavery. 

As bad as this system had been in Asia, Africa, 
and Europe, it was reserved for it to take its worst 

and most cruel form in America, where was boasted 
the most freedom and the greatest regard for 
human rights ever known in the’ world. And it 
never gave way, a serious. blow was never struck 
against it, nntil it was done by the hands of thbse 
who acknowledged allegiance to no, system of theol- 
ogy-in short, Infidels, uhbelievers in the theory 
that slavery was an institution founded and cherished 
by a God of love for all his children. Prominent 
among them were William Lloyd Garrison, Stephen 
S. Boater, Theodore Parker, Henry C. Wright, Ger- 
rit Smith, Parker Pillsbury, Wendell Phillips, and 
the final blow was given it by that staunch unbeliev- 
er, President Abraham Lincoln. Christianity and the 

church upheld it a@ long as it could, but, with the 
increasing sentiment in favor of equal freedom for 

>all, it finally had to go to the wall. 
The more orthodox the church, the more zealously 

it defended slavery, and the more heterodbx the 
sect, the more it favored human freedom and the 
more persistently it has contended against the inhu- 
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man institution. The Friends, or Quakers, have 
been ‘examples in point’; they have from their in- 
fancy been the steadfast friends of liberty for all, * 
aud the moat ,heterodox branch of them, the follow- 
ers of Elias Ricks, have bnen the most faithful 
frrends to the downtrodden, the most peraistent 
haters of injustice and oppression. 
’ At the close of the Revolutionary war there were 

opposing sentiments in the cousoience of the new 
nation on the subject of Africau slavery ; some were 
for it and some against it., An animated struggle 
arose upon the subject, and this continued with 
increasing earnestness nearly down to the time when 
it was utterly overthrown. Twice the spirit OL free- 
dom won important victories previous to the final . 
me. In 1’187 slavery was prohibited in the North- 
west territory-what is now the atat.es of Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, etc. In 1808 the African slave 
trade was abolished. 

The victories of slavery were numerous ; in 1’781 
it came into the Constitution ; it was left \iu the 
individual states as a part of their ‘(republican form 
of government $’ slaves were counted fractional 
parts of men, without the personal righfs of inte- ’ 
gral humanity, and the rendition of fugitive slaves 
was provided for. In 1792 out of old territory a 
new slave state was made, and Kentucky came into 
the Union. Tennessee followed in 1796, Mississippi 
in 1817, Alabama in 1819, thus throwing the pall of 
slavery over the soil which the Declaration of-Inde- 
pen3ence had covered with ideal freedom, 

In 1’79.3 the Federal Government took slavery un- 
d-r its especial patronage and passed the first \Fugi- 
tive Slave bill for the capture of such as should 
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esoape from bondage from one state to another. In 
1803 Louisiana waB purchased and slavery left in 
that vast territory ; thus the first expansion of our 
borders was an‘ extension of bondage. Out of that 
territory three great states, Louisiana, Arkansas, and 
Missouri, were subsequently made. Florida was puri 
chased as slave roil in 1.820, and in 1845 admitted aa 
a state with slavery fully recognized in her constitus 
tion. In 1845 Texas, which had previously been 
free Mexican territory, was annexed, and slavery 
extended over its wide domain. In 1848 slavery 
was nominally spread over California, Utah, and 
New Mexico. In 1850 the Fugitive Slave bill be- 
came a law. The North humbled itself before 
Southern masters and helped to make the law by 
which every person in the North, if necessary, 
should be compelled to pursue and hunt down fugi- 
tives from slavery and return them to bond.age. 
The courts and marshals of the United States were 
suborned into the infamous business, and for Rev- 
era1 years did eervile work in thie inhuman traffic. 
The deepest stain that has been made upon the 
escutcheon of thie fair land is the subserviency of 
it8 laws, itg courts, and it8 judges to the behests and 
service of the slave power. Here were eight great 
victories of .slavery over freedom. 

It seemed doubtful which was master in the Fed- 
era1 councils ; but in 1820, in a great battle-the 
Missouri compromise-slavery triumphed and for 
forty years waB maator. The slave power became 
predominant in American politics, business, litera- 
ture, and religion. 

The struggle for human freedom in tbis country 
was for a long time a most unpopular one. Every 
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orthodox church, nearly every orthodox periodical, 
and the great bulk of orthodox clergymen were 
opposed to the anti alavery movement. Forcible 
and unlawful efforts were again and again used to 
suppress public discussion. To give some idea how 
far this was true, I will give you a few quotations 
from William Goodell’a “ Slavery and Anti-Slavery.” 

ACTS OF PRO-SLAVERY MEN. 

An attempt to hold ?n anti-slavery meeting in the 
oity of New York on the 4th of July, 1834, was 
made the occasion of a frightful and protracted riot. 
The meeting was broken up, and for several suc- 
cessive days and. evenings the city was in possession 
of the rioters, who assailed private dwellings, and 
threatened and attempted personal violence upon 
anti-slavery people. Bimilar scenes were enacted in - - 
Philadelphia a few weeks later, Extensive damages 
were done to private dwellings and puhlio buildings 
of the anoffending colored people. During these 
riots, which continued for seveial days, many oolored 
people were treated in a mffiadly manner, numbera 
were wounded, and some lost their lives. . 

2. At Worcester, Mass., August 10, 1835, while , 
Rev. Orange Scott was lecturing on slavery, a 8on 
of an ex-governor of the state, assisted by an Irish- 
man, tore up his notes and offered him personal vio- 
lence. 

3. On the same day,’ a mob at Canaan, N. H., 
demolished and dragged away an academy because 
colored youth were admitted to study there. 

4. At Boston, Mass.., October 21, 1835, a mob of 
five hundred ‘(men of property and standing,” aa 
claimed by the city papers, mobbed the Boston 
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Female Anti-Slavery Society, dispersed them while 
the president was at prayer, and dragged William 
Lloyd Garrison, editor of the Liberator, through the 
streets with a rope around his body. He was 
roughly handled, t.hreatened with tar and feathers, 
but finally conducted to the Mayor, who lodged him 
in jail till t,he next day to save him from further 
violence. After an examination, he was released 
from prison, but, at the earnest entreaties of the city 
authorities, left Boston for a time. 

5. On the same day, at Utica, New York, a com- 
mittee of twenty-five prominent citizen8 appointed a 
public meeting, and headed by a member of Con- 
gress, broke up a meeting convened to form a New 
York State Anti-Slavery Society, and threw down 
the press of a journal whioh had espoused the anti- 
slavery cause. By invitation of Gerrit Smith, who 
had identified himself with the movement, the-mem- 
bers-of the convention repaired to his residence in 
Peterboro, twenty-five miles away, where they fin- 
ished the transaction of their business the next day, 
but not until a portion of them had been pelted 
with stones, mud, and missiles, at Vernon, on their 
way from Utica to Peterboro. 

6. In December, 1836, an anti-slavery meeting at 
New Haven, Corm,, was broken up by students of 
Yale College from the Southern states. 

7. At Alton, Illinois, November 7, 1837, the 
press of the Alto% Observer was destroyed by a 
mob, and the editor, Elijah P. Lovejoy, was shot 
dead, receiving four balls in his breast. l’be mur- 
derers were not brought to justice. 

8. Pennsylvania Hall, in Philadelphia, was opened 
May 14, 1838, for the free discussionof all sub- 
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jeots interesting to American citizens. On the l’fth 
of the same month it was burned by a mob because 
Abolitionists had been allowed to hold meetings 
there. 

9. .At Cincinnati, September 5, 1841, a ferocious 
mob destroyed, for the third time, the printing- 
press of the Philanthropist, a paper devoted to anti- 
slavery. The first of these outrages was in 1836. 
James G. Binney, a repentant slaveholder from 
Kentucky, was then editor and proprietor of the 
paper. 
10. At Philadelphia, August 1, 1842, occurred the 

worst of several mobs against the colored people of 
that city. A church and hall built by their earn- 
ings were burned down, their houses demolished, and 
their peruons beaten and mangled in the most bar- 
barous manner. The city authorities afforded no 
efhoient protection till the mischief was done, in a 
riot, of two days. The only provocation on the’part 
of the colored people was a peaceable temperance 
celebration of the anniversary of Britist West India 
emancipation, and walking in public procession on 
that ocoaeion. 

11. Benjamin Lundy was repeatedly assaulted in 
the streets of Baltimore, and once brutally beaten 
by Austin Wollfolk, a slave trader, before any of 
the more modern anti-slavery societies were organ- 
ized. Mr. Lundy was a feeble man, a quiet, nnre- 
sisting Quaker, but the peculiar institution of South- 
ern chivalry afforded him uo protection on that ac- 
count. 

12. William Lloyd Garrison was imprisoned in 
Baltimore and an assault made upon his person. 

13. Miss Prudence Crandall, a benevolent, inof- 

. 
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fenaive young lady, established and taught a school 
for oolored pupils at Canterbury, Conn. Through 
leading members of the Colonieation Society, an act 
of the atrte legislature against such schools was pro- 
cured, and was enforced by imprisonment of Miss 
Crandall, in 1833. ’ The.school having been re&med 
was finally broken up by violenoe in September 
1834. 

14. Dr. Reuben Crandall, of Westchester, N. Y., 
a brother of Miss Prudence Crandall, having located 
himself in Washington City to teach botany, was 
arrested and thrown into prison, August 11, 1835, 
on a charge of circulating incendiary publications 
with intent to excite the slaves to insurrection. 
After lying in jail over eight months, till April 15, 
1836, he was brought to trial before Judge Cranch. 
The evidence against him only proved that he had 
in his trunk some anti-slavery pamphlets and 
papers, and that the latter were used by him in 
wrapping up his botanical specimens, and that, by 
request be had lent a white person one of the pam 
phlets. The “incendiary matter” read in court 
from these papers were articles against slavery and 
In favor of the right of free colored people to reside 
in this country. 

15. Amos Dresser, of Ohio, traveling in Tennes- 
see to distribute Bibles, was flogged twenty lashes 
on his bare back in the public square at Nashville, 
July 25, 1835. His crime was being a member of 
an anti-slavery society, and having some anti-slavery 
publications in his trunk. 

16. Capt. Jonathan Walker, a citizen of Massa- 
ahusetts, for assisting the escape of a slave, was 
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branded with a hot iron on the hand with the letters 
S. S., and this by an o%icer of the United States. 

SERIOUS RIOT IN NEW YORK IN 1863. 

17. In this category may be included some of the 
events of the monstrous riot which took place in this 
city on July 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17, 1863. It was 

)during the war of the Rebellion, and originated in 
opposition entertained by the Irish portion of the 
population to the draft for strengthening the Fed- 
eral &my, During the progress of the riot, the 
original motive seems to have been lost sight of, and 
great excesses were committed against private citi- 
zens and corporations but slightly connected with 
the origin of the riot. Among these may be named 
two or three attacks on Mayor Opdyke’s residence, 
the destruction of the residence of Postmaster Abram 
Wakeman (my attorney) on Eighty-sixth street, 
two attacks on the Bibune building, and on armo- 
riee, factories, and private stores. A persistent bitter 
feeling reigned throughout towards the colored pop- 
ulation. The mob seemed to connect them with the 
cause of the war, and was filled with hatred towards 
them. If a colored person was seen upon the streets, 
he was pursued, beaten, and probably hung to a 
lamp post. Somewhere about twenty were treated in 
that way and killed ; others were severely beaten ; 
and had not the colored people’been discreet enough , 
to take refuge in armories, the arsenal, and other 
comparatively safe places, hundreds of them would 
have been killed. Many of their residences were 
demolished and burned. 

A dastardly and inhuman act was the destruction 
of the Colored Orphan Asylum on Fifth avenue, 

. 
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extendingr from Forty-third to .Forty-fourth street- 
a building four stories high and containing over two 
hundred children, from the merest infants up to 
twelve years of age. It would seem that no class of 
men could wish to harm fatherless and motherless 
infants of that age. But around this building the 
mob-gathered in large numbers, yelling like savages, 
uttering cries and oaths, filling with dismay and 
terror the hearts of the inmates. Superintendent 
Davis, unable to protect the entrances against the 
assaults of the mob, prudently gathered the terrified 
children in the yard at the rear end of the building 
just as the mob effected an entrance. Then the work 
of pillage commenced, and everything was carried 
off that could be, even to the dresses, toys, and 
trinkets of the little ones, while the heavy furniture 
was chopped and broken in pieces, w.hen it was 
piled up in the rooms and set on fire. The firemen 
arrived and made manly efforts to extinguish the 
flames; but the mob beat them and overpowered 
them, and setting thebuilding on fire in many places, ; 
burned it to the ground. The children were fortu- 
nately saved, and were ultimately conveyed for 
safety to Blackwell’s Island, as well as large num- 
bers of other colored people. The churches of the 
colored people were frequently attacked by the. 
mob, and every venturesome colored man set upon 
and hung up by the neck. Three and four colored 
men were seen at a time suspended to lamp posts. 

The contests between the mobs-for sometimes 
four or five different bodies would be operating in 
different parts of the city at the same time-on the 
one side, and the police and the military on the 
other, were bloody in tho extreme. Fully twenty 

. 
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different pitched battles took place. The mobs were 
fired into by the military many times, and it was 
this resolute course that finally suppressed the riot- 
ers. It was estimated that twelve hundred people 
were killed or died from the effects of injuries re- 
ceived during the riot, and that several millions of 
dollars’ worth of property wa8 destroyed and stolen. 
The German portion of the population did not join 
the rioters, who were nearly altogether of the Irish 
race. Those who wish to read the details of the 
bloody affair will find them in Cc The Great Riots 
of New York,” by J. T. Headley. 

PROSECUTIONS IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 

These outrages mentioned, and many others, were 
chiefly the work of mobs, but I will now take from 
Parker’s Defense cases of prosecutions in the United 
States courts, where the strong arm of the law in 
the highest courts of the land was used to oppress 
people for the expression of their honest opinions 
and for acts in themselves highly aommendablz It 
is a saddening reflection that the United States 
courts have so often lent themselves, their power, 
and aid, to wrong individuals entitled to their pro- 
tection rather than oppression. 
1. On the 10th of March, 1851, Hannah DeIIam 

was brought before Judge Kane of the United 
States Court in Philadelphia, charged with being a 
fugitive slave. She wa8 advanced in pregnancy, 
hourly expecting to give birth to a child. If a con- 
victed murderess is in that condition the la+ delays 
the exeoution of its ghastly sentence till the baby is 
born, whom the gallows orphans soon. The poor 
negress’rs counsel begged for delay, that the child 
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might be born in Pennsylvania and so be-free-a 
poor boon, but too great for a fugitive slave bill and 
pro-slavery, judges of the United States courts to 
grant. The’ judge, who inherits the name of the 
first murderer, disgraced the name of Cain ; he pro- 
longed his court late into night, that he might send 
the child into slavdry while still in the womb 
of its mother. Judge Kane held his “court ” and 
gave his decision in the very building where the 
Deelaration of Independence was signed and pub- 
lished to the world. The memorable bell which 
summoned his court had for a motto on its brazen 
lips, (‘Proclaim liberty throughout the land to all 
ihe inhabitants thereof.” 

7 

l 

\ 

2. The same year Rachel Parker, a free colored 
girl, was seized ii the house of Joseph C. Miller, of 
West Nottingham, Chester county, Pa., by Thdmas 

I McCreary, of Elktown, Mid. Mr. Miller pursued 
the kidnapper and found the girl at Baltimore, and 
br0nght.a charge of kidnapping against McCreary. 
But before the matter was de&led Mr. Miller was 
decoyed away and murdered. The man-hunter was 
set free and the girl kept as a slave, but after long 
confinement in jail was at last pronounced free-not 
.by the United States judge, but by a Baltimore 
jury. (20 Anti-Slavery Report, 21, 28, 34.) 
3. In the same year occurred the Christiana trag- 

edy. Here are the facts : In Virginia,a general law 
conferred a reward of $100 on a;ly man who should 
bring back to Virginia a slave that had escaped into 
another state, and gave him also ten cents for each I 
mil6 of tmvel in the chase after a slave. Accord- 
ingly, besides the o&era of the Fugitive Slave bill 
and courts commissioned for that purpose, there was a 

\ . 
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b&y of professional slave-hunters, who prowled 
about the borders of Pennsylvania to entrap their 
prey. In September, 1850, a colored man, known 
in the neighborhood around Christiana to be free, 
was seizqd and carried away by profCsAona1 kidnap- 
pers and never afterwards seen by his family. In 
March, 1851, in the same neighborhood, under the 
roof of his employer, during the night, another col- 
ored man ;was tied, gagged, and carried away, . 
marking the road along which he wa8 dragged with 
his own blood. He was never afterwards heard of. 
These and many other acte of a similar cind had so 
alarmed the neighborhood that the very name of 
“kidnapper ” waa sufficient to create a panic. 

On the 11th of September, Edward Gorsuch, of 
Maryland, his Ron, Dickinson Gortmch, with a party 
of Friends, and a United States officer named Eline, 
who bore the warrant of United States Commissioner 
Ingraham, made their appearance in the neighbor- 
hood near Christiana, Lancaster county, Pennsylva- 
nia, in pursuit of a slave. They lay in wait for 
their prey near the house of William Parker, a col- 
ored man. When discovered and challenged, they 
approached the house, and Gorsunh demanded hia 
slave. I: was denied tbat he was there. High 
words ensued, and two shots were fired by the assail- 
ants at the house. The alarm was given by blow- 
ing a horn, and the neighborhood aroused. 4 party 
of colored men, from thirty to fifty strqng, meet of * 
them armed in some way, were before long on the 
ground: Catstner Hanway and Elijah Lewiti, both 
white man and Friends, rode up before the engage- 
ment began, and endeavored to prevent bloodshed 
by persuading both pa&es to diqerse peaceably. 
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Kline and the United States deputy-marshal ordered 
them to join the posse, which they of caurse refused 
to do, but urged upon him the necessity of withdraw- 
ing his men for their own safety. This the marshal 
finally did, eo far as he personally was concerned, 
when satisfied that there was actual danger of a 
bloody resistance. Gorsuch, however, and his party 
persisted in their attempt, and he and two of his 
party fired on the colored men, who returned the 
fire with deadly effect. Gorsuch was killed on the 
spot, his son severely, though not mortally, wounded, 
and the rest of the party put to flight. The dead 
and wounded were cared for by the neighbors, 
mostly Friends and Abolitionists. The slave for the 
capture of whom the enterprise was undertaken 
made his escape to a land of safety. 

United States Judge Grier denounced the act 
from the bench as one of treason. A party of ma- 
rines were ordered to the ground to keep the peace 
after the battle had been fought and won. United 
States Marshal Roberts, Commissioner Ingraham, 
and United States District-Attorney Ashmeadwith a 
strong body of police, accompanied them, and kept’ 
the seat of war under a kind of martial law for sev- 
eral days. The country was scoured, houses ran- 
sacked, and about thirty arrests made. AmongW 
those arrested were Castner Hanway and Elijah 
Lewis, whose only crime had been endeavoring to 
prevent the effusion of blood. The prisoners were 
taken. to Philadelphia, examined before a United 
States commissioner, and committed on a charge ‘of 
high treason. At the next term of the United 
States District Court, under a charge from Judge 
Kane, the grand jury found’ indictments against a11 
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of them for this crime. (20 Anti-Slavery Report, 
30, 31). 

. 

Mr. Hanway was brought to trial-for his life- 
charged with “treason.” It appears that this was 
his overt act. He was a Quaker, an anti-slavery 
Quaker, and a “non-resistant ;” when he heard of 
the attack on the colored people, he rode on a sorrel 
horoe to the spot, in his shirt-sleeves, with a broad 
Pelt hat on ; he advised the colored men, not to fire- 
“For God’s sake don’t fire;” but when Deputy-Mar- . 
Nhal Kline ordered him to assist in kidnapping he 
refused, and would have nothing to do with it. 
Some of the colored men fired, with the result 
narrated. It appeared also that Mr. Hanway had 
said that the Bugitive’ Slave bill was unconstitu- 
tional and that he never would aid in kidnapping a 
man-words which were held to be very treason- 
able. \ 

For this “ offense ” his case was presented to the 
grand jury of the United States Circuit Court on the 
29th day of September, 1851. Judge Kane charged 
the jury, laying down the law of treason. Mr. 
Hanway was indicted for 66 wickedly devising and 
intending the peace and tranquillity of the . . . 
United States to disturb ;” and for “,wickedly and 
traitorously intending to levy war against the said 
United Stat ej ;” and because he, *I with force and 
arms, maliciously and traitorously did prepare and 
compose and . . . cause. and procure to he pre- 
pared and composed, divers books, pamphlets, let- 
ters, declarations, resolutions, addresses, papers, and 
writings, and did . . . maliciously and traitor-, 
ously publish and dispense . . . divera other 
books . . . containing . . . incitement, en- * 
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couragement, and exhortations to move, induce, and 
persuade persons held to service to any of the United 
States, . . . who had escaped, . . . to resist, 
oppose, and prevent., hy violenc_e and intimidation, 

. the execution of said laws” (that is, the law for kid- 
napping their own persons). 

He was brought to trial at Philadelphia, Novem- 
ber 24, 1851, before the Honorable United States 
Judges IKane and Grier, then aud subsequently so 
eminent for their zeal in perverting law and doing 
judicial iniquity. It was perhaps their great glory 
that in the cause of slavery they struck at the very 
first principles of American democracy and set at 
naught the highest attributes of liberty and justice. 

On behalf of the government there appeared six 
persons as prosecuting officers, among whom were 
the attorney-general of Maryland, the disfrict-attor- 

J . ney of Pennsylvania, and United States Senator 
Cooper, of Pennsylvania. It was perhaps very ’ 
proper that the Unit,ed States government should 

‘, _ thus outrage the common decencies of judicial proc- 
8888s. 

This question among others was put to each 
juror: “Have you formedan opinion that the law of 
the United States, known as the Fugitive Slave law 
of 1850, is unconstitutional, ao that you oannot for 
that reason conviot a person indi.cted for a forcible 
resistance thereto, if the facts alleged in the indict- 
ment are proved and the court hold the statute to be 
constitutional ?” 

Thus a11 persons~were excluded from the jury who 
believed that this wictked bill was a violation of the 
Constitution; and one most important means of the 
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p&mm& legitimate defense was purposely swept 
away by the court. 

Mr. Ashmead, the government’s attorney, said, 
when the Constitution was adopted, ‘( Men had not 
then become wiser than the laws [the laws of Eng 
land and the colonial laws which they were born 
under and broke away from]; nor had they learned 
to measure the plain and uuambignous letter of the 
Constitution by an artificial standard of their own 
creation [that is, the self-evident truth bhat all men 
have a natural and unalienable right to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness]; to obey or disregard 
it as it came up to or fell beneath it [as the law was 

* just or unjust].” Notice this particular’%- ; it is 
equal to Benedict: 

(‘You will receive the law from the oourt.” - 
‘(You are bound by the instructions which the 
court may give in respect to it.” “It is in no sense 
true that you are judges of the law.” 66 You must 
take tbe interpretation which the court puts upon 
it.” “ You have the right to apply the law to the 
facts, but you have no right to go further.” 

6r The crime charged against this defendant- is 
. . that of levying war against the United 

States. The phrase, levying war, was long before 
the adoption of the Constitution; a phrase . . . 
embracing such a forcible resistance to the laws as 
that charged against this defendant [that is, speak- ’ 
ing against the Fugitive Slave bill and refusing to * 
kidnap a man is levying war against the United 
States].‘* It’ is treason “ if the intention is by force 
to prevent the exerulion of any one . . . . of the 
general laws of the United States, or to resist the 
exercise of any legitimate authority of the goveru- 

\ 
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merit.” &‘.Levying war embraces . . . any com- 
bination forcibly. to prevent or oppose the execution 
of a public statute, if accompanied or followed by 
an act of forcible opposition.” “ Of course,” says 
Pal.ker, “ the cou:t is to determine the meaning of 
force; and using the same latitude of construction 
au in interpreting levying wur, it would mean, a 
ux2r$ a Zoo7:, a IlLougFrt, a soish, a fancy even.‘, 

Mr. Ludlow enforced the same opinions, relying 
in part on the old tyrannical decisions of the British 
courts in the ages of despotism and on the opinions 
of Judge Chase. Thus the rulings of this judge, 
who had shown himself au enemy ‘to liberty, and 
who had been impeached before the United States 
Senate for his oppressive conduct, were taken as 
precedents and guides in this trial of the Quaker 
Hanway. Ludlow insisted that “in treason all the 

particeps criminis are principals. There are no ac- 
cessaries to this crime. Every act which would ren- 
der a man an accessary will . . . make him a 
principal.‘, “If any man joins and acts with an 
assembly of people, his intent is always to be con- 
sidered . . . the same as theirs ; the law , . 
judgeth of the intent by the fact.” This was Judge 
Kelyng’s law. 

u It may be advanced that because Hanway was 
not armed he was not guilty. It is perfectly well 
settled that arms are lzot necessary. Mitary weap- 
ons are not necessary to a levying of war.” “lf a 
body of men be assembled for the purpose of effect- 
ing a treasonable object (obposing any kind of at@- 
ute), all those’ who perform any ‘part, however 
minute, or however remote from the scene of action, 
. . . are equally traitors.” 
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Mr. Brown, state-attorney from Maryland, fat- 
lowed in a similar line of argument ; also Senator 
Cooper spoke at length. Among much that he said 
was this : ‘( Persons procuring, contriving, or con- 
senting come within the words aicE and abet. So 
if he encourages, assists, or consents to the act, it 
is enough ; he becomes at once an aider and abettor, 
and obnoxious to all the pains and penalties, de- 
nounced against it. If persons do assemble them- 
selves and act with some force in opposition to some 
law . . . and hope thereby to get it repealed, 
this iA levying war and high treason.” According 
to that doctrine any person who by any means, in a 
pamphlet, a speech, or in private converuation, used 
any arguments in favor of the repeal of any statute 
was guilty of treason. 

At the close of his labored argument, the senator 
read a lengthy extract from a sermon by the Rev. 
Dr. Wadswort,h-which was a pro-slavery produo- 
tion-wishing to use the sanction of religion as well 
as the power of the law against one of his oonstitu- 
ents. He closed his remarks with, “No, sir ! no, 
sir ! there is no gospel in all this treasonable fanati- 
cism [the Quaker’s anti-slavery convictions], for trea- 
eon to my country is rebellion to my God.” 

Judge Grier made a serious charge to the jury 
and bore heavily on the accused Quaker. Iie struck . 
out from the phonographer’s report the most objec- 
tionable parts, but what remains is bad enough. 
Here is a sample or two : (‘ The guilt of the foul 
murder [the shooting of the kidnapper] rests not 
alone on the deluded individuals who were its imme- 
diate perpetrators, but the blood taints with even 
deeper dye the skirts of those who promulgated dot- .‘> 
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&es subversive of all morality and all govtrn- 
merit.” (That is to cay the laws in favor of slavery.) 
“This murderous tragedy is but the necessary de- 
delopment of principles and the natural fruit from 
Beed sown by others whom the arm of the law can- 
not reach.” (For instance, the authors of the Dec- 
laration of Independence.) 

“This law [the Fugitive Slave law] is constitu- 
tional. The question of its constitutionality is to 
be settled by the courts [pro-slavery courts] and not 
by the conventions either of laymen or ecclesiastics.” 
u We are as much bound to support this law as any 
other.” “The jury should regard the construction 
of the Constitution as given them by the court as 
to what is the true meaning of the words Levying 
#UT.” .U In treason all are principals, and a man 
can be guilty of aiding and abetting though not 
present.” 

“The government was perfectly justified in sup- 
posing that this transaction was but the first overt 
act of a treasonable conspiracy, extending over many 
of the Northern etates, to resist by force of arms the 
execution of this article of the Con&itution, and the 
laws framed in pursuance of it. In making these 
arrests, and having these investigations, the officers 
c4 the government have done no more than their 
strict duty.” 

But notwithstanding the great efforts made by the 
United States attorneys and judges, the jury returned 
a verdict of “not guilty,” and #e peaceful Quakzr 
was again a free man. 

4. On the 29th day of April, 1652, a man named _ 
William Smith was arrested by II. S. Commissioner 
McAllister of Columbia, Pennsylvania1 on complaint 



FBOiU BEHIND TEE BARS. 837 

of one Ridgely of Baltimore. While in custody of 
the or&era, Smith endeavored to escape, and Ridge- 
ly drew a pistol and shot him dead. The murderer 
escaped. No serious efforts were made by the 
authorities to bring that criminal to justice. “ He 
has the same right to repossess his slave here as iti 
his own Rtate ;” the same right to kill him if he 
attempts to eflcape. This was pro-slavery law. 

5. In 1852 Daniel Kauffman allowed a party of 
fugitive slaves to pass the nigbt in his barn, and 
gave them food in the morning. For this he was 
brought before the same Judge Grier’s court and 
fined &!,800_more than the man was worth-and 
friends were under the necessity of contributing to - 

help him pay the fine. That United States court 
must have deemed it a greater crime to shelter and . . 
feed fugitives from slavery than to deposit one of 
Mr. Heywood’s pamphlets in the mail. 

6. In a case of attempted Rlave-catching at 
Wilkesbarre, Penn., United States Deputy-Marsha1 
Wyncoop and his assistante behaved with en& . 
atrocious and abominable cruelty that the citizens 
felt that justice demanded punishment for the ‘out- _ _ 
rage, They were accordingly arrested on a warrant 
&sued by a magistrate on the oath of one of the 
prinoipsl residents of the place. A writ of ha6eas 

corpus was forthwith sued out before Judge Grier, 
when District-Attorney Ashmead moved tho dis- ? 
charge of the relators, which the judge readily 
granted, and thereupon delivered himself as foIlowe: 
‘I If habeas carves are to be taken out after that 
manner, I will have an indictment sent to the Uni- 
ted States grand jury against the. person who applies 
for the writ, or assists in getting it, the lawyer who 
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defends it,, and the sheriff who serves the writ, to 
see whether the United States officers are to be 
arrested and harassed whenever they attempt to 
serve a prqcess of the United States.” It is singular 
that a government judge in a free nation should 
utter such sentiments. 

7. Here is a solitary instance where a court (not 
United States) was not subservient to the power of 
slavery : About the m?ddle of March, 1854, a man ’ 
named Joshua Glover was seized near Racine, Wis- 
consin, as a fugitive slave. His arrest was attended 
with the usual circumstances of cruelty and coward- 
ice. He was taken, chained and bleeding, to Mil- 
waukee, and thrown into jail. The people of the city 
were indignant, and a public meeting was called at 
once... Stirring speeches were made and strong resolu- 
tions in favor of human freedom passed. A vigilance 
i?ommittee was appointed to see that Glover was INJt 

secretly spirited off. The people were unwilling to 
trust United States judges and commissioners under 
the operation of the above law, and they stepped 
forward to see that justice was done. One hundred 
men came from Racine, and a number from Milwau- 
kee joined them. They proceeded to the jail, rescued 
the fugitive, and escorted him back in triumph to 
Racine. After the rescue, the United States mar- 
shal arrested several who assisted on a .oharge of 
resisting an officer in the discharge of his. duty- 
among them Sherman M. Booth, the editor of the 
_2+ee Democrat. When brought before a commis- 
sioner, in the custody of the marshal, a writ of 
habeas corpus was sued out in his behalf, and he was 
brought before Judge A. 0. Smith, of the Supreme 
Court, who granted him a discharge on the grounds 
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of the usconstitutiona!ity of the Fugitive Slave law. 
The’ marshal then had the proceedings removed by 
a writ of certiorari before a full bench of the Supreme 
Court, where the deckion of Judge Smith was con- ’ 
firmed and Booth discharged from custody, Immedi- 
ately afterwards, Judge Miller, of theunited States 
District court, issued another warrant for Booth 
for abetting the escape of a prisoner from the mar- 
shal. Another writ of habeas corpus was sued out, 
but was denied by the Supreme Court as not being 
within the range of the former decision. 

In the mean time the ‘United States judge and mar- 
shal were busy. Grand and petit juries were packed 
in the most unblushing manner. The whole weight 
of the government was thrown against the defend- 
ant. An indictment was found and a conviction 
secured. Booth was sentenced to imprisonment one 
month and a fine of $1,000. Others were also indicted, 
and Mr. Ryecraft was convicted and sentenced. 
The judge was severe in his rulings, and all motions 
in favor of the prisoners based upon irregularities, . 
etc., were promptly overruled, as well as subsequent 
motions for arrest of judgment. The public excite-. 
ment was great, and the liberty-loving people of the 
city and state protested against the tyranny of the 
United States court. A writ of habeas corpus was 
itxsued in bihalf of the prisoners by the Su.preme 
Court, sitting at Madison, the capital of the state, 
returnable before them. Accompanied by two thou- 
sand citizens, the prisoners, in charge of the high 
sheriff, had a hearing at ‘once, and were discharged on 
the ground of the unconstitutionality of the law 
under which they bad been convicted. The pris- 
oners were taken home in triumph. Thus the ~t$te 
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court proved itself far more loyal to liberty and jus- 
tice than the United States court, It ia to be 
regretted that the United StateM courts are so often 
found on the side of tyranny and oppression. 

Upon a petition, however, of the attorney-gen- 
eral of the United States to the chief-justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States upon a copy of 
the proceedings, which was obtained from the 
Supreme Court of Wisconsin, a writ of error was 
allowed and issued to bring the judgment of the 
Supreme Court of Wisconsin before the Supreme 
Court of the United States to correct the error of 
judgment. The Supreme Court of Wisconsin di- 
rected its clerk to make no return to the writ of 
error and to enter no order upon the journal of 
reoord of the court concerning the same. Accord- 
ingly, tha clerk refused to make a return to the 
mandate of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Upon this bold and independent course on the part 
of the Supreme Court of Wisconsin, the Supreme 
Court of the United States, under a rule laid, ordered 
the certified copy of the record of the Supreme 
Court of Wisconsin, which the attorney-geperal 
had before procured, to be entered on the docket, to 
have the same effect and legal operation as if re, 
turned by the clerk with the writ of error. Thus 
the highest court in the land felt that it had shown 
its condemnation of what it considered contumacy 
on the part of an inferior court. The greater was on 
the aide of oppression, the lesser ou the side of 
liberty. 

8. Here is more of the justice of United States 
oonrts. In October, 1852, several colored persons 
were about leaving Sandu~ky in a ste;im:-‘r for De- . 
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troit when they were seized and taken before Mr. 
Follett, mayor of the city, and claimed as fugitive 
ulaves. Mr. Rush R. Sloaue was engaged to aot as 
attorney for. the colored people. He demanded of 
the mayor and the claimauts by what authority the 
prisoners were detained. There was no reply. He 
then asked whether they were in the custody of a 
United Si.ates marshal or commissioner. Again no 
reply. He next called for any writs, papers, or evi- 
dences by which they were detained. Still no 
answer. He then said to his clients, “I. see no 
authority to detain your colored friends ;” and they 
were soon in the street. Then one of the claimants 
said to Mr. Sloane : “ I own these slaves ; they are 

my property, and I #hall hold you individually lia- 
ble for their escape.” These were the first and only 
words he spoke to Mr. Sloane, and the only claim or 
authority -presented. 

In due time Mr. Sloane was arrested for resisting 
the execution of the Fugitive Slave bill, though he 
had only acted as counsel for the alleged slaves, and 
had offered no resistance to the law by deed, word, 
or sign. He was brought to trial before the United ., 
State& czurt at Columbus. The jurors were ques- 

\ 

tioned “ whether they had any conscientious scruples 
against the Fugitive Slave law and would hesitate 
to convict under it.” If they answered “Yes,” _ 
they were rejected. Thus the jury was packed 
against the accused, and the tri.al went on. Thir- 
teen unimpeached witnesees deposed to the factcl 
above stated, while the claimant had no evidence 
save the city marshal of Sandusky and two slave- 
catchers, who swore that, they had with them powers 
of attorney for the seizure of, twenty-four slavea 
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But, strange aa it may seem, Mr. Sloane was 
found guilty, and wat3 sentenced to pay a fine of - 
$3,000, and $930 as costs of court, and this besides t 
all the other expenses he had been put to, and all 
for simply telling his clients that he 8aw no author- 

1 

ity to detain them, after three times.demanding the 
authority and none had been shown. Judge Leavitt ’ 
refused to sign a bill of exceptions enabling Sloane 
to bring the case before the United States Supreme 
Court. Such is the justice of the United Statea 
courte. t 

ATTEXPT TO KIDNAP ELLEN AND WILLIAM CRAFT 

IN BOSiON. 

9. William and Ellen Craft were slaves in 
Georgia. Their master wae called a pious and 
excellent Christian. Ellen had a little baby ; it was 
sick and ready to die. Her owner one day had a 
large party, and her services were required to attend 
to the guesta, regardless of the condition of her 
babe. The groaninga and moaning8 of her little 
one reached her ears while she waq waiting on the 
gay and happy guests ; but coon the moaning@ 
ceased-her child waR dead, and her hart was 
broken. William and Ellen resolved to flee to the 
North. They cherished the plan for years, and 
Raved a little money. William was a carpenter, and 
hired hie time of his master by paying him $200pr . 
year. Stealthily, piece by piece, he bought a suit of 
gentleman’s clothes to Ruit Ellen. She disguised 
herself as % man, and William attended her as a 
servant. They reached the North in safet,y, and 
went to Boston, where they lived, happy and re- 
epected for Revera yeara. 



-- _ I.- ,‘-‘T--~ 

. / .- 

, 

I_ 

FROM BEHIND TEE. IiARS. 

The first blow of the Fugitive Slave bill fell upon 
them. III October, 1850, on& Hughes, a jailer from - 
Macon, Georgia, and poblic negro-whipper, attended 
by a Mr. Knight, visited Boston to take William 
and Ellen back to slavery. Writs for the arrest oi 
the fugitives were procured from Judge Levi Wood- 
bury of the United St.ates Court. Ellen was taken 
care of by friends ; William was tall and powerful, 
and was able to deftsnd himself until they found 
safety in the possessiops of the monarchy of Eng 
land. Public sentiment forced the would-be kid- 
nappers home. They failed to secure their prey. 

10. February 15, 1851, a colored man named 
Shadrach was arrested in Boston under a warrant 
issued by the same United States Court.. But Bhad- 
rach was rescued by a small number of colored 

. people, and he safely escaped to Canada, at which 
the United States authorities were very angry. 

11. On the night of April 3, 1851, Thomas Sims, 
a colored man, was arrested by two Boston police- 
men on a pretended charge of theft. He was claimed 
as a slave under the Fugitive Slave law. His trial 
in the United States Court lasted nine days. He 
was ably defended by Messrs. Sewall, Rantoul, and 
Loring. But Thomas Sims was declared “a chattel, 
personal to all intents, uses, and purposes whatso- 
eve?.” After it became plain that he would be 
decreed a slave, the poor victim of Boston kidnap- 
pers asked one boon of his counsel : “1 cannot go 
back to slavery,” said he ; “give tie a knife, and 
when the commissioner declares me a Blave, I will 
st.ab myself to the heart, and before his eyes. I 
will not be a slave.” The knife was withheld. At 
the darkest hour of the night, United States Matshal 
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Tukey and Mayor Bigelow, with two or three hun- 
dred armed policemen, took the poor boy, as he yet 

’ was only a boy, from his cell, chained and weeping, 
on board a vessel, the Acorn, which bore him 
back to slavery. He was conveyed to the jail at 
Savannah, where be was whipped till human nature 
could bear no more. 

dASE OB ANTHONY BURNS. 

12. We come now to the case of Anthony Burns, 
iu connection with which Theodore Parker waa 
arrested and indicted by the United States Circuit 
Court in Boston, and which case has previously been 
alluded to. On Wednesday evening, May 26, 1854, 

Anthony Burns, a colored man, while walking in 
Court street, Boston, was taken into custody by 
officers Coolidge, Riley, and T,aighton, under the 
orders of Watson Freeman, United States marshal, 
and by virtue of a warrant issued by United States 
Commissioner Edward G. Loring, authorizing the 
arrest of Burns as an alleged fugitive from the 
“ service and labor” of Charles F. Suttle, a merchant 
of Alexandria, Va. The arrest was made very 
quietly, and he was escorted to an upper room in 
the Court Rouse, where, under a strong guard of 
otlicers, he was kept for the night, and the news of 
his arrest was not given to the public till the follow- 
ing morning. 

Burns was about thirty years of age, and had for 
some t.ime been in the employ of Collin Pitts, 
clothier, 36 Brattle street. He was a shrewd, intel- 
ligent man, and his story of the manner in which he 
left his master in Alexandria was interesting. After 
acquitting his master of all suspicion of cruelty, he 
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stated that leaving him wau the result of an acci- 
dent ; that one day while tired he laid down on 

board a vessel to rest, and fell asleep, and during 
his slumbers the vessel sailed, and thus he was 

taken to the North. 
At examination at, 9 o’clock the next morning, 

Messrs. Thomas and Parker appeafid as counsel for ;; 
the claimant, and Messrs. Daua, Ellis, and Morris 
volunteered for the defendant. The official papers, 
including the customary power of attorney from the , 
court at Alexandria, were read, as well as the com- 
plaint of the commissioners. A witness from Vir- 
ginia was introduced, who identified Burns as the ’ 
fugitive who had escaped from Suttle. At this 
juncture Mr. Dana. made a &o$on that, as Burns 
had ‘been taken by surprise and had not had time - , 
to make up his mind whether he wished to make a 
defense or not, the case be continued until such 
time as some course could *be decided upon. Mr. 

Parker, on the side of the complainant, opposed this 
on the grou%d of the additional expense it would 
subject his client to. Mr. Dana rejoined that a i 
man’s liberty should not be overthrown on the con- I 

sideration of convenience or a few dollars’ expense. 
The commissioner continued the case tit1 Saturday ’ 
morning, and gave the usual order to the marshal to / 

keep the prisoner in a place of safety. 

The interest felt in the slave was very great. The 
leading anti-slavery people obtained ‘the use of Fan- 

euil Hill for Friday evening, and issued the follow- 
ing card, which appeared in all the papers and was 
placarded throughout the city : 

t “ A man kidnapped I A public meeting will be held thie ‘. 
(Friday) evening, May 2&h, at 7 o’clock, to Beoure Justice 

i 
. . 
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for a man claimed aa a slave by a Virgin&t kidnapper, and 
imprisoned in Boeton Court House, in defiance of the laws 
tf Massachueetts ! Shall he be plunged in the hell of Vir- 
ginia .&ver) by a Msesaobusetts judge of probate ?” 

i‘ 
. 

I. 

; 

Tn the evening an immense concour8e of people 
filled the ball, and the meeting was called to order 
by Hon. Samuel l E. Sewall. Judge George R. RUF- 

~11. of Roxbury, was cbo8en as president, and snrne 
twelve prominent citizens a8 vice-presidents. The 

president opened with a stirring speech, followed by 
Dr. S. G. Rowe, with a series of resolutions. Franci 
W. Bird counseled “‘fight,.” 

John L. Swift said : “ Burns i8 in the Court 
House. Is there a law to keep him there 3 The 

Fugitive Slave law received in the ITonse on Tuesday 
night one hundred and thirteen stabs, and wa8 killed. 
The compromises,are no more. They are murdered by 
the Nebraska bill. Hereafter let not the word corn- 
promise desecrate the tongue of any true American. 
It has been Paid that Americans and 8ons of Ameri- 
cans are cowards. If we allow MarsbabFreeman to 
carry away that man, the word coward ebould bo 

8tamped on our foreheads [cheers]. When we go 
from this Cradle of Liberty let us go to the .tomb of 
liberty, the Court House. To-morrow Burns will, 

have been incarcerated there tbree’days ; and I hope 
to-morrow to witness in his release the resurpotion 

of liberty. This is a contest between slavery and 

. liberty, and for one I am forever on the side of lib- 
erty.” 

i Wendell Phillips spoke as follows : “ I am g1a.d 

. to bear the applause to the statement that the city 

1. 
government is on our &de. If the city police hnd . 
been ordered on the Sims caee a8 they are now, 

i. 
i . , 

/ . 
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mot to lift a finger in behalf of the kidnappers under 
pain of instant dismissal, Thomas Sims would 
have been here in, Boston to-day. To-morrow is to 
determine whether we are ready to do the duty WQ 
are left to do. There is now no law in Massachu- 
setts, aJJd when law ceases the people may act in 
their own sovereignty. I am against squatter sover- 
eignty in Nebra.ska and against kidnapper sovereign- 
ty in BosJon. See to it that to-morrow, in the streets 
of Boston, you ratify rho verdict of Faneuil Hall, 
that Anthony Burns has no master but his God. ’ 

“The question is to be settled to-morrow whether 
we shall adhere to the case of Shadrach or the aabe 
of Sims. Will you adhere to the case of Sims, and 
see this man carried down State street between two 
hundred men ? [No !] I have been talking seven-, 
teen years about slavery, and, it seems to me, I have 
talked to little purpose, for wit,hin three years two 
slaves can be carried away from Boston. Nebraska 
I ca3 knocking a man down, and this is spitting in 
his face after’he is down. When I heard of thie case 
and that Burns was locked up in the Court House, 
my heart sank within me. 

“ See to it, every one of you, as you love the honor 
of Boston, that you watch this case so closely 
that you can look into that man’s eyes. When he 
comes UP for trial get‘a good sight of him, and don’t 
lose sight of him. There is nothing like the mute 
eloquence of a suffering man to urge to duty. Be 

there, and I will trust the result. If Boston streets 
are.to be so often desecrated by the sight of-return- 
ing fugitives, let us be there, that we may tell our 
children that we saw it done. There is now no use 
for Fsneuil Hall. Faneuil Hall is the purlieus of 

. 
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the Court House to-morrow morning, where the 
children of Adams and Hancock may pray that 
they are not bastards. Let us prove that we are 
worthy of liberty.” 

Theodore Parker next spoke as follows, as reported 
by a phonographer : 

BWow Su@fck of Viqqinia: [Loud cries of “No, no,” ana 
“Ym must take ths.t back “1 Felbw Citkens of Goaton, 
then. [‘I Yea, yts “I I ccme to condo!e with you at this 
eecond disgrace which is heaped upon the city made illus- 
tricun by some of those faces that were once so familiar to 
our eyes. [Alluding to the portraits which once hung con- 
apicuously in Faneuil Hall, but which had been removed to 
obscure and out-of-the-way locations.] Fellow citizens, a 
deed which Virginia commands has been done in the city 
of John Hancock and the “brace of Adamses.” It has 
been done ty a Boston hand. It was a B&on man who 
ieaued the warrant ; it was a Boston marshal who put ‘it in 
sxecntion ; they are Boston men who are seeking to kidnap 
a citizen of Maesachueetts and send him into slavery for 
ever and ever. It is our fault that it is so. Eight years ago 
a merchant of Boston “ kidnapped a man on the high road 
between Faneuil Hall nnd old Quincy,” at 12 o’clock-at the 
noon of day-and the next day, merchants of this city ex- 
hibited the half eagles thtfy had received for their share of 
the spoils in enslaving a brother man. You called a meeting 
in this hall. It wae as crowded as it is now. I stood aide by 
side with my friend and former neighbor, your honorable and 
noble chairman to-night, while this man wh 1 had fought for 
liberty in Greece, pnd been imprisoned for that sacred cause 
in the dungeons ‘of Poland [Dr. Srmuel G. Howe] stood 
here and introduced to the audience that “ old man elo- 
quent,” John Quincy Adams. [Loud cheers.] 

It was the last time he s:ood in Faneuil Hall. He csme to 
defend the unalienable rights of a friendless negro slave, 
kidnapped in Boston. There is even no place for John 
QGncy Adams to-night. 

A SufIolk grand jury would find no indictment against 

t 
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the Boston merchant for kidnapping that man. [Shame, 
shame.] If Boston had spoken then, we should not have 
been here to-night. We should have had no Fugitive Slave , 
bill. When that bill passed we fired a hundred guns. 

Don’t you remember the Union meeting held in this very 
hall P A man stood on this platform-he is a judge of the 
Supreme Court now-and he said, “When a certain ‘rev- 
erend gentleman’ is indicted for perjury, I should like to ask 

\. 

him how b,~ will answer the charge.” And when that ‘rev- 
ereud gentleman’, rose and asked, “ Do you want an answer 
to your qaestion P” FAneuil Hall cried oul,, “ NO, no, throw : 
him over. ” Bad Faoeuil spoken then on the side of truth 
and freedom, we should not now be the subjects of Virginia. 

Yes, we are the vassals of VIrginis. She reaches her . 
arm over the graves of our mothers, and kidnapa men in the 
city or the Puritans, over the graves of Samuel Adams and 
John Hancock. [Cries of shame.] “ Shame,” so say I, but 
who is to blame 9 “ ‘%ere is no North,” said Jlr. Webster. 
There is none. The Soutlt goes clear up to the Canada line. 
No, gentlemen, there is no Boston to day. There wda~ a 
Boston once. Now there is a north suburb to the city of 
Alexandria-that is what Boston is. [Laughter.] And you 
and I, fellow-subjects of the state of Virginia, [Cries of 
“Nol no; take that back again.“]-1 will take it back when 
you show me the fact is not so. Men and brothers- ’ 
brothers at any rate-1 am not a young man ; I have heard 
hurrahs and cheers for liberty many times ; I have not seen 
a great many deeds done for liberty. I ask you, are we to 
have deeds as well as words? [“ Yes, yes,” and loud cheers.] 

Now, brethren-you are brothers at my rate, whether L 

citizeq of Massachusetts or subjects of Virginia-I am a 
minister-and, f;llow-citizens of Boston, there are t&o great 
Jaws in this country ; one of them is the Law of r9lapery; “3 
that law is declared to be a ” finality.” iVoza, the Constitu- 
t;on is not to secure liberty i it is to extend slavery into 
Nebraska. And when slavery is established there, in order 
to show what it is, there comes a sheriff from Alexandria to 
kidnap a man ln the city bl Boston, and he gets a judge of 

._ probate in the county of Suffolk to issue a writ, and 
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another Boston man to execute that writ. [Cries of “shame, 
simmt,.“] 

Slavery tramples on the Constitution ; it treads down 
state rights. Where are the rights of Massachueetta 4 A 
Fugitive Slave bill commissioner hasgot them in his pocket. 
Where is the trial by jury 0 Watson Freeman has it under 
his marshal’s stsff. Where is the great writ of personal 
repledn which our fathers wrested several hundred years 
sgo from the tyrants who once lorded it over Great Britsin 4 
Judge Sprague trod it under hi6 feet. Where is the sacred 
right of h&a0 corpus? Deputy-marshal Riley cun clush 
it in hia hands, and Boston does not say anything sgainst it, 
Where are the laws of Massachucetts forbidding state edi- 
fices to be used as prisons for the incarceration of fugitives 7 
They, too, are trampled under foot. “ Slsverp is a finality.” 

These men come from Virginia to kidnap a man here.’ 
Once this was Boston ; now it is a northern suburb of Alex- 
andria. At first, when they carried a fugitive slave from 
Boston, they thought it was a difficult thing to do it. They 
bad t,o get a mayor to help them ; they had to put chains 
sround the Court House ; they had to call out the “ Sim’s 
Brigade 7 it took nine doys to do it. Now they feel so 
confident that we are subjects of Virginia that they do not 
oven put chains round the CJurt Rouse ; the police have 
not.hing to do with it. I was told to-day that one of the 
officers of the city ssid to twenty-eight policemen, “If any 
man in the employment of the city meddles ie this business 
be will be discharged without ahearidg.” [Great applause.] 
Well, gentlemen, how do you think they received that 
declaration ? They shouted, hurrahed, and gave three 
cheers. . . . 

I say #em are two great laws in this country. One is the 
Shive law, That 1s the law of the President of the United 
States ; it is the law of the commissioner; it is the law of 
every marshal, and ?f every meanest rufflm whord the mar- 
Phal bires to execu*e his behests. There is another law, 
which my friend, Mr. Phillips, has described in language 
such as I cannot equal, snd therefore I shall not try ; I 

1 . only state it in its plainest terms. *It is the Law of the Peo- 
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ple when they are sure they are right and determined to go 
ahead. [Cheers and excitement.] 

Now, gentlemen, there was a Boston once, and you and I 
bad fathers-brave fathers-and mothers who stirred up 
those fathers to manly deeds. Well, gentlemen, once it 
came to pass that the British Parliament enacted a “law ” 
-they called it law-tssuing stamps here. What did your 
faihers do on that occasion f They said, in the language of 
Algernon Sidney, quoted in your resolutions, “ That which 
is not just is not law, and that which is not law ought not 
to be ~,beyed.” [Cheerp.] They did not obey the stamp 
act. They did not call it,law, and the man that did call it 
law here eighty years ago would have had a very w8rm coat 
of tar and feathers on him. They called it an “act ” and 
they took the commissioner who was here to execute itltook 
him solemnly, manfully-they didn’t hurt a hair of his 
head ; they were non-resistants of a very potent sort-and 
made him take a solemn oath that he would not issue a sin- 
gle stamp. He was brother-in-law of the governor of the 
state, the servant of a royal master, “exceedingly respect- 
able,” of great wealth, and once very popular, but they took 
him and.made him swear not to execute his commission, and 
he kept his oath, and the stamp act went to its own place, 
and you know wbat that was. This was an instance ot the 
people going behind a wicked law to enact absolute justice 
into their statute and making common law. You know 
what they did with the tts. . 

Well, gentlemen, in the South there is a public opinion. 
It is a very wicked public opioion, which is stronger than 
law. When a colored seamzm goes to Charleston from 
Boston he is clapped instantly into jeil, and kept there until 
the vessel is ready to sail, and the Boston merchant or mas- 
ter must pay the bill, and the Boston black man *must feel 
the smart. That is a wicked example set by the state of 
South Carolina. When Mr. Hoar, one of our most honered 
and respected fellow-citiaons, was sent to Charleston to test 
the legality of this most iniquitous law, the citizens of , 
Charleston ordered him off the premises, 8nd he was g+d to 
escape to save himself from further outrages. There was 
no violence, no gun fired. That was an instrnce of the 
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strength of public opinion-of a most unjust and iniquitous 
public opinion. I 

Well, gentlemen, I say there is one law-slave law ; it 
is everywhere. There is another law, which alao is a finality; 
and that law-it is in your hands and your arms, and you 
can put it in execution just when you see tit. I am a clergy- 
man and a man of peace ; I love peace. But there is a 
means and there is an end. Liberty is the end, and some- 
times peace is not the means to it. Now, I want to ask you 
what you are going to do P [A voice, “Shoot ; shoot.“] 
There are waye of managing this matter without shooting 
anybody. Be sure that those men who have kidnapped a 
man in Boston are cowards, every mother’s son of them ; 
and if we etsnd up there and declare resolutely that this 
man shall not go out of the city of Boston, &lout$ting a; 
gun [cries of “ Tbst’a it,” and great applause], then he won’t ’ 
go back. Now I am going to propose that when you 
adjourn, it be to meet at Court House Square, to-morrow 
morning at nine ,o’clock. As many as are in favor of that 
motion will raise their hands. [A large number of bands 
were raised, but many voices cried out., “Let’s go to-nipht,” 
“Let’s pay a visit to the slave ca!chere at the Revere House.” 
“Put that question,” etr.] Do you propose to go to the 
Revere House to-night, P then show your hands. [Some 
hands were held up.] It is not avote. We shall meet at 
Court House Sqnsre at nine o’clock to morrow morning. 

Much excitement arose at this time. 

At last Wendell Phillips again took the platform, 
and said: “Let ua remember where we are, and 
what WQ are, going to do. You have said to-night 
you will vindicate the fair fame of Boston. Let me 
tell you you won’t do it groaning at the slave catch- 
ers at the Revere House, in the impossible feat of 
insulting a slave catcher. If there is a man here 
who has an arm and a heart ready to sacrifice any- 
thing for the freedom of-an oppressed man, let him 
do it to-morrow. [Cries of ‘ to-pight.‘] If I thought 
it could be dooe to-night, I would go first. I don’t 
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profeus courage, but I do profess this : When there 
is a possibility of saving a slave from the hands of 
those so-called officers of the law, I am ready to 
trample any statute or any man under my feet to 
do it, and am ready to help any one hundred men to 
a0 it.” He urged the audience to wait till daytime ; 
said he knew the vaults of the banks in State street 
sympathized with them. He urged them not to 
balk the effort to-morrow by foolish conduct to-night, 
giving the enemy the alarm. “You that are ready 
to do the real work be not carried away by indiscre- 
tion which may make shipwreck of our hopes. The 
zeal that will not keep till morning will never free a 
slave.” 

. 

The majority of the audience seemed to be with 
‘Mr. Phillips, to wait tili morning, when a man in 
the lower part of the hall cried out : u Mr. Chair- 
man, I am just informed that a mob of’negroes is in 
Court Square, attempting to rescue Burns ; I move 
we adjourn to Court Square.” Whereupon. the 
audience rapidly left the hall, and most of them 
went to Court Square. 

A large mob soon gathered around the Court 
House; bne of the doors was forced open, but no en- 
trance effected, as many persona were inside and 
armed. James Batchelder, a citizen of Charleston, 
was shot fatally in the abdomen by one of the 
crowd, by which side never was known. Many 
shots were fired frem revolvers, and the windows of 
the Court House badly broken. The police and 
military soon arrived, and the rescue was not 
effected. On Saturday the case cameup again before 
Commissioner Loring, when, at the urgent request 
of Messrs. Ellis and Dana, the case was again aontin- 

. 
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ued till Monday. In the mean time diNpatches came 
from the government at Wash‘ington to the mar- 
shal enjoining him ‘to have the Fugitive Slave law 
oarried through as promptly as possible and 
executed to the letter, also authorizing him to 
call upon all the United States troops in the vicinity, 
for assistance, and if needed to send to New York 
for reinforcements. The marshal responded, St It 
shall be done.” 

The trial lasted three days. On the part of the 
defense several witnesses testified that Burn8 wa6 in ’ 
Boston about the tirst of March, whereas the wit- 
‘nessee for the claimant had aworn that it was the 
2oth, or later. The examination of witnesses occu- 
pied a good deal of time. . 

‘Ii. H. Dana’s argument was an able and lengthy’ 
one. He pleaded eloquently for the liberty of the 
prisoner. He closed as follows : “If you [to the \ 

commissioner] commit a mistake in favor of the 
man, a pecuniary value, not great; is put at h&ard. 
If against him, a freeman is made a slave forever. 
If you have, on the evidence or on the law, the 
doubt of a reasoning and reasonable mind, an intel- 
&ent misgiving, then, C-, I implore you, in view of 
the cruel character of this law, in view of the dread- , 
ful aonsequences of a mistake, send him not away, 
with that tormenting doubt on your mind. It ‘may 
turn to a torturing certainty. The eyes of many 
millions are upon you, sir. You are to a0 an act 
which will hold its place in the history of America, 
in the history of the progress of the human race. 
May your judgment be for liberty and not for ’ 
slavery ; for happineee and not for wretchedness ; 
for hope and not for despair ; and may the bless- 

. 
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ing of him that is ready to perish some upon j 

YOU." 

Mr. Seth J. Thomas rejoined for the claimant, 
not, however, at so much length or with so much 
ability. He closed thus: G The record is conclusive 
of two facts, that the person owed service and 
escaped. That record, with the testimony of Brent, 
aud the admissions, prove the identity. L tak% 

leave of the case, confident in the proofs presented, 
confident in the majesty of the law, and confident 
that the determination here will he just.” / 

The decision of $?ommissioner Loring was at con- 
siderable length and closed. thus : “ On the law and, 
the facts of the ease, I consider the claimant enti- ’ 

. tied to the certificate from me which he claims.” 
On the evening of June 2d, the slave, Anthony 

Burns, strongly guarded by United States troopu, in- * 
eluding the Fourth Regiment of artillery, and the 
United State+ marines from Forts Independenoe and 
Clmstitution, and over-twenty companies of state and 
city forties-infantry and artillery-was embarked 
on a steamer in the harbor, accompanied and guarded 
by the United States revenue cutter Morris.. Deputy 

/ - United States Marshal John H. Riley and four other 
officers were delegated to accompany Burns back to 
slavery. Innan hour’s time the steamer and its gov- 
ernment convoy started for the South. This was all 
a mournful sight to the liberty-loving people of 
Boston, but they were powerless to prevent it. 
The government was on the side of slavery, and they ’ 
were forced to submit. 

13. Out of the incidents of the Burns case came , . 

the arrest of Theodore Parker, Wendell Phillips, T. 
W. Higginson, Nr. Stowell, John Morrison, Samnel 
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‘I”. Proudman, snd John C. Cluer. On the 7th of 
June, 1854, Judge Charles P. Curtis, of the United 
States Circuit Court, charged the grand jury, in 
which charge he virtually instructed them to find a ’ 
bill- against those who were prominent in the Faneuil 
Hall meeting on account of the arrest of Burns. He 
told them that “not only those who are present and 
a&tually obstruct, resist, and oppose, and all who are 
present, leagued in the common design, and so situ- 
ated aN to be able in case of need to afford a resist- 

. 

ance to those actuadly engaged; but all who, though 
absent, did procure, counsel, command, or abet 
others to commit the offense ; and all who, by indi- 
rect means, by evincing an express liking, approba- 
tion, or assent to the design, were liable as principals. .~_ 
My instruction to you is, that language addressed to 
persons who immediately afterwards commit an i 
offense, actually intended by the speaker to incite - 
those addressed to commit it, and adapted thus to 
incite them, is such a counseling or advising to 
the crime as the law contem,plates, and the person so 
inciting others is liable to be indicted as a principal, 
and it is of no importance that his advice or direc- 
tions were departed from in respect to the time, or . 
plaoe, or precise mode or means of committing it.“- 
The jury were in session a few weeks ;* pains were 
taken to induce them to find bills against the 
Faneuil Hall speakers, but they refused to do so and , 
were discharged. 

But on the 22d of September, venires were issued 
by order of the court for a new grand jury. A 
strong feeling had been expressed by attach& of the 
court that Parker and others should be indicted ; 
and on the 16th of October the new grand jury were 



2% 

. 

FRO&f BRELND THE BARS. 357 \ . 

irnpanelsd and an indictment was found against the 
parties named. Th e indictment against Mr. Parker 
contained five counts, charging him with force and 

Brms, knowingly and wilfully obstructing, resi,sting, 
and opposing United States Marshal Watson Free- 
man in serving, and attempting to serve and executes 
a warrant against Anthony Burns. 

Mr. Parker was arraigned on November 22th, and 
was required to give bail in t.he sum of $1,500 to 
appear at the March term, in 1655. The trial was 
subsequently put over till April 3d. Theee arrests 0, 
were nnpopular with a large portion of the people 
of Boston and vicinity. The court evidently con- 
cluded it had a pretty large elephant on its hands, 

. and when the time came for the trial to take place, 
. it very willingly directed the District-Attorney, B. 

P. IIallett, to enter a nolle prosequi in all the cases 
on the ground of defective indictments, and all wwe 
discharged. The whole business was a discreditable 
fizzle on the part of the United States Circuit Court. 

In the interim, Mr. Parker prepared an able and ’ 
elaborate defense-220 pages, octave-whioh he 
presumed he would not be permitted to read in 
court ; but he subsequently had it printed. I have 
taken the liberty of drawing freely from it. His 
defense closes in this eloquent. manner : 1‘ 

“ One raw morning in spring-it will be eighty 
years on the 19th of this month-Hancock and . 
Adams, the Moses and Aaron of the Great Deliver- 
ance, were both at Lexington ; they had also 
c obstructed an officer ’ with brave words. British _ ’ 
soldiers, a thouuand strong, came to seize them and 
carry them over the sea for trial, and so nip the bud 
of freedom auspiciously opening in that early spring. 
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The town militia came together before daylight 
4 for training.’ A great tall man, with a large head 
and a high, wide brow, their captain-one who ‘ had 
seen ecrvice’-marshaTed them into line, numbering’ 
but seventy, and had ‘every man load his piece with 
powder and ball.’ ‘I will order the first man shot 
that runs;away,’ said he, when some faltered. ‘Don’t 
fire unless fired upon ; but if they want to have war, 
let it begin here.’ Gentlemen, you .know what fol- 
lowed ; those farmers and merchants ‘fired the shot 
heard round the world.’ A little monument covers 
the bones of such as before had pledged their for- 
tune and their sacred honor to the freedomof Amer- 
ica, and that day gave it also their lives. I was 
born in that little town, and bred up amid the mem- 

ories of that day. When a boy, my mother lifted 
me up one Sunday in her religious, patriotic arms, 
and held me while I read the first monumental line 
I ever saw : ‘ SACRED TO LIBERTY AND THE RIGHTS’ 

OF MANKIND.’ Since then I have studied .the mem- 
orable marbles of Greece and Rome in marry an 
ancient town ; nay, on Egyptian obelicks what was 
written before the Eternal roused up Moses to lead 
Israel out of Egypt ; but no chiseled stone has ever 
stirred me to such emotions as those rustic names of 
men who fell ‘IN TIIE SACRED CAUSE OF GOD AND 
TREIB COUNTRY.’ Gentlemen, the spirit of liberty, 
the love of justice, was early fanned into a flame in 
my boyish heart. That monument covers the bones 
of my own kinsfolk. It was their blood which 
reddened. the long, green grass at Lexington. It is 
my own name which stands chiseled on that stone. 
The tall captain who. marshaled his fellow-farmers 
and, mechanics into stern array, and spoke such 

l 
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. brave and dangerous words as opened the way of 
American independence-the last to leave the field 
-was my father’s father. I learned to read out of 
his Bible, and with a musket he that day captured 
from the foe, I learned also another religious lesson 
-that ‘REBELLION TO TYRANTS IS OBEDIENCE TO 
GOD.’ 

“I keep them both, ‘Sacred to Liberty and the 
Rights Gf Mankind, to use them both ‘In the 
Sacred Cause of God and my Country.’ 

“Gentlemen of the jury, and you, my fellow- 
countrymen of the North, I leave the matter with 
you. Say ‘ Guilty.’ You cannot do it. .‘ Not 
guilty,’ I know you will, for you remember there is 
another court, not of Fugitive Slave bill law, where 
we shall all be tried by the justice of the infInite 
God. Hearken to the last verdict : ‘ Lwomuch as 
ye have done it unto one the Zenst of these, my 
brethren, ye have done it unto me.’ ” 

TH,E DEED SCOTT CA&X. 

14. Among the last great efforts in the Supreme 
Couct of the land to uphold the system of slavery iu 
the United States, I will briefly notice the Dred 

Scott trial : 
‘, Dred Scott was an obscure colored man, born and 
k 

1 

bred a slave in the state of Missouri, but his master, 
John 3’. A. Sanford, had voluntarily taken him into 

, . the free territory which afterwards became the 
state of Minnesota, where they remained some two 
years. On this ground, by virtue of the Missouri 
prohibition, in the act of 1820, the Missouri atom- 

;,’ 
promise, believing himself entitled to freedom, Dred 

1 
Scott brought suit against Sanford in the state 

-. , 

. 

1 1 

-1 
..* 

i - T 



360 FEON BEHIND THE BARS. 

courts of Missouri. A de&ion adverse to Dr~d 
Scott was rendered in 1862. In November, 1853, it 

was taken to the Federal Court in St. Loui@, 
where the’decision was also against the claims of the 
colored man. Thence it was carried to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where it remained un- 
noticed until’about the time James Buchanan was 
inaugurated President, March &h, 185'i, Boon after . 
which time Chief-Justice Roger A. Taney rendered 
an opinion on the case that chocked and disgusted 
every person in the country not wedded to the in&i- * 
tution of slavery.- It was the most extreme pro- 
slavery ground that had been taken by the govern- 

ment courts. Pt+ape the most obnoxious portion 

of the lengthy opinion of the chief-justice was the 

ry following: “They [colored people] had for more than 
a century before been regarded aa beinge of an 
inferior order, and altogether unfit to associate with 

* the white race, either in social or political relationr, 

and so far inferior that they had no rights which the 
white man was bound to respect.” Because Dred 
Scott was of African descent, and because hi8 fore- 
fathers had come from that portion of the globe, he 
could not be recognized as a man ; he had no right 

to bring suit in the courts of this country, his wrorJg6 

Rhould not be redreesed, and he was denied the rights 

of an ordinary human being. That decision virtua’lg 

t thrust down to the level of beasts, ao far a6 the 

’ 
courts of the country were concerned, four mlllions 
of the colored population of the country. The 
opinion was deemed by many, extra-judicial, extra 
cruel, and extra unjust. 

Thia unrighteous opinion was concurred in by JUR- 
tices Nelson, Catron, Grier, Wayne, Daniel, and 

r -. 
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CnmpbelI, and was dissented from by Jueticea Me- 
Lean and Curtis, It was designed for a bold politioal 
move to fix forever the status of the black man, but 
thie opinion was the law of the land for but* brief 
period of time. In four years more the slave power 
attempted to destroy the government, and in the 
abitrament of tbe Bword which followed, tbey lost, 
and Rlavery went to the wall, after which the legal 
rights of the African race were restored to them. ,* 
Tbiv opinion of the Supreme Court was reversed, a8 
it wae in tbe case of the Alien and Sedition laws, 
and as it is to be hoped-the partial and imperfect 
opinion by tbe same court, but at a later day, on the I 
legality and constitutionality of the Comstock poataI 
law will yet be reversed. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has been 
the grand, heavy conservative element of this land. 
It has been regarded as the great bulwark .of eon- 
etitutional justice, but ‘it certainly has not alwaye ’ 
shown itself to be on the side of popular liberty. It 
has been the first to strike for preeeden., custom, 
corporations, and monopolies, rather than for nni- , 
versa1 liberty and justice. It haa been on the side’ 
of the rich and powerful more than on the &de of 
the weak and oppressed. It has been a slow follower ’ 
rather than a leader in the great principles of equal 
j&ice for all, and it too often has been a burden on 
the necks of the people, a load too heavy for them 
to carry. May it in the future more than in the past . 
be a blessing and a help to the people of this corm- . 
try, rather than a burden, an encumbrance. 

One thing must ever stand to the dishonor of the 
United States courts. They have far too often been ’ 
on the side of injustice, ar.d oppreseion ; too ofteh 

-6 
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on the side of the strong against the weak ; too 
ol’ten on the side of tyranny, and opposed to the 
cause of liberty. It is to be hoped it may not 
always be so. May the highest courts of our land 
oeaee to oppress the weak and defenseless, but rather 
bold them up and guarantee them liberty and jus- 
tice, when these courts will not be manipulated by 

‘any sect; any ring, or any influence not in harmony 
with the highest principles of human freedom. 

_ 
XALICE AND MISREPRESENTATION. 

My attention has just been called to an inimical 
and malicious attack on myself in the Christian 
U&on of the 16th inst., written by Rev. Dr. Leonard 
Wolsey Bacon, of Norwich, Conn. This letter is 
already too long for me to give the article or to 
make reply to it, but I prohably may make some 
allusion, to it in my next letter. Prominent among 
the grouuds of complaint, especially on the part of 
the editor of the paper named, is that I have been 
allowed to remain in this jail instead of being hurried 
up to the penitentiary where Judge Benedict said I 
‘must go. The Union serms not to like the “lam- 
poons,” as it styles my letters “From Behind the 
Bars,” It perhaps cannot be thought strange if these 
“ lampoons ” are a little distasteful to the hypocrites 
and persecutors; but it is to be hoped that their holy 
religion will enable them to bear with grace and 
patience what they cannot help. 

My being allowed to remain here by the authori- 
ties at Washington, where I can write for my paper, 
where I can look somewhat after my business, which 
needs my constant attention, and where I cannot be 
compelled to do hard labor ,+and be treated like a 
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murderer and robber, seems to make my Christian 
enemies extremely unhappy. The terrible storms 
that have devastated parts of the country, the 
serious shipwrecks that have recently occurred, 
the threatened scourge of the yellow fever again 
this year, they say but little about ; but the fact 
that the editor of THE TRUTH SEEKER is allowed 
to remain a few weeks in Ludlow Street Jail makes 
them exceedingly wretched. Let them not, how- 
ever, yield themselves to unavailing grief. They 
may have their desires and prayers answered after 
a while. But should the President conclude that it 
is not necessary that I should paes ten or twelve 
months as a felon in the penitentiary, I hope it will 
not make them so unhappy that they cannotenjoy, 
in prospect, at least, the b.urning of unbelievers 
like myself in the everlasting fires of unquenchable 
sulphur. The belief in that state.of things is a con- 
solation they can always fall back upon when other 
comforts fail and other joys cease to enliven their 
hearts. 

Dear readers, I think I 
few more lines next week. 

will trouble you with a 
Till then geod-bye. 

D. M. B. 
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LETTER VIII. 

CELL 36, LUDLOW ST. JAIL, July 16, 18'19. 
DEAR READERS OF THE TRUTH SEEKER : I think 

this ia the last time I shall address you from this 
prison. When you hear from me again, I will, in all 
probability, be in the Penitentiary at Albany, where 
my Christian enemies are so clamorous that I should 
be sent. The President haa decided that he will not 
interfere with the action of Judge Benedict’s court 
in my case, and that means no liberation, no release, 
no pxdon. 

The petitions with now nearly two hundred thou- 
sand names of as good people as this country affords, 
asking the President to do but a simple act of jus- 
tice-by far the largest petition ever sent to any 
president upon any subject-the thousands of private 
letters from earnest friends ; the President’s own 

j convictions that I have really committed no offense; 
that the pamphlet I mailed is not obscene in the 
meaning of the statute; that T was arraigned and con- 

’ victed as a matter of spite and revenge; that the law 
under which I was’ arraigned and convicted is wrong 
and ought to be repealed ; that I did not have a fair 
and equitable trial; that the rulings and decisions of 
the judges weremercilessly severe and unjust; that the 
whole thing was prompted against me by the spirit 
of sectarian intoltrarlce bccause of my unpopular bat 

. 
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honest theological views-all this is to be set aside ; 
the President, in whom the pardoning power was 
wisely invested for just such cases as this, because 
the rich and popular churches have raised their mer- \ 
cilese hands against me ; because they demand of ’ 
him in the most persistent and peremptory manner 
that the full sentence of the court be inflicted upon 
me ; that I be sent to the Albany Penitentiary- 
said to he the most severe in the country-to be set 
at hard labor with convicted felonu, decides to not 
raise his hand to stay the cruel oppression that is 
crushing me to the earth. Ho has heard the thou- 
sands of lovers of mercy and justice that have 
appealed to him in my behalf, but he refuaes to do 
the worthy deed they ask him to perform ; he has 
aIso listejed to the representatives of the opulent . 
and powerful churches; he has realized their influ- 
ence, and has yielded to their request. 

It was hoped by thousands of earnest men and 
women that when he had surveyed the whole field 
and looked dispassionately’ on both sides of the 
matter he would decide on the side of mercy 
and justice ; but they hoped in vain. He has de-. 
tided npon the opposite course. He well knows the 
power oE the church, and he has determined in this 
matter not to go contrary to ;‘ts wishes. 

Cornstook is an unt.iring villain. He has aroused 
and interested tho clergy of the city and country ’ 
against me. By the means at his command, through 
the Young Men’s Christian Association and other- 
wise, he has been able to stir up the professors of 
colleges-always composed of clergymen-to me 
their- names and influence against me. He has 
induced them to protest and remonstrate agaiost a 
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pardon in my behalf. He has procured great num- 
bers of Christian women to write to the President 
and to the President’s wife, insisting that I am a 
very vile and dangerous man ; that I am corrupting 
the minds of the young peoplo of the land, implor- 
ing him in the name of morality and virtue not to 
extend a pardon to me. Delegations of Christians, 
from this city and elsewhere have visited Washing- 
ton expressly to influence and urge the President 
against me. Even the blgoted and pious soap-boiler, 
the President of the Comstock Suppression Society, . 
the man who sells vaeeline and recommends that it 
be blended with a few grains of salicylic acid to 
prevent. concepton-Samuel Colgate himself-has 
been to Washington and taken influential friends 
with him, and -they have importuned the’President 
against me. Every artifice has been used, every 
‘means employed to prevent any mercy in my 
behalf. 

Yes, the church is too strong for us. The lying, 
perjured, sneaking, dirty, contemptible Comstock, 
by means of the pious clerical aid he is able to mar- 

.shal to his assistance, has been too powerful. We 
are forced to yield the contest. The church rules 
this country. We might as well understand this 
first as last. It had better he known by all the land 
that Infidels have no rights that Chrigtians are 
hound to respect. When this government was 
founded our fathers intended it to be free and equal 
for every system of religious belief. Every-one was 
left free to enjoy his own convictions and to worship 
God according to the dictates of his conscience. 
There. was no state religion. The unbeliever in 
supernaturalism and impossibilities was regarded 

. 
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with as much favor as those of great faith and great 
profession. But all that has changed. Christians, 
by their numbers have gradually been able to secure 
nearly all the oflices, including judgeships, and 
Christianity has virtually become the state religion, 
and it is now easy to oppress those who have the , 
independence and honesty to deny its truth. 

It is not necessary to multiply words here. We 
have seen what we bave seen. Tl,e events of the 
time are being imprinted upon the pages of history. 
Those who come after us will read these pages, 
and will regard the action of the court which gave 
me only a sham trial, which sentenced me to igno- 
miny without reason or justice, the President-whom 
I myself helped to elect, and who refused to lift a 
‘finger to stay the torrent of oppression that is over- 
powering me-all this will be read in future years 
and will be regarded much as WC now regard the 
conduct of Judge Jefferies, his infamous cornpeers, 

_and the tyrant Charles Il. two centuries ago. 
I give it as my opinion and now place it, upon 

record that the government, its courts, the President, 
and, most of all, the Christian church, are doing 
themselves no honor, are not adding to their fame 
or glory, and will not be commended by coming 
generations for their conduct in my cruel oppres- 
sion. Much could be said in connection with the 
subject lkt I will refrain for the present,, while I ~ 
remain firm in the conviction that poaterity at least 
will do me justice. 

THE VENOM AND MALICE OP ENEMIES. 

I will now give a few specimens of what ,my 
pious, godly foes are saying of me in the publio 

. 
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press. The firat 5s from’ the Rev. Leonard Wolsey 
Bacon, pastor of the First Congregational church of 
Norwich, Corm., which appeared. in the Christian 
Union (Henry Ward Beecher and Lyman Abbott 

. editors) on the 16th-the same I referred to in 

my last. Leonard Wolsey Bacon is a proud and 
\ 

hopeful son of Prof. Leonard Bacon, of Yale College, 

. and is thought to be a more respectable man than 
the 80x1s. of clergymen proverbially make. He has ~ 
the charge of the moRt aristocratic church in Nor- 

wich, and by dispensing the doctrines of John Cal- 
vin, in a slightly modified form, he is thought by 

thoRe who make up his comfortable Ralary to be 
eaving many lost ~0~18, which but fpr his timely and 

fortunate services God would unquestionably damn 
forever. He is represented aa a oonsequential, over- 
bearing sort of man, who carries himself with the 

/ conscious dignity of one to whom is delegated the 
charge and guidance of a fractional portion of this 

# revolving ball, with the ignorant and hell-bound men 
and women who inhabit it. Without hi8 superior 
wisdom and advice he imagines God would hardly 

be able to run this part of thi8 little world. He 
evidently feels hip “keeping,” and regards himself as 

one of the limited number of men who have a 
through-ticket to heaven, and have authority to 
Rpeak for the all-powerful king of that country. He 
is vain and imperious in his manner, and dotes not a 

;’ 
little upon the crushing power of his sarcasm and 

tongue-lashing. He is fond of indulging in these, 
being so well RatSed with the manner in which he 
acquits himself. He has been known, however, to 

practice in this pastime a little too freely, and has 
provoked the censure of many honest people, if not, 
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& learned and accomplished as hi&self, at least as 
upright and deserving. In a word, he is a proud 
aristocratic Christian, a regular disciple and fol- 
lower of Calvin-of juRt the material of which 
bigots are made, who deligh’t in sending to hell all 
who cannot accept their dicta as to what are God's 
will and purposes and what he requires of human 
beings. But here is the reverend gentleman’s arti- 
cle. That no injustice may be done him, I give it 
in full. 

A XONBPIRACY AOAIHBT BOCETY. 

I was started yesterday morning, in taking up the Nor- 
wiuh &&tin. to read that a “ petition to lhe President for 
the pardon of D. M. Bennett, convicted~ of circulating 
obscene books t.brough the mails, has been circulated and 
extensively Rigned in this cit.y.” It seemed to me that no 
time was to be lost, and I hastened to write a card for the 
paper, saying tbat, “ desirous to prevent such a defeat of 
justice, to protect the good name of this town, compro- 
mised by thia announcement, and to defend the purity of 
fnmiligs and schools, which can only be secured by the pun; , 

ishment of the crime in question, the undersigned give 
notice that a counter-petition is placed for eigneturee at Mr. 
Burnham’e bookstore.” This was signed by a doseen of 
leading citizens, and published. The hqading of the peti- - 
tion being written, the first mRn to drop in and sign it was 
the chief-jnstice of Connecticut ; the second was the late 
President of the United States Senate. Next Sunday notice 
of the petition will be given in the churchee. It’ the Presi- / 
dent chooses to besr what is said from our little town on 
oue Ride of this’qnestion, he will now have an opportunity 
to bear frem the other side. 

This story ha8 a moral-in fact, it has a whole chapter of 
moralie, if there were time to state them. 1 wil‘l brietly 
mention a few of them. I 

1. -The peWon for the pardon of this awun&@J has been’ 
puc&;d about, pnkately, with great activity for anme weeka, 

. 
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without ifs becoming publicly known that such a paper WLB 
in existence. But for the good service, done by the 10~1 
journal in mentioning it a8 an item of news, the document 
would probably have gone to the President (so far J would 
have appeared) as the utterance of the citizens of Norwich,. 
nep12. wn. The adverse inlerest-the interest of decency 
and morality and law-would have had no knowledge of 
tbe matter, and consequently no power to exnress itself. In 
all probability that which was so nearly effected here will \ 

be fully effected in other places. Let the President, when 
he takes into consideration the petitions for Bennett’s par- 
don, measure and weigh the one from Norwich against the 
counter-petition wliich prays that punishment may be exe- 
cuted ; and then let him inquire concerniog petitions that 

- may resch him from other places wbetber the adverse inter- 
est has had the opportunity of being represented there. This 
bueines8 of tampering with the course oP justice by private 
petitions-for that matter, by any petitions-is a mischievous 
abuse. Another example has come tomy knowledge this very 
day. A notorious abortionist had been arrested and bound 
over for trial, nnd thenreleased on the forfeiture of a trifling 
bond, in consequuoce of a petition in his favor signed by 
two score of leading citizens. Another citireo, who had 
beard of thi,q affair only by an item in a newspaper ffom a 
distant town, was remonstrating with the prosecutingoflcer, 
who replied, in my hearing : “ I wish to heaven I had seen s 
you before. 1 did not knm them 2008 a man of injhmoe in 
A%rwich w7w did not 8gmpathGe with that petition.” 

2. I cannot find that there is any local or personal interest 
whichhas originated this effort in this place. It seeme to 
have‘originated ln general considerations-in sympathy with 
this criminal, Bennett-in the abstract love of free-filth. I 
infer, then, that it is a general movement. If those who 
zrc interested in protecting tbeir own and. other families 
rl!&ost ft.tods of filth will institute inquiry, I suspect lhst 
they will find in &host townn, as here, that such a paper is 
pushed about privately, perseveringly, a8 ii by a paid agent. 
II there is a Spiritualist, Free.Religion, or Freelove club in 
the town, or a quack doctor having a wide practice of dubi- 
OUS character, this will indicate the direction in which ta 

). . 
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begin your inquiries. There is a Bert oC nervous ~ommuni- 
cation among the ganglia of vicious Infidelity scattered 
through the country that constitutes them one system-a 
church of Antichrist or synagogue of Satan, Once, already, 
this unlovely fellowship has triumphed in a like -case, in 
securing the pardon of the notorious Heywood. It may sn 

triumph again if it is able to maintain the secrecy of its 
operations-but not otherwise. 07~3 resolute citizen in 
every town can bring .it to the surface of the ground and 
defeat it. 

3 A friend who wqs solicited to sign thie document telle- 
me that it is an Imposing paper, bearing some three hundred 
signatures. Whose are they, and how were .they got? I 
have not Reen the names, but it ia safe to cay that the open 
sympathizers with the crime and the criminal are few. I ’ - 
happen to know of several names of decent people on the 
list, and should not be surprised to know that it was largely 
made up of such. The average American &Zen acts like 
a fool in this matter of giving his name to a psper. A.a a 
rule, he will sign anything he is asked to that does not bind 
him to pay money. And the exceptional men that decline 
to sign can often be prevailed on if only the bearer of the 
petition is a sufPciently persistent bore--as he ie mid to 
have been in this owe. If it was understood that this peti- 
tion, with the names attnohed, wan going to be hung up for 
exhibition at the post-of?lce, I pave no doubt that many of 
the signers would be excessively annoyed. 

4. It is not enough to refuse your name to a miechievona ’ 
petition. Nobody see8 the namea that are not signed. If it 
was a petition, now, to have your streets paved or lighted, 
it would be required of you to give not only the names of 
the signers but the names of proprietors who refused to 
sign. But when it Is only an aff %ir of letting loose a “ can- 
cer-planter ” to renew his infernal occupation no such for- 
mality ie, rcqqired. By persistent drumming, an agent LIUO- 
ceeds in gytting, privately, a list, large or small, of auto- 
graphs, and the d-oument goes up to the Governor or 
President a8 the act of “ the citizens ;,r and when enough 
of. these papers have been swep\diligently together from, 
all com~m, it ie a “ great pop&r demonn%atlo&” YOXU 



FROM SEXI$D THE BABS. 

. . 

only resource, and your bounden duty, ie not only to refuse 
to sign a bad petition but immediately to start a counter- 
petition., You have at once au enormous advantage over the 
enemy. You can act openly-publicly. You can display 
your petition *at .the places of concourse, with Us names 
attached. You can advertise it by newspapers, and postere, 
and pulpits. The enemy can& act effectively except in 
eecret. The very chance that his list of names might be 
expoeed to common view would awaken an eager zeal 
among the sfgners to scratch-them off. 

5. Consider’ the immense presumption against evw peti- 
tion for the pardon crf a crimin$-how infinitessimal the 
chance that the unanimous act of twelve impartial men, 
after hearing both sides of the c&Be, was wrong compared 
with the chance that you are wrong after hearing only one 
side 1 Consider how rarely, if there has been a wrong, the 
petition for pardon is the proper remedy. In this case the 
crimihal claims to have. b&n unfairly tried, and shows his 
list uf exceptions to the charge and rulings of the court. 
Am I. or sre you, the party for him to come to for redress ? 
For all his grievances there is an open and proper remedy, 
and that is not to send his agents whimpering about among 
people who know nothing of the case, asking to have him 
pardoned for a crime which he denies h:rving committed. 
The fact that >e takes this course is the confession of a bad 
case, and yet not such a confession as entitles him to any 
mercy from the American peo.ple or the President. 

Norwti, Corm. 

So much for thie disseminator of Calvinism. It 

makes him absolutely unhappy to think of the pot+ ‘. 

sibility of the President ‘performing an act both of 

mercy and justice, permitting a grievously injured 

man to leave his prison cell. The Christian epithets, 

(6 scoundrel,” I6 cancer planter,” etc., which he ap- 

plies to me, come as glibly from his tongue and pen 

88 6‘ imposter ” and “ blasphemer ” rolled from the 

tongue of his great 
learned and amiable 

model, Calvin, towards the 

/physician, Michael Servetue, 
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whom he caused to be burnt. at a slow oak fire in 
Geneva, nearly three hundred and fifty yeais ago, 
because some of his views did not correspond with 
those of that imp&ions and crnel persecutor. 

The Rev. Mr. Bacon’s dishonesty may be seen- by 
his three times trying tq convey the idea that the 
petition in Norwich for my release was carried around 
64privately.” There was no privac.y exercised .at all. ’ 
It WWJ presented to hundreds of individuals openly 
and with as much publicity as was neceq>ary. It 
was not needful to announce the matter by the ring 
irg of bells, the firing of cannon, or the lungs of a 
town crier. It was a matter that required some ex- 
planation, and the most proper way was to call at 
stores and dwellings and present the petition to 
those met with. The very fact that over three hun- 
dred names were procured in a town of the size of 
Norwich completely precludes the idea of secrecy. 

The following is the card or remonstrance, which 
the Rev. Bacon alludes to, and which appeared sev- 
eral times in the local papers, and which was exposed 
at the post-office and elsewhere : 

T 0 TEE GOOD CITIZENS OF NORWICH : I( is an- 
nounced that a petition to the President of the United 

States, asking for the pardon of a man convicted in due 
course of law of the abominable crime of sending obscene 
matter through the malls, has been circulated and exten- 
sively signed in this city. Desirous to prevent such a defeat - 
of juetiee, to protect the good name of th4s town, compro- 
mised by this announcement, and to defend the purity of 
families and schools, which can only be secured by the 
punishment of the crime in question, the underaii give’ 
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notice that a counter-petition ie placed for eignature at Mr. 
Burnham’s bookstore, next the Post-Offlee. 

REV.L. W. BACOI?, 
REV W. P.PALMRR,. 
REV. L.T.CHAMBERLAIN, 
REV.L. ~.BLACKFOBD, 
REV.J H. JAM&S, 
N. L. Brsac~, 
E N. GIBBS, 
E.LEARNED. 
N.D 8EVIN. 
GABDNERGBEENE,JR. 
HENRY BILL, 

It is said thak one hdrea and twenty-five names 

of the pious class were procured to this paper. 
The following are the editorial remarks of the 

Christian Union relative to Mr. Bacon’s article 
which also appeared in the same issue : 

Mr.-we beg his pardon-Dr. Bacon’s article in another ’ 
column is timely and important. Chrietian paPtom, teach- 
ers, ‘and parents will do well to ascertain whether this 
‘I still bunt ” is going on in their neighborhood. Mr. Ben- 
nett, whose appeal has been heard, and whoee coodemna- 
tion has been ratified by the Soperior Court, and who was 
sentenced a month ago to the penitentiary, is so sure of the 
expected pardon that, in accordance with the inscrutable 
but not uncommon methods 6t New York justice, he has 
succeeded in thus far evading the execution of the sentence, 

_ dud remains in Ludlow SIreet Jail, from which he contin- 
ucs to send ‘out his weekly lampoons to his own sheet. 
We h&e very good reason for knowing that the attempt 
which Dr. Bacon has so effectually exposed in Norwich is 
bring secretly conducted in almost every state in the Unioo; 
we trust t.he exposure comes in time to defeat it. And we 
warn all citizens against being cajoled into eigning a peti- 
tion for the pardon oC one whose conduct has been passed 
upon by a jury and three judges, not one of whom found 
nny palliating circumstances in his shameful crime. 
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It is not generally known whether this brief arti- 

cle was written by Henry Ward Reecher, Lyman 

Abbott, or Pome editorial assistant, of smaller cali- 

ber; but, whoever the writer is he is evidently far 

more troubled about other people’s immoralities than 
his own ; but that is common to the trade. He also 
invests in the same pious falsehood about the 
secrecy pursued in obtaining signatures to the- peti- 
tion., It would take a good many thousand of such 
editors t.o make a truth of the false aspersion. He 
evidently does not like the “lampbons” I write 
weekly for THE TRUTH SEEKER. Perhaps. he has 
good reason for not liking them;. but it is to be 
hoped he may live to be annoyed with them years 
to come. 

The following are the remarks of the editor of 
Cooley’s V2ekZy af,ter inserting Bacon’s card: 

The above card, which has twice before appeared in 
Cooley’s W&k& should Tt flclct the sentiment of every&decent 
man and woman in the community. The writer who has- 
tened to a guilty pnbliaher’s defense last week did not 
think it necePs.ery to “ discuss the merits of the book in 
question. ” Imprisoned for sending an obscene publication 
through the mails-a very infamous crime-the “ merits ‘* 
or quality of the thing sent ought to be something to the 
point ! We confess to having read the work through, a8 a 
matter of duty, and ye pronounce it the most infamous 
piece of writing that ever fell into our hands. . 

This editor wrote to please the Christian portion 

pf his readers and probably to make some amends 

in their eyes for a full and fair article on the oppo- 
site side fron. the pen-of Byron Boardman, which 
he had published in a previous issue. More as to the 
character of the pamphlet further on. 

The following ohoice morsel is from the t)xtra 

’ : ‘1 

. 
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,j 
_ pious Witness, .of July 22d, published and edited by 

a British subject, who mad6 money enough to start 

. 
it by agreAng to pay one hundred cents on the dol- 
lar, but finally paying but sixteen. That’s the kind ’ 
of morality to make an Eden of this wicked world- i 

perhaps: 
TEE PARDON BUBINESS 

A protest against the pardon of D. M Bennett, convic tee\ 
of sending improper matter through the mails, has been 
prepared by the New England Society for the Suppression 
of Vice. More than five hundred prominent educators, 
clergymen, physicianl, and business men of Boston and 
other New Englandzitiee have signed it. Among the sig- 
natures are those of Qovernor Telbof, E. 8. Tobey, Bighop 
Paddock, the Presidents of Boston University, the Univer- 
sity of Vermont, Colby (Me.) Univcrslty, Amherst College, 
and Smith College; B. cf. Northrop, Secretary of the Cod- 
necticut Board of Education, and the Rev. James Freeman 
Clafke 

The President will begin to realiz? now what a very se- 
rious mistake he made in pardoning Heywood, the Boston 

/ seller of the same book. The pardon clerk was doubtless 
the medium for securing that pardon, but the Cdnstitution 
does not put the pardoning power into any other hands 
than those of the President or Governor, as the case may 
be, and on him alone the responsibility of an unworthy par- 
don rests. This kind of pardon was President Grant’s 
weak point, but there was some excuse. for him which is 
not to be found in the case of President Hayes, whose fac- 
ulties. are, we believe, always clear. 

Comatock’s earmarks are visible in this mmveau 
*as, indeed, they have been in all the Witness arti- 

, cles upon the same subject. It is a very pres-*ma- 4 

ble case that the distinguished clergymen named 
0 should be the very ones to sign a protest against my \ 

being set at liberty. Nearly all the clergymen of 
the ,oountry, so far as h&d from, are in arms 
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against me. They are my deadliest enemies. The 
great regret is that intelligent, respectable men 
should be led around by the nose by such a con- 
temptible specimen of humanity a8 Comstook and 
‘big Boston Auxiliary Suppression Society. 

But for venom, intolerance, and genuine Calvin- 
istio bigotry and meanneq the N. Y. Observer 
can always be depended upon. If John Calvin still 
exists and maintains the Bame disposition hedid when 
he burned ServetuH and beheaded Gruet, and can keep 
watch over the Obseiver, he must be more than 
pleaRed with the spirit which controls and animates 
that pious sheet. Here is what it said on the 17th: 

. 

A CnNVICT’S APPEAL TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 

8TATEfl -TEE PARDONING POWER INVOKED TO BREAK 

DOWN A WHOLEt30ME LAW. 

One hundred thousand persons, we are assured, have ’ 
signed petitions to President Hayes, asking him to pardon 
a convict now in jail in this city. If the President yields to 
the demand, the friends of public and private virtue, of law 
am? justice, may hang their heads in grief and shame, 
blushing for their country, their President, and the degede- 
racy of the times. 

It haa been already stated in this paper that a man bpthe 
name of D. M. Bennett was convicted eeve;al weeks ago in 
this city of violating the laws of the United States which 
forbid the eendfng of indecent books by mail. The man was 
sentenced to thirteen months’ imprisonment in the Albany 
Penitentiary. Being a convict under the United States laws, 
he was sentenced to Albany, and not to Sing Sing. Weeke ~ 
have elapsed since his conviction, and by those arta 80 well 
known to rich convicfs, but unintelligible to the people, the 
man still resides in comfort at the celebrated boarding-houae, 
in Ludlow street, which serves as a safe retreat for maup 
illto-do well-to-do gentlemen. During hie unlawful but 
very agreeable residence in this city hotel, be and hie 
f:iende are moving, not heaven, but earth .and hell, to pro_ 
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cure his pardon at the banda of the President. The Issue is 
thus bistincgy made between the laws on the one hand and 
the President on the other. We shall watch the case care; 
fully, and report the result of the contest. In the meantime, 
while the case is in the hands of the President, and by him 
referred .to the AttorneyGener 81, we will submit a few 
points which to us seem decisive as to the course the gov- 
ernment is bound to pursue in this matter. 

The law under which thie man has been convicted was re- 
viewed by the United States Supreme Court sod pronounced 
constitutional, juqt, and wholeeome. The opinion was pub- . 
lished in full and sustained by an intelligent public senti- 
ment. 

The publications sent by this convict in violation of that 
law have been before the Supreme Court for this circuit, 
and by three judge:, the whole court, unanimously, clearly, 
and without a shadow of doubt, were held to be such pub- 
lications as the law was framed to restrain. 

Therefore, the conviction and the sentence being what the 
law demands, to interfere with the course of the law under 
such circumstances would be a blow at the very heart of 
public justice. But this is only the basis of the argument. 

This man has from the time of the law’s enactment de- 
nounced it in public letters and papers. Ele has been con- 
epicuous in public meetings in seeking to break it down, and 
he ia one of that school and party who, at a recent meeting 
in Boston, adopted a resolution declaring that 

“ Legislatures: Conaresaes, or courts attempting to regu- 
late or supervise morals, are meddling with what is none of 
their business.” 

All law, criminal law, is made to restrain wrong ; to make 
men do right or suffer just penalty. Theft, murder, and 

- 

forgery are bsd morals, and the law meddles with them, and , 
with a vengeance. But the modern school of reform, of 
which this convict is the chief apostle, subverts all law, and 
leaves society at the mercy of its enemies. 

This man has publicly defied the law, and challenged its 
interference with the business in which he is engaged. HO 
published his determination after others had been convicted 
under the same law, and he’invited prosecution. Juries and . 

7 
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judges in the interior counties of the state of New York, in 
this city, and in the state of IGssachusetts, have bad before 
them the identical subject and publications, and have ren- 
dered the same judgment under which this man is now con- 

victed. There is therefore no possible ground for doubt, 
first, that he has been justly sentenced under a sound and 
wholesome Yaw ; and secondly, that of all men ever yet 
convicted under it, this man Bennett most deserves the 
penalty of this righteous law. 

The friends of public virtue and of good morals have been 
Rctive in the last few years to arrest the flood of vice that, . 
like a deluge, pours over tbe lsnd. In the cause of temper- 
awe, seeking only the enforcement of the laws, they have 
met with discoursging oppoaitibn from those who are eet 
for their execution. In thiscrusade against the vilest trafac 
tbd bumsn monsters ever Dursued, the upholders of law 
are c;;mpelled, with shame and grief, to see the worst crimi- 
nals sheltered by public authorities, and even the interpnsi- 
tion of t,he Chief Idagistrate of the United States SUCCESS- 
fully invoked to deliver a convict from the hands of justice 
and law, and to send-him forth with the sacred seal of the > _ 

‘government on bie guilty head. The pardon of Heywood _ ’ 
was granted perhaps under a misal!prebeneion of the facts, 
but be bus publicly ssid, “ Tbe governmentfound out 171rl~ 
right, and it was wrong.” “Let them dare imp&on Ben- . . 
nett, and 8ee which ie the strongest.” 

Thus the iesue is made between these enemies of society 
and the President of the United States. So far as law, jus- 
tiee, public morals, and the good of the people are pan- . 
cerned, there ia but one eide to the question. This Benoetb 
is the representative of a set of men who circulate, for 
money, publications designed to corrupt the young. Every 
daily newspaper shows in its reports of social vice the effect 
of the traffic. As intemperance ilhnXratee the use of wbieky, 
so ‘liceot,iousness proves the effect of the publications which 
theee had men spread. 

himaking this issue it is proper to sayibat aU tirs &ct.&s 
&fore tha Preddmt They are authenticated beyond a perad- 
venture by the most abundant testimony. He cannot act 

. undar a misapprehension. Millions of people, mothers and 
. 
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lathere, and others, are this moment looking for his de- 
cision. The question is national, not locel or sectional. If 
the President decides against all the juries and judges, in- 
eluding the Supreme court itself, and sets this convict at 
liberty, with a pardon in his hand and an official certiflcata 
@at his infamous work is legal and commendable, for a par- 
don will be claimed as all this, then, the upholders of good 
morals may despair of their cause, for righteousnees no 
longer exal eth this nation, and sin will be its last& re- 
proach. 

-. 
But we hope better thiogp. We trust io God that he will 

incljne the heart and mind of the PresMeot to the right ; 
anti that a man who is himself a father of virtuous children 
will be a father of his people, and stand between them and 
theee miserable miscreants, who are as unfit to live as they 
are t,j die. 

_ 

Now I call that a pretty fair dose of venom and 
misrepresentation for one issue of a Jesus sheet. 
I wonder if this latter individual would go on 
at such a rate, were he editing a leading Christian 
paper, abbut a poor fellow who was taking a bit of 
the same experience he is aaid to have once gone 
through at the hands of his merciless judges and 
persecutors ? I don’t believe he would; nor do I 
believe he would be guilty of one-tenth part of the 
detestable meanness which thope are guilty of who 
prate so loudly in his name. If there ever was such 
a personage, and the account that is given of him 
is only partly true, he was an amiable, -kind-hearted 
man, who did not wish to indict pain or unhappiness 
upon an y.one. If he now possesses the power which 
his preachers kay he does ; if be has the destiny of 
all men-in his hands; if he retains the same spirit of 
goodness and justice which he was credited with 
svme eighteen hundred .yeprs ago ; if he still main- 

I 
tains the same detestation of self-rjghteousness, 

. 

. 



. 
l 

F,ROM BEHIND. THE BARS. 381 

hypocrisy, and oppression that is ascribed to him, ., 
and if he is going to give unto every one according 
to .his deserts, I am afraid Anthony Comstook and 
his false-heartecl and merciless pioue editors and 
clergymen will fare badly. If Jesus doe8 the . 
“ square thing,” and if that fiery, sulphurous lake is’ 
still burning, if they don’t get something more 
than a strong smell I shall alway think he ought to 
resign in favor of somebody who can dispense 

justice more according to deserts. If it is true that 
we retain existence and consciousness after we leave 
this troublesome workl, it is highly probable that 
those vile hypocrite8 and perRec:utorR who delight 
to make people wretched for Christ’s sake will find 
themselves the most dkappOidA?d set ever heard 
of in any world. If they are to have the power to 
annoy, afflict, and make wretched there which they 
exercise here it would be far more deeirable to take 
the endless sleep of forgetfulness and thus be be- 
yond the reach of such vile tormentors who to appear 
virtuous and holy would gladly crush everybody 
who dissents from their dictation. Yes, hell, even, 
with decent companions v?ould be better than heaven 
with such fellows. 

The following is clippe? from the Boston Congre- 

gationaht, and breathes the same spirit a8 its 
brothers: 

All good people will rejoice heartily at Bennett’s aen- 
teuce. The criminal of course considers himself an abused 
victim of oppresaion. But, as the Nezo F&h: Tribune fitly 
says, ‘I he belongs to a clas% of fanatics who call them- 
selves scielitists, and whose religion is generally made up of 
one part nonsense and two parts nastiness. Theee pe?ple ’ 
ride a daogerous hobby, and have only tbdmeelves to blame ’ 

x if now and then they gallop through the doora of the peni. 

. 
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1 

tcf,tiary.” An effort will be made to secure a pardon fr0r.b 

1 
Pa&dent Hayes, and a modification of tho law. We hope 
it will be defeated utterly. 

I It will be noticed that this pious paper quotes 

I . with approval the false statement that I, “belong 
/ to a class of fanatics whose religion is made 

up of one part nonsense and two parts nasti- 

i 
neds.” This is infamously false. But even if it 
were true have not a class the right to appropriate a 

* - 
portion of “nastinees ” if they wish to ? Has no 
nastiness been known among Christian ? 

The Observer article abounds with misrepresenta- 

tiw, a sample of which is the statement that I defied 
the 1aw;and that I am “a representative of a set of 
men who circulate publications designed to corrupt 

the young.” Both statements are aa false, as lies 
can be. 1 have never tlefied the law. I have aimply 
insisted that the pamphlet I sold did not come under 

tbe meaning of the law, and of the same opinion is 
the Attorney-General, the President himself; Judge 
Gray, in the Department of Justice, numerous law- 

yers in this city and all over the country, Elizur 
Wright, James Parton, Parker Pillsbury, Horace 

Seaver, William Denton, and at least one hundred 
thousand intelligent, virtwus men and women. I 
simply defied Comstackism, not law. I am the 
representative of no set of men who sell vile publi- 

cations to corrupt the young. It is-the vilest slander 

that could be uttered. I have never sold anything 4l 
of the kind, and never represented those who do. 
Of the same character is much else scattereq through 
the entire artiole ; but it is too puerile and con- 

temptible to psrticulariae. Perhaps taking this *I 

stale hypocrite’s mind into conside?ation, and the 

4 : ’ 
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evil characteristics which this syetem of religion 
engenders, little else could be expected of him. 

The same character of misrepresentation and 
defamation as that evinced in the religious press . 
teems also from the orthodox pulpit. This is tbe 
case in this city, where, if the clergy do not call me 
by name in all cases, they allude to me as “ the vile 
criminal,” “the infamous scoundrel,” ‘(the corrupter 
of the minds of the young,” “the wicked blas- 
phemer,” “the leper,” “the cancer planter,” etc., 
etc. This.has also been the case in many other cities 
and towns. It seems to be a sort of relief or grati- 
fication on the part of those heavenly-minded slan- 
derers to say all manner of evil agrinst me for 
Christ’s ‘sake. If it is productive of pleasure to 
them, I will not complain of their vituperation, for, 
really, I consider it an honor to be abused by such a 
set of blatant hypocrites. It is mainly to be re- 
gretted that the system of religion they proclaim 
and wish to force upon the whole world engenders 
such detestable traits and practices. 

The dishonesty of the Observer man may be 
appreciated by his representation of the “comforts ” 
of this prison. “ Comforts,” indeed ! Is ‘it a com- 
fort to be looked up. ne:-rly half of the time in a 
small, comfortless cell, with dry bread and tea or 
coffee for breakfact and supper, with a kind of stew 
for dinner, handed in in a tin basin without a knife 
or fork, or, if something a grade or two better than 
this is furnished, to pay fifteen dollars per week for 
it 3 If tbid canting Calvinist calls that “ comfort,” 
I only wish he could be here for about tlve years 
and get his fill. He may take ‘my “ very. agreeable 
residence ” bere at any moment. I will not be in 
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hia way. True, it is not 80 bad here 88’ in the Al- 
bany Penitentiary, or being hung up in the Inquisi- 
tion by the thumbs, nor ao bad as having the joints 
torn apart on the rack, but it is hard to Bee much 
“ comfort ” in either . 

ht for concentrated, undiluted meanness I gi.ve 
the following by a man of the same kind from The 
Reli~io-~‘ILiiosopnical Journal, which makes Borne 
pretense to Liberalism. It differs from the forego- 
ing extracts in one ; particular-all the religious 
editors quoted are strangers to me. Probably not one 
of them ever saw me, and perhaps they really believe 
that I am a vile, immoral man, but the Rsligio man 
who so complacently places himself by the side of the 
self-righteous Christian bigots, haa known me for 
‘years and has pretended to be a friend. How much 
his friendship was worth, and how genuine it was, 
others can judge for themselves: 

a 

When Bennett appeals to us as a representative Material- 
is+, publisher of a Materialistic paper, and bookseller, to 
joio%im in his wrangle for the right to send through the 
United Sates mails an immoral, soul-debasing. pamphlet, 
we muet decline. And in declining we cannot believe it 
our duty to remain silent and allow erroneous impressions to 
go out to the public at large that Liberalism and Libertin- 
ism are synonymous; that Freelove and Freethought go 
hand in hand, and that. Spiritualists will aid and abet 
attempts to send immoral books through the mails. Mr. 
Bennett demands liberalion from prison on his own terms. 
He dcfimtly asserts thst he will rot in jail before be will 
compromise. Every person who signs the form of petition 

a 

drawn up by Mr. Bennett, and scattered broadcast over the 
country ior s;gnatures, virtually says that he approves of 
using the United States mails as a channel through which to 
iI;sseminute the vilest doctrines of impurity and sexual 
hcense. We are williug to s’gn a petition for the hberation 

b * 

i 
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OP Mr. Bennett, provided swh petition shall waive the mer- 
its of tbe case and appeal for executive pardon simply on 
the ground of mercy to an old man. 

This man mistakes; I ask him to join me in noth- 
ing, and if he declined to sign a petition in my favor 
I am truly glad of it. I would wish no such persons 
to interest themselves in my favor. Bnt the hon- 
esty of his claims to extra virtue can be estimated by 
the falsehoods he tells. He thus proves he is not a 
whit behind his Christian associates. I have not 
“ wrangled for the right ” to send “ an immoral and 
soul-debasing pamphlet.” I simply insist that Hey- 
wood’s pamphlet is not CL immoral ” nor “ sonl-de- 
basing,” unless thousands of other books which pase 
freely everywhere are so also. A thousand dollars 
will be paid Mr. Bnndy for one soul be can produce 
that has been debased by it. IXe probably knows 
as much about “ soul ” as he does about trntb, honor, 
and real Liberalism. 

I do not, demand liberation on m’y own terms, nor 
have I &man&d it on any terms; I have si#y 
presentednthe facts and asked for justice. I have 
not said u defiantiy ” or otherwise that I would rot 
in jail before I would compromise. It is false that 
signing the form of petition sent out commits the ’ 
signers to the free dissemination of the vilest doc- 
trines of sexual license. It simply, in brief and 
direct language, asks for a pardoq on the ground that 
my conviction and sentence was a grievous wrong 
in the form of law and an outrage against the free- 
dom of the press and ‘rhe cons’itutional right and 
privilege of every citizen. It makes not the least 
allusion to (‘ iile doctrines,” or “ Xcense.” In my 
opinion the writer of tbc pamphlet in question is 



: 386 PROill BEHIND TX& BAILS. 

. 

quite as moral, quite-‘as pure, quite .as honest, and ’ 
quite as correct in his sexual relations, and has been 
through life, as either Anthony. Comstock or John 
C. Bundy, and I believe he has a greater regard for 
truth. Probably, however, Comstock ia to be con- 
gratulated on the aid and sympathy he is receiving 
from his ally in Chicago. 

For myself Tam quite content that the Religio man 
should be against me and that he should exult in my 
imprisonment. T do not begrudge him all the 
honor and respect he will gain by his course. I 
neither crave his friendship nor his sympathy. So 
Tong as I have the approval and sympathy of, such, 
people as Elizur Wright, 0. B. Frothingham, A. J. 
Davis, James Partoo, Elder Evans, A. E. Gilea, 
William Denton, Luther Colby, Horace Seaver, 
J. P. Mendum, W. S. Barlow, J. 141. Peebles, 
A. B. Spinney, H. L Green, G. A. Lomas, 
C. Fannie Allyn, Amelia H. Colby, and great 
numbers of other Liberalists and Spiritualists, I 
shall try and be content that Col. Bundy gives his 
aid and sympathy to my persecutor Comstock, as 
my term of imprisonment slowly snd drearily drags 
itself along. I hope this self-righteoua stickler for 
“ respectability ” will feel that the cause of virtue 
and morality which in his view has been so seriously 
wronged by me is being vindicated aud appeased. 

It is cheering to know that all Spiritualists are not 
like ‘him. There are thousands of them who feel. 
that the rights of citizens, the guarantees of the 
Constitution-the blessings of free thought, free 
speech, a free press, and free mails ; the right for _ 
each individual to hi ownconvictions and the free- 
dom to express them-are superior to a canting, 
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hypocritical profession of extra virtue and purity 
after the’ pattern of Christian bigots. If all Spirit- 
ualists were like this, self-righteous editor, if I 
thought that was the result of angel teaching, the 
injunctions of those dear ones who have passed over 
the river, I certainly would wish no share in that 
abhorrent character. I would rather sleep in 
quiet forever than exist with hypocrites and intol- 
erant bigots who cannot accord to others the same 
right to think and speak on all subjects which they 
claim for themselves. _/ 

No, I wish not the sympathy of that class, In 
times of war, affliction, or personal peril, a pre- 
tended friend-a half friend-is more to be dreaded 
than an open enemy. But little respect can be felt 
for that class of pretended Liberals who would sac- 
rifice the highest principles of Liberalism to gain a 
reputation for great virtue, extra respectability 
and probity and correctness,‘and to be thought as 
squeamish and timid as Christian hypocrites. It is 
a bad exchange to give a generous Liberalism for 
false respectability - principle for appearances. 
There is no bigotry more to be detested than that 
of pretended Liberals. 

I have given in full what these enemies have to 
say of me, thns showing how much more fairness I 
possess than they do, for they would not publish a 
line that I have to say in my own defense or other- 
wise. They will berate me and apply all the vile 
opithets which they have at their command, but 
would refuse to give me the slightest justice or fair 
dealing. My life and conduct would doubtless com- 
pare favorably with any of those godly traducers, 
could 011 that they have been guilty of, and all.1 
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have done, be laid open to the public gaze. I cer- 
tain!y would not shrink from such a comparison. 

All my pious defamers and would&e torturers 
seem- to have the same complaint. They are nearly 
heartbroken bedause I am not at hard labor in the 
penitentiary. They are. very wretched over it. 
Even as John Calvin was not willing that a brisk, 
lively fire should be made around his victim, Serve- 
tus, that his agony might soon be over, but insisted 
upon the alow, smouldering, green-wood fire, which 
was hours in ending his excruciating agony, 80 my 
relentless enemies want to see me taken from this 
prison and incarcerated in one far more severe and 
cruel. Let them now be joyful and glad for their 
desires will be answered. 

But ao it has been for at least a thousand years. 
For a long time if any heretic dared to avow opin- 
ions different from what the church directed should 
be accepted, or if a dissenting word was lisped, or if 
only a suspicion, rested upon poor unfdrtunate 
men and women, the emissaries of the church have 
dragged them from their homes at all hours of the 
day and night, thrust them into loathsome dun- 
geons, bound them to the rack, and by slow torture 
forced them to coufess to crimes they never com- 
mitted, have sundered their joints, broken their 
bones, torn out their tongues by the roots, out off 
their noses and ears, burned out their eyes with hot 
irons, poured melted pitch into the ears, stuck burn- 
ing slivers into the flesh, sent thousands of innocent 
people to the scaffold, and hundreds of tpousands to 
the stake ; and all this worse than demoniacal 
cruelty by the same kind of pious pretenders and 
tormentors as those who are h. wliug that my pan- 
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iahment may be increased, and who would gladly see 
me subjected to the worst cruelties here indicated 
had not the progress of intelligence, scienoe, and 
liberal sentiments forced theae character&tic fea- 
tures of the Christian religion and of “law and 
order ” out of use. The worst they can do now is 
to arrest unbelievers on false charges, secure con- 
victions in bigoted, unjust courts, and then send 
their victims to prison. They do the worst they 
can, without a qualm of conscience or a t_winge of 
compunction. Many of them regret that the good 
old systems of torture have passed away; many 
have sighed for a few more fires tohurn a few more 
Servetuses. Many have said with regard to myself 
that I “ought to be hung” or CL burnt at the stake,” 
and that they could witness the punishment with 
holy satisfaction. This is no exaggeration. These 
remarks have been made, and those same men whose 
articles I bave quoted would gladly witness my 
execution. The same spirit which is BO persistently 
clamoring that I be‘deprived of liberty would also 
be glad to have me deprived of life. 

The Christian church has been a persecuting 
church ever since it became powerful, enough to 
seize, torture, crush, and slay. Truthfully and elo- 
quently does Ingersoll say: 

“Every nerve in the human body capable of pain 
has been sought out and touched by the church. 
Toleration has increased only when and where the 
power of the church has diminished. Prom Augus- 
tine until now the sljirit of the Christian has re- 

.mained the same. There has been the same intoler- 
ance, thz same undying hatred of all who think for 
themselves, the. same determination to crush out of 
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the human brain all ‘knowledge inconsistent with 
the ignorant creed. i 

“ Men and women have been burned for thinking 
there was but one God ; that there was none ; ‘that 
the Holy Ghost ie younger than God; that God was 
somewhat older than his son ; for insisting that 
good works will save a man without faith ; that 
faith will not do without good works;. for declaring 
that a sweet babe will not be burned eternally 
because its parents failed to have its head wet by a 
priest; for speaking of God as though he had a 

nose ; for denying that Christ was his own father ; 
for contending -that three persons rightly added 
together make more than one; for believing in pnr- 
gatory; for denying the reality of hell; for pretend- 
ing that priests can forgive sins; for preaahing that 
God is an essence ; for denying that witches rode 
through the air on‘sticks; for doubting the total 
depravity of the human heart ; for laughing at 
irresistnble grace, predestin&ion, and particular 
redemption; for denying that good bread could be 
made of the body of a dead man; for pretending 
that the pope was not managing this world for God, 
and in place of God; for disputing the efficacy of vi- 
carlous atonement; for thinkingthat the Virgin Mary 
was, born like other people ; for thinking that a 
man% rib was hardly sufficient to make a good sized 
woman; for denying that God used his finger for a 
pen ; for asserting that prayers are not answered; 
that diseases are not sent to punish nnbelief ; for 
denying the authority of the Bible; for having a 
Bible in their possession ; for attending mass ; for 
refusing to attend mass; for .wearing a surplice; for 
carrying a cross, and for refusing; for being a Cath- 
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olic, and for being a Protestant ; for being an Epis- 
copalian, a Presbyterian, a Baptist, and for being a 
Quaker. In short, every virtue has been ‘a crime 
and every cr<me a virtue. The church has burned 
honesty and rewarded hypocrisy, and all this she 
did because it was commanded by a book-a book 
that men had been taught implicitly to believe 
before they knew one word that was in it. They had 
been taught that to doubt the truth of this book- 
to examine it even-was a qrime of such enormity 
that it could not be forgiven, either in this world or 
in the next. 

“ Protestants and Catholics vied with each other 
in the work of enslaving the human mind. For 
ages they were rivals in the infamous effort to rid * 
the earth of honest people. They infested every 
country, every city, every town, hamlet, and family. 
They appealed to the morst passious of the human 
heart. ,They sowed the seeds of discord and hatred 
in every land. Brother denounced brother; wives 
informed against their husbands ; mothers accused 
their children ; dungeons were crowded with 1 he 
innocent ; the flesh of the good afid the true rotted 
in the clasp of chains ; the flames devoured the 
heroic, and, in the name of the most merciful God; 
his children were exterminated with famine, sword, 
pnd fire. Over the wild waves of battle rose and 
fell the banner of Jesus Christ. For sikteen hun- 
dred years the robes of the church were red with 
innocent blood. The ingenuity of Christians was 
exhausted in devising punishment severe enough to 
be ir.lIioted upon other Christians who honestly and 
sincerely differed with them upon ,any ‘point wha+ 
eter. 
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/. 
f “In those days the cro~a and rack were inseparable 

companions. Across the open Bible lay the sword 
and fagot. Not content with burning such heretics 
aa were alive, they even tried the dead, in order that , 
the church might rob their wives and children. The P , property of all heretics was confiscated, and on this 

j. account they charged the dead with being heretical 
;, 

-indicted, as it were, their duet, to the end that the 
church might clutch the bread of orphans. Learned - 
divinea disc:ussed the propriet,y of tearing out the 

‘, ’ 
tongues of heretics bef&e they .were burned, that 
the .heretics should not be able, by uttering hlas- 
pbemies, to shock the Christians who were burning 
them. With a mixture of ferocity and Christi.anity, 

.’ the priests insisted that hereticu ought to be burned 
at a slow fire, giving ‘af3 a reason that more time was 
given them for repentance. I 
4 “No wonder that Jesus Christ said, ‘I come not 
to bring peace but a sword.’ Every priest regarded 
hitnRelf as the agent of God. He answered all 

4 questions by authority, and to treat him with dis- 
respect was an insult otl’ered to God. No one was 
asked to think, but all were commanded to obey. 

“The sword of the church was unsheathed, and 
the world was at the mercy of ignorant and infuri- 
ated priests, whoue eyes feasted upon the agonies 
they inflicted. Acting, as they believed, or pre- 
tended to believe, under the command of God, stim- 
ulated by the hope of infinite reward in another 

_ ‘world, hating heretic8 with every drop of their 
be&al blood, savage beyond description, merciless 
beyond oonception, these infamous priests, in a kind 
of frenzied joy, leaped upon the helpless victim8 of 
their rage. They ornshed thair bonee in iron boots, 
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t,ore their quivering flesh with iron hooks and pin- 
cers, cut off their lips and eyelids, pulled out their 
nails, and into the bleeding quick thrust needles, J 
tor_e out their tongues, extinguished their eyes, 
stretched them upon racks, fllyed them alive, cruci- 
fied them with head downward, eXpO8ed them to 
wild beaRts, burned them at the stake, mocked their 
cries and groans, rsyishrd their wives, robbed their 
children, and then prayed God to finish the holy 
work in hell. 

“In the name -of God every possible crime has 
been committed-every conceivable outrage has 
been perpetrated. Brave men, tender and loving 
women, beautiful girls, and prattling babes, have 
been exterminated in the name of Jesus Christ. 
For more than fifty generations the church has 
carried t.he black flag. Her vengeance has been 
measured only by her poner. During all these years 
of infamy no heretic has betin forgiven. With the j 
heart of a fiend she has hated ; with the clutch of 
avarice she has grasped ; with the jaws of a dragon 
she has devoured ; pitiless as famine ; merciless as 
fire ; with the conscience of a serpent. Such is the 
history of the church of God.” B 

Since, in consequence of the progress of education 
and civilization-in spite of the persecutions which 
I he church has inflicted on those who had the temer- 
ity to dissent from its injunctions-the custom of 
imprisoning and taking life for matters of belief or 
dinbelief is obsolete, at least in this country- 
as the law no longer recognizes blasphemy or 
heresy as crimes-those hypocrites and bigots 
have cunningly deVi8ed the crime of obscenity 
and caused it to be entered upon the statute 
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booku of the country, by,which they are able to 
imprison, annoy, and disgrace independent thinkers 

’ a& radicals. This has been found of late to be 
nearly as eeective in punishing unbelievers aid dis- 
senters as the charges of blasphemy aud heresy were 
two or three hundred years ago. It has been so 
thoroughly reduced to a system that the higher 
courts of the country, in the interest of the churoh, 
are lending tbemsrlves io the prosecution and con- 
viction of cases of this kind, thus loading themselves 
and the government with shame, and doing no per- 
manent good tn the cause of the church itself. 

Theso CbriRtian persecutors show a special fond- 
ness for using against me all the vile epithets that 
the English vocabulary will furnish them. ‘( Mis- 
creant, ” “scoundrel,” ‘%iIlain,” “ blasphemer,” %or- 
rupter of the young, ” “ debaser of society,” “ destroy- 
er of morality,” “ enemy of everything high and 
holy,” “ representative of obscenity,“, etc., etc., are 

among the most common employed. One not know- 
ing better would readily suppose from the amount 
of abuse that has been showered upon me that I am 
one of the greatest criminals that ever lived, and 

# that there are but few villainies in the long category 
of crimes that I have not been guilty of. But what 
is it that I have done that is, so heinous P What 
outrages upon humanity have I perpetrated? In 
what instances have I wronged my fellow-beings 3 
My enemies do not charge me with murder. It 
would be untrue if they dia. I never took the life 
of any human being. They do not charge me with 
robbery. It would he false if they made such a 
charge. I have robbed. no person of money, prop- 
erty, or reputation. They do not accuse me of arson. 

\ 
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It would be untrue if they did. I never burned 
a house. They do not accuse me’ of being a thief. 
It would be false if they did. I have never stolen 
from any one. They do not charge me with being 
a defaulter or embezzler. It would be most unjust 
if they did, for I have never been guilty of anything 
of the kind. They do not accuse me of being an 
adulterer, It would be false if they did. I have 
been faithful to my wife for a third of a century. 
They do not say I am a seducer. It would be a lie 
if they did. I never seduced a girl or a woman in 
my life ; I never wronged a woman in my life. I 
have not been parent of an offspring save with my 
own wife. They do not say I am a liar. It would 
be most untrue if they did. E’ew persons have a 
higher regard for truth than myself, and few, I 
think, have been more careful to speak it. I utterly 
despise a liar. They do not say I am a swindler, or 
that I have aimed to wrong a man out of a dollar I 
oFd him. It would be false if they did. I have 
through life made an effort to pay my just debts, and 
to wrong no one out of what I was indebted to him. 
If I have been sometimes unable to pay as promptly 
as I wished, I have paid as ~oon as I could. No 
man can say I ever purposely wronged him out of a 
dollar. They do not accuse me of being malicious, 
unneighborly, unsocial, or nnaccomodating. It would 
be untrue if they did. I have been amicable with 
those among whom I have lived. I have been 
e8teemed.a good citizen, a good neighbor, and one 
who would confer a favor upon another when in my 
power to do so. They do not charge me with dis- 
honesty, trickery, duplicity, or fraud. It would be 
a baseless slander if they did 80. I have striven to 
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deal honestly, to shun trickery, to indulge not in 
duplicity, and to be fair, Nquare, and upright in all 
my dealings, and in all intercourse with mv fellow- 
men. They do not say I habe directly or indirectly 

\ deprived my fellow:beings of happiness, property, 
or reputation. If they did it would be untrue. I 
have rather tried in keeping with my humble means 
to add to the happiness of those around me, and 
to injure them not in reputation or effects. 

What is it, then, that I have done that all those 
church bigots should vilify me BO persietently and 
should clamor 80 incessantly that the severity of 
my imprisonment be increased ? What is the crime 
that I have been guilty4 that I should be separated 
from my fellow-men and for more than a year be, 
immured in a felon’8 cell? Why, I am charged 
with depositing in the mail a copy of Mr. Heywood’s 
pamphlet, “Cupid’s Yokes.” They say it is obscene, 
and of so vile a character that though for aixty 
years I have lived a good life, borne a good char- 
acter, and performed . good deeds, for this act I 
must pass thirteen months in priaon with thieves, 
pickpockets, and robbers, and that I must be held 
up to the acorn and hatred of the world I 

Is this charge true or untrue ? Am I a base crim- 
inal, or am I not B I say it is untrue, and that I am 
not a criminal. This is the great question at issue- 
I am a criminal or I am not; “Cupid’s Yokes” 
ie obscene or it is not. Which is St? If the question 
could be settled by those who have read it, the ver- 
dict would undoubtedly he, (‘ It is not obscene.” I 
ver3y believe that nine out of ten who have read 
the pamphlet, whether they agree with the author% 
views or not, whether they think the pamphlet*is in 
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all respects in good taste or not, do not think it 
obscene, or that it was written with any desire or 
intention to inflame the passions. Those who cry 
out most loudly against the book are those who 
never read it but take Mr. Comstock’s assertion for 
truth that it is obscene, and most of them are intol- 
erant Christians who oppose it because it was writ- 
ten by a Radical and because it affords an excellent 
pretext for oppressing an Infidel. 

The most of those who denounce it so loudly - 
have never seen it. Many of those who are so hor- 
rified that such a book has been circulated are .so * 
ignorant of its character as to announce me as the 
author and publisher, when I am neither. I am I \ 
simply a bookseller, and bought this and sold it to 

\ 

those who wanted it precisely the same as other 
publications, without approving it or disapproving 
it. The most that can be said as to the character of 
the pamphlet is that public opinion is divided upon 
it ; there are a. few designing bigots of the Com- 
stock and Colgate type who are pleased to pronounce 
it obscene ; but the best authors, the ablest writers, 
the most cultured literary men and book men in this 
aountry, pronounce it not obscene. Tens of thou- 
sands of intelligent men and women in all parts of 
the country confirm this verdict. It is very hard 
that a man should be deprived of his liberty, torn 
from his family and business _and deprived of his 
dearest rights for a pamphlet which so small a por- 
tion of the publio pronounce improper or obscene. 

The little work, as its title-page. announces, is 
“AAn Essay on the Moral and Physiological Phasea 
of Love and Marriage.” It is written soberly and 
decently, and is probably oouohed in as proper Bn- 
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guage as any work upon kindred subjeota. Of course 
a8 it treats upon the relations of the sexes, it neoes- / 
sarily has to refer to branches of the subject which 
some prudish, mock-modest, over-sensitive, and ex- 
tra-squeamish .people might think too direct, too 
plain, and a trifle indelicate. But it relates to sub- 
jects of the most vital importance to every man and 
woman, and upon which every person ought to have 
explicit and correct information. 

- The marriage relation has passed through several 
evolutions. Iu the days of savagism wives were 
secured. by conquest-seized as lawful prey and 
borne away in triumph. In the barbaric state they 
were sold as merchandise and were purchased as 
cattle and other goods. -In ancient times, even 
among the most religious nations, polygamy was 
most common. In most countries wives were treated 
as slaves and were held as greatly inferior to their 
masters and husbands. This is still the case in Ori- 
ental nations. Since the era of Christianity mar- 
riage has been pronounced a divine institution, a , 
sacrament of heaven, and priests in most cases the r 
only ones authorized to solemnize it. Admitting 
that this form of marriage is superior to the pre- 
ceding system, it is still a question whether ultimate 
perfection has been arrived at, and whether the 
sexual act, which is pronounced pure and holy when 
performed by a pair united by a priest, is vile and 
unclean when performed by those over whom no 
priestly ceremony .was pronounced. Do the mutter- 
ings of a priest, really make any difference in the 
acts the couple may perform P Are the natural love 
and attraction between the sexes changed by what a 
priest may say or do for a fee? These are questions 
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proper to be canvassed and under&o+, an&there 
can be no criminality in doing this in a proper 
manner. 

Notwithstanding all that may be said in favor of 
the current marriage system, it is unfortunately true 
that there is a great amount of unhappiness existing 
in connection with it. There are thousands of unions 
formed which it would be far better if never entered 
into ; and though, perhaps, wives in Christian conn- 
tries have more rights and liberties than they have 
enjoyed under other systems, it is a sad and lament- 
able truth that the most cruel form of slavery exists 
under it. By millions of husbands; wives are re- 
garded as their personal property and under 
obligations to yield to their passions whenever they 
will it so. The amount of cruel tyranny and legal- _ 
ized prostitution that has grown out of the Christian. 
form of marrirge is appalling to contemplate. The 
thousands of enslaved wives who lead the most 
wretched lives in consequence of the lusts and 
‘brutality of their husbands cannot be computed. 
But under the Christian system there is no redress, 
no hope. It is a decree of heaven; U God has joined 
them together,” and there is no remedy but intoler- 
able submission. How many who have entered the 
marriage relation found they made a sad mistake, that 
physically, temperamentally, morally, and socially 
they were unadapted to each other, whereby the * 
union becomes the most irksome imlrginable? But 
under our present system there is no remedy. It is 
immoral to separate. (( Grin and bear it” is the only 
thing to do. 

These things are true, sadly tme, and there is no 
use in denying it or skulking it. The wise and the 
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proper way is to look the matter squarely in the 
face and see if sensible remedies can be suggested. 
Let those who have what they consider a better way 
be allowed to make their suggestions. No perma- 
nent harm can arise from doing this. The sexes 
ought to live happily and lovingly together, and 
until this is the case all ehould be heard who think 
they have a word to speak. The finality in. social 
life has not yet been reached, and until it is at- 
tained suggestions are in order. Mr. Heywood is an 
earnest man, and a very radical man. He thought 
he had valuable suggtstions to make. He deemed 
his plan better than the current system of sexual 
bondage. Let him be heard, or by all means let all 
hear him who wish to. If his suggestions are found 
to be unwise, untenable, mischievous, or impraotica- 
ble, they need not be accepted. There is nothing 
compulsory in the matter. Even if he is in great 
error, no alarm is necessary. Error can never be 
very dangerous when truth is left free to combat it. 
The alarm which the bigots have raised is wholly 
uncalled for. Nobody has been injured by Mr. 
Heywood’s views, and there is not the slightest 
danger of it. The cry that has been raised about 
their oorrupting the young and rising generation is 
the sheerest hypocrisy and falsehood. “ Cupid’s 
Yokes” was not written for the young. It is not 
addressed to their comprehension. It is a dry, 
tedious essay; not one young person in ten thousand 
would read it, any way, and if they did, it would , 
not do them the slightest injury. The howiings of 
the canting hypocrites is the most utter nonsense in 
the world, and wholly uncalled for, and so posterity 
will deoide. 

. 
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An old friend of mine, Joseph Kinsey, a most 
respectable and honorable business man of Cincin- 
nati, a trustee and Sunday-school teacher in an . 1 
orthodox church, and as pure and high-minded a . ’ 
man as I have bad the good fortune to know, called 
upon_ me the other day in my prison cell. In course 
of conversation be said this : Cc Why, Bennett, if it . 
is right and just that you should be here in prison, 
I ought to be here too, for I have committed pre- 
cisely the same offense you are charged with. When 
I was in Boston, last season, I bought half a dozen 
copies of ‘ Cupid’s Yokes ’ and mailed a part of 
them to friends of mine in different places. I have 
read the work carefully, and I find nothing in it 
indecent or obscene, but, on the otber band, many 
valuable truths and many suggestions which men 
and women ought to be familiar with. I find that 
these are calciilated to correct and mitigate the sex- 
ual slavery legalized by our present system under 
which the women of the land are oppressed. Among 
the evils which exist to-day, legalized prostitution 
and female slavery are glaring ones. I pronounoe I 
‘ Cupid’s Yokes ’ a good work, and other friends of 
mine who have read it are of the same opinion.” 
This gentleman has an excellent wife, and they live a 
happy life together, and there is not the slightest dan- 
ger that “Cupid’s Yokes” will change it; and so in 
thousands and thousands of oases, The evil and the 
danger which my Christian enemies so lament are 
simply creations and exaggerations. They ,have no 
existence in fact. 

But “is the work o&ce*e B We decide almost 
everything in this world on the basis of relativity. 
We deoide the character and status of whst we 
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, meet by comparison with what else ‘we know, 
and understand. Conditions are settled by oom- 
parison with other donditions. So the character of 
“ Cupid’s Yokes ” may be determined by comparison 
with other pyblicatione. But this is precisely what 
Judge Benedict would not allow on my trial, neither , 
would he allow the opinion of competent judges and 
expert8 to be heard. This was a gross injustice. 
It is the only just way to arrive at its character. 

There is no question but what Mr. Heywood 
treated his subject in language equally as acceptable 
as other writer8 on the same subjects, whether in 
works of physiology or sociology. As a work of a 
salacious or erotio character, it bears no comparison 
with numerous etandard and classic worka, which 
are in every public and private library, and sold by 
every respectable bookseller in the country. The 
ancient and modern English poets are of this charac- 
ter. There is hardly one that does not contain 
passages and allusions far more objectionable than 
are to be found in ‘( Cupid’s Yokes.” On one page 
of Bocoaccio’s “ Decameron ” is to be found more 
that is of a salacious, amorous, and erotic charac- 

., ter than all contained in “Cupid’s Yokes.” Still 
~ thousands of the finest literary people in the world 

have admired the “ Decameron,” and it is in thoa- 
sands of libraries. The works of Rabelais are infi- 
nitely more objectionable in point of plainness or 
coareeneea than Heywood’s pamphlet ; still Rabelaie 
holds a high position in the literary world. A library 
is not coneidered complete without his works; every 
book-dealer sells them, and nobody say& word 
against it. Comstock, it is true, has made a few 
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feeble. attempts to taboo them, but the cb~~~h has 
bever condemued them. 

Montaigne’s Essays are three volumes of very fine ,,,$ 

literary merit, highly esteemed by scholars and peo- 1 ,>,. 

ple of the highest intelligence. The work has been f 

republished in this country by an orthodox house in 
Boston, and nobody has ever condemned it ; but it 

.‘_I 

contains a thousand times as much that is ohjection- 
] 

j .! 
able in language and direct allueion of an amoroua~ -d 
character as is to be found in “Cupid’s Yokes.” 
The same ia true of the writings of Chaucer, Shak- 1 

qere, Smollet,, Swift, S&me, Fielding, Roneseau, ’ 
Byron, Burns, Goethe, and numerous other writers. 

4 

There ie not one of these authors that does not con- 
A 
4 

tain far more that is broad, or plain, or amorous, or in- 
deccct, if you please, than is to be found in ‘(Cupid’s 
YtiketJ ;” and still these writers are read, loved, and 
admired by every person of taste and intelligence. 
Nobody has been indicted or imprisoned for selling 
them, though in the- aggregate they contain ten 
thoueand times as much that might be complained 
of aa does “Cupid’s Yokes.” If the worb by 
these authors are not obscene, then Cc C?up&‘a 
Yokes ” is not obscene. It is fair to presume it is 
the radicalness of this little pamphlet, its unortho- 
doxy, that is more objectionable than any language 
it contains. But a man should not be imprisoned 
for radiealism ; it is not a crime. 

But theBe authors named were many of them men 
of the world ; brilliant writers, perhaps, but men 
with aults. The most of them were Christians, 

6 perha j.but they were not particularly heavenly- 
minded. They were not supposed to have written 

1 
_,;! 
: 1 
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dlrrctlg by dictation from God himself. They were 
but natural men similar to Mr. Heywood. ’ 

Perhaps the fairer way to do will be to compare 
“ Cupid’s Yokes ” with a “ good book “-the only 
really good book which my persecutors and enemies 
all agree is faultless, a perfect book ; a book of 
heavenly origin, written by God himself, or, at 
the very leaat, by his immediate diotatiou ; a book 
which tha yrielithood enjoin upon UB to pomeas, to 
cherish, to read, to treasure U~J, to love and obey. 
Let us compare “Cupid’s Yokes” with this only 
good book, from a great and dibtinguiebed author ; 
let ua Bee if the little book with a common man for 
author falle immensely behind in decency of lan- 
gnage, choiceuede of sentiment, purity of imagery, 
freedom from alluriions to sexual matters and organs 
-thegreat book with God for its author. Jf the little 
book compares favorably with the big book, I shall 
ever inclist that it is very unjust to send me to prison 
for selling the ,little book when hundreds of thou- 
sande have sold the big book, and are selling it now, 
a copy of which can be found in every home, however 
humble, in the land, and in many half a dozm.copies 
or.more, and which it is so contiuually urged upon us 
to press to our hearts. Yes, if the little book shows 
up to be no worse than the big book, I contend that 
Cornstook and Colgate should not have arrested me, 
Judges Benedict and Blatchford should not have 
condemned me, and President Hayes should immedi- 
ately let me out of prison, and tell me I have only 
done what I had a perfect right to do. 

Now I want to be perfectly fair in this business. I 
don’t wish to take the slightest advantage of the big 
book or its author, nor do I wish to give the little 

. 
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hook or its author the smallest advantage. I .p!U- 
pose to compare one with the other right here, and 
to do so just as fairly as possible. I will give the 
bad passages or extracts from “ Cupid’s Yokes ” the 
very ones which my prosecutors objected to, m)arked 
OUT,, and upon which I was convicted. In fact, these 
were the only parts of the pamphlet which Benedict 
would allow to be read to the jury. These are, 
therefore, the only parts I can probably present for 
comparison. I will quote one extract at a time, and 
I cannot of course quote the whole of the Bible in 
this letter, as it is too long, and it is unnecessary ; 
but I will give ten or twelve passages from the 
Bible for each one from “Cupid’s Yokes.“’ This 
surely will be fair, and as the court picked .out what 
it considered the worst parts of “ Cupid’s Yokes,” I 
certaiuly will be justified in making my own selcc- 
tions from the good book, since it is all divine, all 
pure, all holy. This all hands, even Messrs. Com- 
stock, Colgate, Benedict, Beeoher, Abbott, Prime, 
Dougall, Bacon, Cook, Bundy, et al., must admit to 
be a fair deal. IIere, then, we have the comparison. 
The first extract from “ Cupid’s Yokes ” is from the 
first page, and is as follows : 

“ CUPID’S YOKES ” AND THE BIBLE CONTRASTED. 

Since “ falling in love ” ia not always ascension, growth 
(as it should be) but often degradation ; as persona who 
meet in convulsive embraces may eeparute in deadly feuds- 
sexual love here carrying iuvigolating peace, there desolating 
havoc, into domestic life-intelligent students of sociology 
will not think the marriage institution a fluality, but, 
rather, B device to be aniended, or abojshed, as enlightened 
moral sense msy require. 

This is a perfectly true statement, and there it+ 
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nothing obscene about it. The language is as well 
selected as could be used. There is.uothing said 
here that need shock the most fastidious. Now’we 
will have the proposed number of papsages from the 
good book : 

26 But his wife looked back from behind him, snd she 
became a pillar of salt. 

30 And Lot went up out of Zoar, and dwelt in ihe 
mountain, and his two daughters with him ; for he feared 
to dwell in Zoar : and he dwelt in a cave, he and his two 
daughters 

31 And the flr,ct-born said unto the younger, Our father 
&? old, end Ihere D not a man in the earth to come in unto us 
aft.er the manner of all the earth : 

32 Come, let us make our father drink wine, and we will 
lie with him, that we may preserve the seed of our father. 

38 And they made their father drink wine that night : 
and the first-born went in, and lay with her father ; and he 
perceived not when she lay down, nor when she arose. 

34 And it Eame to pass on the morrow, that the tlrst- 
born said unto the younger, Behold, I lay gesternight with 
my father : let ua make him drink wine this night alao; 
and go thou in, and lie with him, that we may preserve seed 
of-our father. 

35 And- they made their father drink wine that night 
also : and the younger arose, and lay with him; and he per- 
ceived not when she lay down nor when she ar )se. 

36 Thus were both the daughters of Lot with child by 
their father. 

37 And the first-born bare a son, and called his name 
Moab : the same is the father of the Yoabites unto thls 
dsy. 

38 And the younger, she also bare a son, and called his 
name Ben-nmmi : the same ks the father of the children of 
Am&on unto this day. (Genesis, xix.) 

There, what can bti said against that ? Who can 
asy it is not pure, elevating, moral, and the very 
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quintessence of decency ? Can anybody say that 

such beautiful language is calculated to corrupt 0.m 
young ? 

Now for extract No. 2 from the bad little book, 
page 5 : 

, 

The popular idea of sexual purity (freedom from fornica- . 
tion or adultery, abstinence from sexual intercourse before 
marriage, and fidelity to its exclusive vow8 afterwards), 
rests on intrusive laws, made and sustained by men, either 
ignorant of what i8 essentially virtuous, or whose better 
judgment bows to custom that stifles the cries of affection 
and ignores the reeking licentiousness di marriage beda Is 
coitioe pure only when eanctioned bg priest or magistrpte T 
Bre scandal-begettiog clergymen and bribe-takiq etateemen 
the sources of virtue ? 

This is another true statement. Its language ia 

proper and contains not a semblance of obscenity. 

But again from the great good book : 

1 And when R~hel saw that she bare Jacob no children, 
Rachel envied her sister; and said unto Jacob, Qive me’ 
children, or else’1 die. 

8 And Jacob’s anger was kindled against Rachel ; and he 
said, Am I in God’s stead, who bath withdrawn from ttrf% 
the fruit .of the womb t 

8 And she said, Behold my maid Bilhah, go in unto her ; 
and she shall bear upon my kneea, that I may also have 
children by her. 

4 And she gave him Bilhah her handmaid to wife : and 
Jacob went in unto her. 

5 And B&ah conceived, and bare Jacob a son. 
7’ And Bilhah, Rachel’s maid, conceived again, and bare 

iscob a second 8011. 
15 And she said unto her, Is ~3 a small matter that thou 

hast taken my husband ? and would& thou take away my 
son’s mandrakes also t And Rachel said, Therefore he 
shall lie with thee to-night for thy son% mandrakes. 

18 Aad Jmob came out of the Beld in the evening, end 
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Lcah went out to meet him, and said, Thou must CC se in 
unto me ; for surely I have hired thee with my son’s man- 
drakes. And he lay wilh her that night. 

19 And Leah conceived again, and bare Jacob the sixth 
ROD. 

22 And God remembered Rachel, and God hearkened to 
her, find opened her womb. 

23 And she conceived, and bare a son ; and said, God 
Oath taken away my reproach. 

24 And she cslled his name Joseph ; and said, The Lord 
shall sdd to me auol her son. (Genesis, xxx,) 

Will Comstock & Co. say tbat is not nice reading 
for young people? 

Now for extract No. 3 from the little book, 

page ‘r : 

Woman, *who, being up first in the morning hours of hie- 
tory, played a winning hand in this marriage game, is 
again coming to the front ; and, in the parliament of rea- 
son, where the thought, impulse, attraction, and conecience 
of both sexes have free p!ay, better methods of eexual 
intercourse and reproduction will be matured than exclusive 
male wisdom has yet iuvented. 

. There ie nothing very horrifying about that, and 
it is not calculated to inflame a pemon’a passion 
beyond control. Sixty days in prison on bread and 
water with $100 fine would seem to be penalty 
enough for that extract. But here is another install- 
ment from the great book: 

1 And Dinah, the daughter of Leah, which she bare unto 
Jacob, went out to see tbe daughters ol the land. 

2 And when Bhechem the Eon of Hamor the Hivite, 
priuce of the country, saw her, he took her, and lay with 
her, nnd defiled her. 

3 And his soul clove unto Dinah the dqqhter of J&cob, 
and he loved the damsel, nnd sps,ke kindly unto the damsel. 
(Oen., xxxjv ) ‘. 
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I And it came to pass at that time, that Judah went down 
from his brethren, and turned in to a certain Adullamite, 
whoee name was Hir:lh. 

2. And Judah saw there a daughter of a certain Caoaan- 
ite, whose name was Shuah ; and he took her, and went in 
unto her. 

3 And she conceived, and bare II son ; and he called hie 
name Er. 

4 And she conreived again, and bare a son ; and she 
called his name Onan. 

6 And she yet againconceived and bare a son; and called 
his name Shelah : and he was at Cbrzib, when she bare 
him. 

3 And Judah took a wife for Er his drst-born, whose 
name wt~ Tumar. 

7 And Er, Judah’s Prst-born, was wicked in the sight of 
the Lord ; and the Lord slew him. 
. 8 And Judah said unto Onan, Qo in unto thy brother’s 
wife, and marry her, and raise up seed to thy brother. 

9 And Onan knew that the seed should not be his: and it 
came to pass, when be went in unto his brother’s wife, that 
he spilled it on the ground, ieat that he should give seed to 
bis brother. 

10 And -the thiog which he did displeased the Lord: 
wherefore he slew him also. 

14 And she [Tamar) put her widow’s garments off from 
her, and covered her with a vail, and wrapped herself, and 
sat in an open place, which is by the way of Timnath: for 
she saw that Shelah was grown, and she was not given unto 
him_ to wife. 

i5 When Judah saw her, he thought her to be a harlot; 
because she had covered her face. 

13 And he turned unto her by the way, and said, 00 to, 
I pray thee, let me come in unto thee ; (for he knew not 
that she was his daughter-in.law :) and she said, What wilt 
thou give me, that thou nayest come in unto me ? 

18 And he said, What pledge shall I give thee? and she 
said, Thy signet, and thy bracelets, and thy statI that is in 
thy hand: and be gave it her, and came ia unto her, and 
she conceived by him. 

. 
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27 And it came to pass in the time of her travail, that 
behold, twins were in her womb 

28 And it came to paes when she travailed, that the one 
put out his hand ; and the midwlla took and bound upon 
bie hand a ecarlet thread, saying, This Caine out tlret. 

22 And it came to paes as he drew back his hand, that 
behold, his brother came out: and ehe aaid, How haat thou 
broken forth? this breach be upon thee: therefore his name 
was called Pharea. 

50 And afterward came out his brother that had the 8caE 
let thread upon his hand ; and his name was called Zarah. 
@en., xxxviii. ) 

How is this for Sunday-school scholars? Comment 
is unnecessary. But here is the next quotation from 
the b&l little book: 

Who supposes that, if allowed to freely consult their 
natural wits and good sense, they would tie themselves up 
in the social snarl of matrimony! Yet they are now com- 
pelled to choose between suicidal evils of abstinence aud 
the legalized prostitution of marriage. Some, by clandes- 
tine intimacies, live below marriage; others, by pereonal 
defiance, and at the expense of social ostracism, attempt to 
live above it. 

Is this bad? it may 'be particularly exciting to 
arch minds as those of Comstock, Cook, Bacon L Co. 
If so, let u8 have the antidote from the great book. 

i8 And if any man% seed of copulation go out from him, 
then he ehall wash all his flesh in water, and be unclean un- 
ti! the even. 

17 And every garment, and every skin whereon is the eeed 
of copulation, shall be washed with water, and be unclean 
until the even. 

18 !J!he woman also with whom man shall lie t&l eced of 
copulation, they a?& both bathe t?wmeskw in water, and be 
unclean until the even. 

24 And if any man lie fllith her at all, and hex Bower8 be 
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upon him, he shall be unclean seven days : and all the bed 
whereon he lieth shall be unclean. 

32 This is the law of him that hsth an iesue, and of I&n 
whose seed goeth from him, and is defiled therewith ; 

33 And of her that is eick of her flowers, and of him 
that bath an issue, of the man, and of the woman, and of 
him that lieth with her which is unclean. (Lev., xv.) 

7 The nakedness of thy father, or the nakedness of thy 
mother, shalt thou uct uncover : she 6 thy mother, thou ’ 

shalt liot uncover her nakedness. 
: 

9 The nakedoees of thy father’s wife shalt thou not un- 
cover: it ie thy father’s nakedness. 

9 The nakedneaa of thv sister, the daughter of thy father, 
or daughter of thy mother, lcheuler sks ba born at home, or 
born abroad, e(ren their nakedness thou shalt not uncover. 

22 Thou shalt not lie with mankind aa with vvomankiud: 
it is abomination. 

23 Neither shalt thou lie with any beast to defile thyself 
therewith: neither shall any woman stand before a beast to 
lie down thereto: it is confusion. 

23 That the land spew not you out also, whon ye de3le it, 
as it spewed out the nations that were before you. (LX., 
xviii.) 

18 And if a man shall lie with a woman having her sfck- 
nest, and shall uncover her nakeduees ; he heth discovered 
her fountain, and she hath uncovered the fountain of her 
blood: and both of themehall be cut off from among their 
people. (Lev., xx.) 

20 Or crookbacked, or a dwarf, or that bath a blemish in 
his eye, or be scurvy, or scabbed, or hath his stonea broken. 
(Lev. xxi ) 

.’ 

Of course these extracts need no praise ; the only 

trouble is there is 80 much equally fine that has to be 
omitted. But now for passage five from the bad 
little book: 

I 
It is said of Valeria Messaliua, wife of Claudius Geeear, 

.+&et ” her hua&n~% chief officers became her adulterers, 

k and were allied with her in all her ahomiuatione. i3he oi;et 

i 
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an eye of lust on the principal men in Rome, and whom she 
could hot &educe to .sy&y her propensities she would con- 
trive to destroy. Bhe was so excessive in her sensuality 
thst she often re,quired the services of the strongeat and 
moaL vigorous men to satisfy her lusts.“-Hiaioyy and Phi- 
losophg of Xm*aage, zyp. 101-108. 

. 

This is a historical extract from a standard work; . 
It is a little bit hard on Mrs. Caesar, and such a 

woman is to be pitied, but it is certainly n& ob- 

8cene. But if any very prudish persons sholnd 

deem it so, we here have the antidote: 
I 

1% Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them, 
If any ,man’e wife go aside, and commit a treepsse against 
bin, 

18 And a man lie with her carnally, and it. be hid from 
the eyes of her husband, and be kept.cl&e, and she be de- 
filed, and there be no witness against her, neither she be 
taken with the manner; 

14 And the spirit of jealously come upon him, and he be 
jzslous of his wife, and she be. defiled; or if the spirit of 
jealousy come upon him, and he be jealous of his wife, and 
she be not defiled: 

16 Then shall the man bring his wife unto the priest, and 
he shall bring her offering for her, the tenth part of an ephsh 
of barley-meal) he shall pour no oil upon it, nor put frank- 
inceneo thereon; for it is an offering of jealousy, an offering 
Qf memorial bringing iniquity to remembrance. 

19 And the priest shall charge her by an oath, and say 
unto the woman, If no man have lain with thee, and if thou 
hast not gono aside to uncleanness with another instead of 
thy husband. be thou free from this bitter water that causeth 
the curse: 

PO But if thou hast gone aside to another instead of thy 
hushand, and if thou be deEled, and some man have lain 
with thee besides thy husband: 

21 Then the priest shall charge the woman with an oath 
of cnrsing, anA the priest shell say unto th8 woman, The 
Lord ,make thee a curse and sn oath among Iby reopla, 
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when the Lord doth make thy thigh to rot, and thy belly to 
swell ; 

!d2 And the water that causetb:he curse shall go into thy 
bow&, to make thy .bel$ to swell, and thy thigh to rot. 
And the woman shall say, Amea, amen. (Num , v.) 

17 Now therefore kill every male among the little ones, 
and kill every woman that bath known man by lying with 
bim. 

18 But all the’women-children, that have not known a 
mirn‘ty lying with him, keep alive for yourselves. (Num., 
Xsxi.) , 

ISaving thus been purified from the effects of the 
bad little book, we can now take the sixth dose. 

While his [Mr. Bzechet’s] natural right to commit adultery 
is UI questionable, hiq right to lie about it is not ao clear. 

There is nothing very shocking about that-not 

one-tenth part as bad as all the daily papers of this 

city for six months together said about Beecher. But 

let UE turn again, to something from the holy book. 
13 If any mdn take a wife, and go’in 8nto her, and hate. 

her, 
14 And give occasions of speech against her, and bring 

up an evil name upon her, and 83y, I took this woman, and 
when I came to her, I found her not a maid: 

15 Thea shall the father of the damsel, and her mother, 
take and bring forth the tokens of the damsel’s virginity 
unto tbe elders of the cily in the gate: 

16 And the damsel’s father shall say unto the elders, I 
gave my daughter un’o this man to wifqand he hateth her, 

17 And lo, he hath given occasions of speech against her, 
saying, I found not thy daughter a maid ; and yet these are 
the tokens of my daughter’s virginity And they shall 
spread the cloth before the elders of the city. (Deut.. xxii.) 

1 He that is wouuded in the stones, or hath his p$vy 
member cut off, shall not enter into the congregation d the 
Lord. 

13 And thou shalt have a paddle upon thy weapnn : and 
it thsll be, when thou wilt ease thyself abroad, thou shall 
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dig therewith, and shalt turn back and cover that which 
comethfrom thee. (Deut., xxiii.) 

2 And his concubine played the whore against him, and 
went away from him unto’ her father% house to Bethlehem- 
‘Judah, and was there four whole months. 

23 And the man, t&e master of the house, went out unto 
them, and said unto them, Nay, my brethren, nay, I pray 
you, do not so wickedly ; seeing that this man is come into 
mine house, do not this folly. 

24 Behold, here is my daughter, a maiden, and his coned-. 

bine ; them I will bring out now, and humble ye them, and 
do with them what scemeth good unto you : but unto this 
man do nut so vile a tbing. (Judges, xix.) 

: 

: . 

The superior chasteness and purity of these pas- 
sages over “ Cupid’s Yokes ” can doubtless be per- 
ceived by Comst.ock, Bacon, Dougall & Co. Here is 
another condemned passage ,from the little book : 

It is admitted that, if the previous partners in her bed are 
divorced by death or other cause, a woman may truly love 
aud wisely marry the second or fifth man ; but the purity - 

. of her love for the flfth man is not determined by the pre- 
vious four being dead or divorced ; were they all living snd 
her personal friends, she can love the last man as truly as 
she loved the first. 

It takes a person of very close discrimination and 
of a very pious turn of .mind to see a great amount 
of’ obscenity in this selection, especially enough to 
send a man to prison for. But let us turn again to 

HoIy Writ : 

11 And Naomi said,‘Turn again, my daughters : why will 
ye go with me ? are there yet any more sous in my womb, 

i 

that they may be your husbands 0 (Ruth, i.) 
7 And when B~az had eaten and drunk, and his heart was 

i 
i: 

merry, he went to lie down at the end of the heap of corn : 

f and she came softly, and nncovered his feet, and laid her 
down. 

p 
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0 And he e&id, Who art thou ? And she answered, 1 am I 
Ruth, thine handmaid : spread therefore thine skirt over ! 
tbine handmaid ; for thou art a near kinsman. 

16 And when ehe came to her mother-in-law, she said, i 
Who art thou, my daughter 4 and she told her all that the 

4 
i 

man had done to her. (Rutb, iii.) 1 
13 SO Bo; z took Ruth, and she wab his wife : and when 

he went in unto her, the Lord gave her conception and she i 

bare a son. (Ruth, lv.) 1 
5 But unto Hannah he gave a worthy portion; for he ; 

loved H~nnsh : but the Lord had shut up her womb. 
;‘ _J 

19 And Eikauah knew Hannah his wife ; and the L,Jrd ,; 
remembered her. (1 SUII., i.) i 

22 Now Eli waB very old, and heard all that hi8 eons did . : 
unto all &reel ; and how they lay with the women that i 

aseembled at the door of the tabernacle of the congregation. 3 
(1 Sam., ii.) <: 

22 (80 and &ore also do God unto the enemies of Dnvid, ; 1 
if 1 leave of all that pertain to him by the morning light 
any that pisseth against the ~~11). (1 Sam., XXV.) j 

The beauties of these quotations are not alto- j 
gether hidden. The qext condemned quotation from 
Mr. Heywood’s pamphlet is from the Rev. J. H.* ,: 

Noyes, of Oneida, N. Y., regarded aa a very able 1 
man, a philosopher, and a thinker : I 

< 
The new comm:.ndment is that we love each other frr-, . 

vently, not in pairs, but en ma6e; a8 religique excitements i .! 
act on amativencss, this is an indication of the natural ten- 
dency of religion to love. The uuion of hearts erprebsea 3 1 
and ultimatea.ltself in union of bo ies. Love is attruction ; ; 
seeking unity, it is desire ; in unity happinees. In cnob- i 
strutted love, or the free play of the offloities, sexual 

i- 1 
union is its natural expression. Experience teaches that 

1 sexual love is not restricted to peire ; second marriagei 
annul the one-love theory and are often the happiest. Love 
is not burnt out in one honeymoon, or eatiefied by. one 
lover ; the secret hietory of the human heart proves thar it . 1 
ie c%~pt~blu of loving nny number of times and persod, sud 4 

2 
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that the more it loves the more it can love. This is the lpw 
of nature, thrust out of sight and condemned by common 
consent, yet secretly known to all. Variety is 8s beautiful 
and useful in love as in eating and drinking. The one-love 
theor’y, based on jealousy, comes not from loving hearts, 
but lrom the greedy claimant. The law ,af marriage 
‘* worketh wrath <’ provokes jealousy ; unites unmatched 
natures and sunders matched ones ; and, making no provis- 
ion for sexual sppetite, causes disease, masturbation, 
prostituuon, and general licentiousness. Unless the sexes 
come together ?LatzLrally, desire damned up breaks out irreg- 
ularly and deetructively. The irregularities and excesses of 
amativeness are explosions iucldeat to unnatural separations 
of male and female elements, as in the explosion of electric 
forces. Mingling of the sexes favors purity: isolation, as 
in colleges, seminaries, monasteries, etc., breeds samcity 
and obscenity.. A system of complex marriage, supplying 
waut, both as to time and variety, will open the prison 
doors both to the victims of marriage and celibacy ; lo 
those iri married life wbo are starved, and to those who are 
opp:essed by lust ; to those who are tied to uncongenial 
natures, and to those who are separated from their natural 
mates ; and to those in the unmarried state who are with- L 
ered by neglect, diseased by unnatural. abstinence, or 
plunged into prostitutron and oelf.pollution by desires 
which have no natural channel. 

It, must, indeed, require a perverted mind, or one 
badly diseased, to find obscenity in the above. It 
simply treats of realities that exist in the human 
iamily, not too sacred nor too delicate to be under- 
stood, and is expressed in proper and well-chosen lau- 
guage. But, for a change, we will again turn to the 
unfailing source of purity and propriety : 

3 And it came to pass in an evening tide, that David 
arose from off his bed, and walked upon the roof of the 
king’s house: and from the roof he saw a woman washing 
herself; and the woman was very beautiful to look upon. 

3 And David sent and icquired after the woman. And 
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one said, Is not this Batheheba, the daughter o! Eliam. the 
wife of Uriah the Hittite? 

4 And David sent messengers and took her; and she 
came in unto him, and he lay with her; for she was puriied 
from her uncleanness: and she returned unto her houee. 

6 And the woman conceived, and sent and told David, 
and said, I am wit,h child. (2 Srm., xi.) 

22 So they spread Absalo,m a tent upon the top of the 
house; and Apsalom went in unto his father’s concubines in 
the sight of all Israel. (2 Sam., xvi.) 

1 Now king David was old and stricken in years; and 
they mvered him with clothes, but he got no heat. 

2 Wherefore his servants said unto bim, Let there bd 
sought for my lord the king a young virgin: and let her 
stand befort? the king, and let her cherish him, and let her .-” 

I 
lie in thy bosom, that my lord the king may get heat. 

8 Sd they solIght for a fair damsel. throughouti all the 
coasts of Israel, and found Abhhag, a Shunammite, and . 

j 

brought her to the king. 
5 And the damsel was very fair, and cherished the king, 

and ministered to him: but the king knew her not. (1 
Kings, i.) . 

21 Behold, I will bring evil upon thee, and will take Sway 
thy posterity, and will cut off from Ahab him that pieseth .i 
against the wall. (1 Kings, xxi.) 

David was euch a good man, so thoroughly “ after ’ j 
“! 

&d’s own heart,” it is always pleasant to read,of 
his huly deeds. The ninth condemned passage oa 
which I was convicted is a quotation from Eeearg 
James, a somewhat distinguished writer : 

-Adultery is an rffcose committed against a vicious social 
order among men, an imperfect social state, and is engen- 
dered by it exclusively ; so that,, when society comes or is 
acknowledged as the normal state of man, adultery will dis- 
appear as the fog of a marsh disappears before the morning 
pun. . . . Our existing conjugality, accordingly, is not 
marridge except in name, because it ditillows an inward, 
free, or spontaneous tenure, and admite only a legally ,en- 
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forced or outward one. It is simply a legalked concubin- 
age of the sexes. 

The obscenity of this quotation is not perceptible 
to the ordinary capacity, but it is almost astonishing 
how much a bigot can find in,it when the offending 
one is an Infidel. But here is an amorous narrative 
that the Rev. Leonard W. Badon and thousands of 
his brother clergymen can duly appreciate: 

1 And it came to pass after this, that Absolom the son of 
David had a fair sisuzr whose name was Tamer; and Amnon 
the son of David loved her. 

2 Aud Amnon was so vtxcd that he fell sick for his sis- 
ter Tamar ; for she was a virgin ; and Amnon thought it 
hard for him to do any thing to her. 

8 But Amnon had a friend, whose name wan Jonadab, 
the son OQ Elhimeah, David’s brother : aad Jonadab was & 

very subtile man. 
4 And he said mto him, Why art thou, being the king’s 

son, lean from day to day ? wilt thou not tell me P And’ 
Amnon said unto him, I lye Tamar, my brother Absalom’s 
sister. 

6 And Jo&bad said unto him, Lay thee down on thy 
b<d, and make thyself sick: and when thy father cometh to 
see thee, say unto him, I pray thee, let my sister Temar 
come, and give me meat, and dress the meat in my sight, 
that I may see it. and eat it at her haud. 

6 El;, Amnon lay down, and made himself sick: and when 
the king wascome to see hiin, Amnon said unto the king, 
1 pray thee, let Tamar my sister oome, and make me 8 
couple of cakes in my sight that I may eat at her hand. 

7 Then David sent home to Tamar, saying, Go now to 
thy brother Amnon’s house. and dress him meat. 

8 So Tamar went to her brother Amnon’s house; and he 
was laid down. And she took ficiur and kneaded it, and 
made cakes in his,aight, and did bake the cakes. 

11 And when she had brought them unto him to eat, he 
toek hoid of her, and said unto her, Come lie with me, my 
f&w. 
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12 And she answered him, Nay, my brother, d6 not 
force me; for no such thing ought .to be done in Israel: do 
not thou this folly. 

13 And I, whither shall I cause my shame to go P and 88 
for thee, thou shalt be as one of the fools in Israel: Now 
therefore, I pray thee, spehk unto the king; for he will not 
withhold me from thee. 

14 Howbeit he would not hearken unto her voice; but, 
being stronger than ehe, forced her and lay with her, (1 
Sam., xiii.) 

Pious people may regard this a very int’eresting 
and instructive story for young people, while others 
might entertain doubts of its influences; but I will I 
leave the reader to arrive at his own conclusions. 

The next vile passage from Mr. Heywood’s per- 
nicious pamphletis from that highly esteemed work, . 

“ Plutarch’s Lives.” 

Lpcurgus laughed at those who revenge with wa!s and 
bloodshed the communication of a married woman’s favors; 
and allowed that if a man in y.ears should have a young wife, 
be might introduce to her some handsome and honest young 
mau, whom he most approved of, and when she had a child 
of this generous race, bring it up as his own. On the other 
hand, he allowed that if a man of character should entertain 
a passion for a married woman on account of her modesty 
and the beauty of her children, he might treat with her hus- 
band for admission to her company, that so planting in a 
beauty-bearing soil, he might produce excellent children, 
the congenial offspring of excellent parents. (Plutarch’s 
Lives, p. 36.) 

Among the old writers, there are few or nono that 

stand in higher estimation than Plutarch. IIis biog 
raphies have been read with great pleasure and 
profit by hundreds of .thousands of soholars and 
readers. He was never considered an obscene 
writer until Mr. Heywood quoted him in his little 
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work. Now, since Comstock and Benedict say so, . 
it is extremely criminal to quote him; and if an In- 
fidel presumes to do so, he must go to prison for it. 
But let us turn again for relief to the Bible : 

27 But.Rab,Lhakih said unto them, Hath my master sent 
me to thy master and to thee to speak these words? Hath 
he not sent me to the men whtch sit on the wall, that they 
may eat their own dung and drink their own piss with you? 
(2 Kings, xviii; Isaiah, xxxvi.) 

17 Be moveth his tail like a cedar; the sinews of his 
stones are wrapped together. (Job, xl.) 

13 Therefore your daughters shall commit whoredom, 
an+ your spouses shall commit adultery. 

14 I will not punish your daughters when they commit 
whoredom, nor your spouses when they commit adultery: 

. 
ior themselves are separated with whores4 and they sacrifice 
wrth harlots: 

16 Though thou, Israel, play the harlot, yet let not Judah 
off end. (Hosea, iv.) 

11 Wherefore my bowels shall sound like a harp for . _ 
Mosb. (Isaiah, xvi.) 

1 Woe to them that devise imquity, and work evil upon 
their bedbl When the morning is light, they practice it, 
because it is in the power of their hand. (Micah, ii.) 

3 There is no soundness in my flesh because of thine , 
anger; neither is there any rest in my bonee because of my 
sin. 

6 My wounds stink, amd are corrupt because of my fool- 
ishness. 

7 For my loins are Blled with a loathsome disease: and 
there is no soundness in my flesh. 

8 I am feeble and sore broken: I have roared by reason 
of the disquietness of my heart. 

11 My lovers and my friends stand aloof from my sore; 
and my kinsmen stand afar tiff (Ptialm xxxviii.) _ 

It is ntit strange, perhaps, that a man like David, 
who had intercourse with so many cliff6rent women, 
should contract the venereal disease, but he need not ’ 
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l 
have told the world of it in such plain, offensive 

laoguage. But here is another installment of 
u Cupid’s Yokes,” a quotation from a most valuable 
work, by a medical man : 

Sydenhameays “ Hyeterical affections constitute one-half 
of woman’s chronic diseases.” . . . Hysteria ia com- 
paratively unknown in India, where it is a matter of relig- 
ious feeling to procure a husband for a girl as soon se men- 
struation begins; but in this country (England), whose cus- 
toms enforce celibacy, no other disease is so widespread. A 
happy sexual intimacy is the best remedy for hysteria, 
(Elemente of Social Science, pp. 179-189.) 

It, requires a Cornstock, a Benedict, or a Fiero to* 

find obscenity in this quotation. It states an im- 

portant truth, and in well selected language ; but 
still Infidels are sent to prison for repeating it. But 

‘_ 
let us turn again to the divine word : 

l 

19 Let her be as the loving hind and pleasant roe; let her 
breasts satisfy thee at all times; and be thou ravished always 
with her love. 

90 And why wilt thou, my son, be iaviahed with a strange 
woman, and embrace the bosom of a stranger? (Prov. ,. v.) 

17 I have perfumed my bed with myrrh, aloes, and. ain- 
nornon. . 

18 Come, let us take our fill of love until the morning: 
let, us solace ourselves with loves. 

19 For the good man is not at horn?, he, is gone. (Prov., 
vii.) . 

17 Stolen w’aters are sweet, and bread eaten in secret is 
pleasant. (Prov , ix.) 

13 A bundle of myrrh is my well-beloved unto me; he 
shall lie all night betwixt my breasts. 

14 My beloved is unto me as a cluster of aamphire in the 
vineyards of En-Gedi. 

16 Behold, thou art fair, my love; behold, thou art fair; 
thou hast doves’ eyes. 
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16 Behold, thou art fair, my beloved, yea, pleasant; ale0 t 
our bed is green. (Song of Solomon, i.) 

6 HIS left hand is under my head, and hi8 right hand doth 
embrace me. (Song of Solomon, ii.) 

1 By night on my bed I sought him whom my soul loveth: 
1 sought him, but I found him not. 

4 It wa8 but a little that I passed from them, but I found 
him whom my soul lovath: I held him, and would not let 
him go until I had brought him into my mother’s house, 
and into the chamber of her that conceived me. (Song of 
Solomon, iii.) 

Peraons who are not, perhaps, the right kind of 
judges, may possibly think this a trifle amatory, but 
it is recommended by Christian clergymen a8 just 
the thing for Sunday-school boys and girls. But 
nova for another condemned quotation from the lit- 
tle pamphlet, or rather a continuation of the last one, 
from the same source. Watch for the vileness : 

Thrown upon himself by tze asceticism of our morality, 
the young man fall8 into solitary indulgence., Haunted by 
amatory ideas, and tormented by the excitement of the 8ex- 
ual organs, the spirited youth wars manfully for the citadel 
of his chastity., Night brings no consolation after the 
gloomy day, for he lives in constant dread of nocturnal dis- 
charges of semen, which weaken him 80 much that in the 
moroingt he feel8 aa if bowed down by a weight to hi8 
couch. He coneulte physicians; but, overawed by the gen- 
eral erroneous moral viewe on these subjects, they shrink 
from their duty to sasertthe sacredneee of the bodily laws 
la 0ppositiBn to preaonceptiona 

Can anybody but Comstook, Benediot, Bacon, and 
a few more of that pure ilk see obscenity here P It 
ie a truthful statement of a melancholy oondition of 
things, which the writer of the little work was most 

anxious to remove. I do not understand how any 
person of intelligence can see anything to condemn 
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in the quotation, either in motive or language. It is 
olear on the face of it that it was not written to 
arouse any improper impulses, or inflame any passion. 
But next we will have a Iittle more from the perfect 
book : 

4 Thy neck is like the tower of David builded for au 
Rrmory, whereon there hang a thousand bbcklera, a11 shieida 
of mighty men. 

6 Thy two breasts are like two young roes that are twinn, 
which feed among the liiies. 

6 Until the day break, and the shadows flee away, I will 
get-me tc the mountains of myrrh, and to the hill of frank- 
incense. 

7 Thou art all fair, my love ; there is no spot in thee. 
9 Thou hast ravished my heart, my sister, my spouse ; 

thou haet ‘ravished my heart with one of thipe eyes, with 
one chain of thy neck. 

10 How fair is thy love, my sister, my spouse ! how much 
better is thy love than wine f and the smell of thine oint- - 
ments than all spices ! 

11 Thy lips, 0 my spouee, drop as the honeycomb : honey 
and milk are under thy tongue ; and the smell of thy gar- 
ments is like the smell of Lebanon. (Song of Solomon, iv., 

4 Xy beloved put in his hand by the hole of the door, and 
my bowels were moved for him. 

6 Turn away lhine eyes from me, for they have overcome 
me : thy hair is as a flock of goats that appear from Oilead. 

8 I charge you, 0 daughters of Jerusalem, if ye flnd By 
beloved, that ye tell him that I am sick of love, (Song of 

* Solomon, v. ) 
1 Hew beautiful are thy feet with shoes, 0 prince’s 

daughter I the jointa of thy thighs are like jewels, the work 
of the hands of a cunning workman. 

9 Thy navel is like a round goblet, which wanteth not 
liquor : thy belly is like a heap of wheat set about with 

‘. lilies. 
8 Thy two breasts are like two young roes that are twins. 

(Song of Solomon, vii.) 
_’ 

. 
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My pious persecutors and maligners will qf course 
insist that this is vastly purer and more elevating 
than the foregoing condemned passages from 
u Cupid’s Yokes.” Here is still another of those 
“ soul-debasing ” passages: 

R:iusseau was an instructive instance of a most noble mind 
struggling under the inevitable ruin of a secret bodily die- 
ease. . . . Pascal aleo is thought to have bad the disease, 
and probably Sir Isaac Newton, who is said to hnve lived a 
life of strict sexual abstinence, which produced before death 
a total atrophy of the testicles, showing the natural sin which 
he had committed, 

Now, reader, do you find that perfectly hqrrible ? 
Does it arouse your baser passions to an alarming 
degree ? Do you think any “soul” can read it 
without being tetotqlly u debased?” It might be a ’ 
moarnful natisfaction to .know how many have been 
u debased ” by that passage. To prevent any dire 
effect such baseness may have upon our minds, let 
us turn at once for an antidote to the source of all 
purity: 

6 How fair and how pleasant art thou, 0 love, for de- 
lights 1 (Song of Solomon, vii.) 

8 We have a little sister, and she bath no breasts : what 
shall we do for our sister in the day she shell be spoken 
for 1 (Song of Solomon, viii.) 

3 And I went unto the prophetess : and she conceived, 
and bare a son. Then said the Lord to me, Call his name 
Itiaher-shalalrhash. bes. (Isaiah, viii. ) 

18 We have been with child, we have been in pain, wo 
have as it were bronght forth wind ; we have not wrought 
my deliverance in the earth. (Isaiah, xxvi.) 

8 Thy nakedness shall be uncovered, yea, thy shame shall 
be seen. (Isaiah, xlvii ) 

¶a And thou shalt eat it as barley cakes, and thou shalt 
bake it with dung. that corn& out of man, ia their sight. 

. 
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: 15 The3 he said unto me, Lo, I have given thee cow% 
dung for man’s dung, and thou shalt prepare thy bread ; 
therewith. (Eeehiel, iv.) 

6 Neither hath defiled his neighbor’s wife, neither hath 
come near to a meos’ruoue womsn. (Ezskiel, xviii.) 

. 6 For their motber bath piaved the harlot : she that con- 
ceived them hsth done shamefully : for she said, I will go . 
after my lovers, that give me my bread and my water, my 
wool and my flax, mine oil and my drink. (Hoaea, ii.) 

3 Behold, I will corrupt your seed, and spread dung upon 
your faces, even the dung of your solemn feasts ; and one 
shall take you away with ih. (Mal., ii.) 

It is not my place to insist upon the high &a&e- ‘. 
new and elegance of this language, but my purpoee 
is to place the passages upon which I am imprisoned 
in comparison with the ‘( best book in the world,” 
that the magnitude of my crime may be appreciated. 
One more short- passage from “ Cupid’s Yokes,” 
being a continued quotation: 

* * * It is a disgrace to medicine’end m8nkind that 80 
important a class of -diseases have become the trade of un- 
‘scientific men. / 

A pereon surely should not endure more than one 
year% imprisonment for sending that through the 

* mail. It cannot be that more than a million or two 
of souls have been debased by it. But let UB have 
something that is good: 

. 

2 8on of man, there were two women, the daughter8 of 
one mother; 

3 And they committed whoredomc in Egypt ; they cem- 
mitted whoredoms in their youth : there were their breast8 
pressed, and there they bruised the teats of their virginity. 

4 And the name8 of them were Ahollrh the elder, and 
Aholibah her sister ; and they were mine, and they bare 
aona and daughters. Thus were their namea ; Eirunarie’ ie 
Aholah, and Jeruealem Aholibah. 

i 
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5 And Aholah played the harlot when she was mine; and 
she doted on her lovers, on the Assyrians her neighbors. 

6 Which were clothed with blue, captains and rulers, all 
of them desirable young men. 

7 Thus she committed her whoredoms with them, wil,h 
all them that were the chosen men of Assyria, and with all . 
on whom she doted; with all their idols she defiled herself. 

8 Neither left she her whoredpms brought from .Egypt: 
for in her youth they lay with her, and they bruised the 
breasts of her virginity, and poured their whoredom upon 
her. 

9 Wherefore I have delivered her into the hand of hjr 
lovers, into the hand. ol the Assyrians, upon whom she 
doted. 

10 These discovered her nakedness ; they took her sona 
and daughters, and slew ber with the sword : and she be- 
came famous among women : for they had executed judg- 
ment upon her. 

This is a good lesson for a Bible class. Some may 
object to the nature of the language employed, but 
such should remember the source whence it ema- 
nates. Let, us now present the _laet condemned pas- . 
sage from Mr. Heywood’s pamphlet: 

But many women, not in immediate need of money, en- 
gage in “the social evil ;rt for, allied with this financial 
fraud is the great social frand, marriage, by which the 
sexes are put in unnatural antagonism, and forbidden natural 
intercourse ; social pleasure, being an object of common 
desire, becomes a marketable commodity, sold by her who 
receives a bnyer for the night, and by her who, marrying 
for a home, becomes a “prostitute” for life. 

Really, to look at this calmly, there is nothing ob- 

scene about it. Almost every person could read it 
seven times over without becoming seriously inflamed 
or excited. I will now give the closing selections 
from the “precious volume:” 

# 
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11 And when her sister Aholibah saw this, she was more 
corrupt in her inordinate love thsn she, and in her whore- 
dams more than her sister in her whoredoms. 

12 Sine doted upon the Assyrians her neighbors, captains 
and rulers clothed most gorgeously, horsemen riding upon 
horses, al1 of them desirable young men. 

13 Then I saw that she was defiled, that they took both 
one way ; 

14 And that she increased her whoredoma : for when she 
saw men portrayed upon the wall, the images of the Chal- 
deapaportrayed with vermiilien, 

15 Qirded with girdles upon their loins, exceeding in 
dyed attire upon their heads, all of them princes to 10~k to, 
after the msnwr of ihe Babylonian% of Chaidea, the laud of 
th4r nstivily : 

16 And as Simon as she saw them with her eyes, she doted 
-on them, and seat messengers unto them into Chaldea. 

\ 

17 And the B~bgloniana oame to her in the bed of love, 
a.td they defiled her wiLh their whoredom, and she was 
polluted with them, and her mind was alienated from them. 

13 S ) she discovered her whoredome, and &covered her 
nakedness; t,hen my mind was alienated from her as my 
mind was alienated from her sister. 

19 Yet she multiplied her whoredomr, in calling to re- 
membrance the daya of her youth, wherein she had played 
the harlot in the land’of Egypt. 

1 * a0 For she doted upou their paramours, whose iesh [male 
organ’j is as the fleeh of asses, and whose issue is like the 
issue of hors< s 

43 Then said I unto her that was old in adulteries, Will 
they now commit wboredoms with her, and she with them? 

44 Yet they went in unto her, as they go in unto a woman 
tbat plnyeth ihe harlot : so went they in unto Aholah, and 

\ 

unto Aholibah, the lewd women. (Ezekiel, xxiii.) 

IIowever pure and refined this language may be 
considered to be, there are few men or women, in- 
cluding clergymen, who would wish to read it aloud 
before a mixed company of ladies and gentlemen. I 
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quote from neither the Bible nor “ Cupid’s Yokes” 

because I have any fondness for them. -My object is 
to place before my readers the passages and parts of 
“ Cupid’s Yokes ” upon which the court pronounced 
me guilty-the only passages, in fact, almost, which 
the judge would allow to be read to the jury-that 
they may see what my prosecutors consider the 
worst parts of “ Cupid’s Yokes,” and compare the 
same with more, extensive quotations from that vol- 
ume, which, by the constant assertions of the clergy, 

and _almost by common consent, is the most precious 
of all books. Many more of a similar character 
could be taken from the same source, but probably 
thehe are eufticient. 

I ask every reader to carefully read over the ex- 
tracts I have given from CL Cupid’s Yokes,” aud see 
if they can find an indecent word, an obscene ex- 
pression, or an impure sentiment ; see if they can 

find anything that has the appearaioe of being 
written with a bad motive, or with-the intention of 
arousing impure desires or intlaming the baser pas- 

sions. Is there a clause among all the extracts that 
is plainer, broader, or coarser than is found in large 
‘numbers of medical works, semi-medical and physi- 

ological books, and works on sociology, marriage, 
and the sexual relations? It cannot be found. In all 
sincerity and earnestness, I ask if there ia anything 

in all those quotations of such a character as ought 
to send a person to prison in this nineteenth century 
or at any other time ? Is there anything there soul- 
debasing, corrupting, or degrading ? anything that . 
is not true, and which every man and woman ought 
not to understand ? 
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TEIE MISERABLE PEETEXT. 

021 the other hand, are not the quotations from 
the Bible far more coarse, libidinous, and indecent? 
Dues it look reasonable that the righteous class, or 
self-righteous class, aa the case may be, who insist 
that the .Bible be placed _in every person’s hands, 
whether old or young-and which IS to be found in 
almost every h&e in the land, in every hotel, in 
every prison, in every hospital, in railroad cars, and 
in steamboats-ought to be the ones to demand that 
a man sh\uId be torn from his family, friends, and 
business, con&red i% prison at hard labor, and be 
advertised over the country as a dealer in obscene 
publications? No, indeed; it is one of the most 
infamous outrages upon justioe and individual rights 
committed in modern times. Highway robbery of a 
few thousand dollars by a band of banditti is honor- 
ble compared to it. 

It is the sheerest and most boldfaced hypocrisy 
.for persous who pretend to be so filled with admira- 
tion for the Bible to be so shocked and overpowered 
by u Cupid’s Yokes.” It is a grdss fabehoodt, whiah, 
to the extent it has been carried, is far more crimi- 
nal, aggressive on the rights of others, and therefore 
more wrong, than all the obscene publications that 

have been published. 
But should any one, from partiality or otherwise, 

insist that theee Bible extracts are as pure, or nearly 
as pure, as those from “ Cupid’d Yokes,” it must be 
remembered. that the Bible, it is claimed, was penned 
by the divine band, or, at all events, by its aid. Mr 
Heywood wrote his little work by his own powers 
only, save the quotations from other authors, It 
mwt, be agreed on all hands that as God wrote his 
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book first, and aet the example, and alludes very 
freely and very broadly to sexual relations and con- 
nections, Mr. Heywood is justified in writing about 
them also. What is good enough for God ought to 
answer for Mr. Heywood. It certaiuly is very hard 
to send Mr. Heywood and myself to prison for the 
very thing that God set‘ us the copy for. If my 
Christian enemies were not so impeiled by bigotry, 
so blinded by hate, and so filled with the spirit of 
cruel persecution, they could certainly see it. 

But aside from the question of the divinity of the 
Bible, these facts remain: The &ble is everywhere. 
People of all ages and classes are commanded to 
read it. Everybody has it, Every bookdealer sells 
it. It is got up in all conceivable styles of elegance 
and’commonplace. It is sold all the way from twen- 
ty-ftve cents per copy to one hundred dollars, and it 
contains a thousand times more plainness, coarse- 
ness, aud indecency than “Cupid’s Yokes ;” but 
still those dealers are commended, while I am sent . 
to prison. Was ever anything more inoonsistent- 
anything more false and hypocritical-than the pre- 
tense that I am punished for obscenity? If it really 
was obscenity my foes were after, they could find 
far more of it in any bookstore or library in ahe 
country. Had I time and space, I could quote from 
the authors named broad, indecent, salacious, erotic, 
or amorous matter, plore than a thousand times 
worse than Cc Cupid’s Yokes.” Some time I may 
undertake this task if Comstock, Colgate & Co. are 
still on the hunt for obscenity. But that is not 
what they want ; they want to crush Breethought 
publications. They have both publioly and privately 
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declared it shall be done, and they wish to make 
their words true. Obscenity is only the pretext. 

It matters not, so far as obscenity is concerned, 
whether Mr. Beywood’s doctrines are true or not, 
whether they are accepted by many or few ; under 
the Constitution of our country he has a full and - 
perfect right to his convictions upon any subject, 
marriage includud, and to adduce arguments for or 
against any subject under heaven, so it is done in 
proper language. And this, I insist, he has done in 
his little treatise on love and marriage. 

It is a question. that very naturally arises, how 
twelve sensible men, in the city of New York, could 
ever find a man guilty of obscenity, and send him to 
prison, on such a pamphlet. It is, indeed, a singular 
thing, and is a marked instance of extreme loyalty \ 

to the charge aud instructions of the judge. The 
instructions were of such a character that if applied 
to works in general would convict ten thousand 
books in English literature. The jury were told if 
they found any passages whose tendency might be 
to excite a person susceptible to such influences, into 
whose hands they might fall, that they must find me 
guilty. A part of the jury afterTar& said that but 
for the judge’s charge their verdict would have been 
not guilty. But they evidently were a weak-minded 
set of men, who had little independence of their 
own, and were easily swayed about by the judge and 
one or two influentia1 men on the jury with strong 
religious prejudices. An Infidel like myself stands 
but little chance for escape when judge and jury are 
dinmetricd’y opposed to him in religious opinions 
and prejudices. Servetus stood just about the same . _ 
clntuce when tried before the Council of Geneva, 

. 
r l 
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with Calvin for proseoutor, witnesg and judge, WJ I 
stood before the United State8 Circuit Court, with 
Benedict as prosecutor, instructor, and judge, with 
his pet Cornstock a~ informer. He i8 worthy of the 
cruel and remorseless Calvin, whom he believes in, 
and I see no reason wby their names should not 
dehoend to poaterity in ignominy together. Bene- 
dict would have made a good Calvin, and could have 
burnt Servetue in regular Christian style, and Calvin 
would have made a good Benedict, and would have 
presided at my trial with j uBt abQut the same justice, 
fairness, and mercy as did Benedict. Calvin would 
have been nearly as great on obscelzity cases a8 Ben- 
edict has,been. A IJiOuS pair, indeed! 

i 
I pronounoe it an infamous assault upon the 

guarantees of the Consti ution, and a vile euppres- 
aion of freemen’s right8 and the principles of Ameri- 
can liberty, to imprison men for anything of the 

. kind, and more wrong still because it is all done 
under the damnable pretext of oi.+cenity and in the 
name of religion and morality. Yet the emissaries 
of the church have done this, aided by the courts, 
o&em, and powera of the United States govern- 
ment. The Constitution explicitly says, “ Congrese 
shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion or forbidding a free exer&e thereof.” Still 
all this iniquity has. been perpetrated under a EIO- 
‘called statute enacted by Congress. 

DEGENERATION OF A ONCE NOBLE PAI1T.Y. 

Insidionely and stealthily this evil has been 
brought about. A few years igo it could not have 
been acoomplished. Step by step the church party 
hne been gaining lbower, and step by Rtep hari relig- 

. . 
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ions tyranny’ crushed out the Iiberties of the,people 
--particularly unbelievers. And as I have lain here 
locked in my cell the conviction has forced itself 
upon my mind that all t.hese years I have myself 
been unconsciously helping to forge tbe chaine 
which now bind me. For twenty-five years I have 
worked with the Republican party. f voted for 
Fremont when he was a candidate of the party 
and have voted for every candidate of this party 
down to the present incumbent of the Presidential 

. chair ; and what have I gained by it? Deep injns- 
tice, persecution, imprisonment, and disgrace. 

, 
The Republican party once represented liberty, 

mental and physical, for every man, even the down- 
trodden slave ; now it represents priestly tyranny, 
sectarian bigotry, corruption, and the snppression of 
individual rights ! Row is this ? Let me tell you. 
It was a Republican spy, sneak, and scoundrel who - 
went from this city to Washington, backed by the 
Young Me& Christian As-ociation, and by intrigue, 
hypocrisy, cant, and gross falsehood got the law 
passed by Congress under which I am noi impris- 
oned. A Republican and Cbristian Senator intro- 
duced the bill into Congress and championed it 
through. A majority of Republican votes passed it 
amid drunkenness and disorder. A Republican Presi- 
dent signed it and made it a law. The same Repub- : 
lioan, Christian sneak has under it arrested hun- 
dreds of persons-mostiy innocent. Republican 
marshals have dragged persons off to prison under 
it. Republican district-attorneys have prosecuted 
under it, and on the most contemptible pretexts. 
Republican judges have ruled under it with despotic 
and infamous tyranny, not exoelIed eince ths ‘daya 

. 
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of Jeff cries. And now, after all the& Republican 
officials have passed upon my case, with as black 
aud vile injustiee as has ever been known in the 
world, I am pronounced a felon for simply exer- 
cising the right of au American oitiaen ; and by 
these Republioan officials a brand of infamy has 
been attempted to be placed upon my brow and I 
am incarcerated in a Republican bastile. A Repub- 
lican President, though made fully conscious of the 
great injustice that has been done me; of the uncon- 
stitutionality of the law, of the revenge and spite 
that prompted my arrest and conviction; the total 
unfairness .of the mock trial that was accorded me; 
the contemptible, flimsy pretext upon which I was 
convicbed; the bigotry, severity, and injustice of 
the Christian judges who denied me a second trial 
or a chance for appeal to the Supreme Court; the 
two hundred thousand petitioners who righteously 
ask for <my liberation from the cruel hands of my 
persecutors ; yes, though he knows’ all this, and in 
spite of it all and the urgent appeals that have been 
made by earneat friends in.person and by thousands 
of letters-the like of all which was never known 
before in the world-asking the Republican Presi- 
dent to perform a simple act of just& and thwart 
the designs of religious hyenas howling over me, 
and robbing me of what is dearer to me than 
life, is aold, obdurate, and uuyielding. Ke will 
not lift a finger to restore me to liberty. The 
church power clamore for my suppression, and he 
yields to their demanda Their .aruel behests must 
be obeyed. To my wrongs his heart is as hard 
WI iron, as impenetrable as steel, aa merciless M 
etone. To all these appeals he appears to say, ig No I 



FROM BEHIND THE BARS. 43.5 

go to the pe&entiary; the church demahds it, my 
wife wishes it, and their will shall be obeyed.” 

A splendid opportunity was offekl this man to 
perform a noble dased, to do a righteous act, but he 
had nat the disposition or the moral courage t.o do 
what he knew was right. He has made a serious 
mistake; he has let the opportunity pass in which he 
might do a just and humane deed. He has taken 
his course, and I will abide by it and not again ask 
him for either mercy or justice. 

Yes, when the Republican party meant liberty 
and represented the grand principles of freedom, I 
was an active Republican ; but now, when it means 
tyranny, oppression, monopoly, and a coalition ,with 
theological bigotry and cruelty, it is time for me to 
make a change of base in politics. Seventy-five per 
cent of the black-coated, canting clergy of the 
country are Republicans ; a majority of the pious, 
hypocritical Christian embezzlers and swindlers are 

’ 
Republicans ; the party that tried to violate the 
original proviaions of the Constitution, and put the 
Jewish God in that sacred instrument, thus joining 
church and state, and putting a dangerous theocracy 
in power, were Republicans ; the senators who-voted 
for the measure were nearly all Republicans, while 
those who voted against it were not Republicans. 
Thus it is very clear that that party is now the pious 
man’s party, the hypocrite’s party, the persecutor’s 

w-w. 
I feel that I am a victim of the church party, 

aided and backed hy the Republioan party. I have 
grounds to detest, denounye, and renounce both- 
these, parties, or OR@ party, as they to a great extent 
are. I ‘have no special advice to givqpthers upon 
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this question, but ask them to give their attention 
to it and look at it. Liberals caniiot afford to up- 
hold a party tbat is doing all it can to oppress t!em; 
it cannot afford to sustain a party that is trying to 

crush the guarantees of the Constitution and the 
rights bf the citizen ; but they can afford to sustain 
that party which most clearly and honestly defends 

free speech, a free press, and free mails. They will 
do well to know what candidates they vote for, and 

to know, beyond a doubt, whether candidates for 
Congress especially will pledge themselves to stand 
by the Constitution, maintain equal liberty for all, 

the freedom of speech, of the press, and mails ; who 

will agree to do what they can to repeal unconstitu- 
tional laws, especially the Comstock postal law. 

Sin..e I h.lve been writing this letder the United 

States marshal has snmmoned me to the office of 
the prison and informed me that he has received 

/imperative ordeh from headqua$ers at Washington 
. 

to convey me without delai to the Albany Pen- 
itentiary (paid to be the severest prison in the 

country). On Monday morning, July 28th, at 7 
o’clock I am to be taken from this prison and incar- 
cerated in one more severe. So, before this letter 
is put in type, and long before the paper.in which it 
appears shall re’ach my readers, my beard-which a 

razor has not touched for twenty-five years-will be 

removed, my hair will be cropped, the felon’s garb 
$11 be placedxpon me, and I shall be subjected to the 
severe discipline and bard labor of the prison; and all 
becnuse the clergy and the church all over the coun- 
try vociferbusly and ixessantly demand it. 

Cornstock has got the ministers and professors at 
work in all d&xtiuns against me, IIe has induced 
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them-very little persuasion was necessary- to 
join in the howl against me. He has visited many 
places and aroused people against me. As far away 
as Towa has he visited the pious and vilified 
my name. At Clear Lake in that state he 
attended a picnic, made a pious address to the Sun- 
day-school children, telling them of. the excellence 
of morality and Jesus’ blood-a pretty hypocrite 
indeed to teach morabty-and thett called upon all 
present to join him in a petition to Mrs. Hayes, ask- 
ing her to do all in her power to influence her bus- 
band against pardoning Bennett. The paper was 
largely signed and duly forwarded, and it had its 
effect. He has done the same in other places. 

MAY THEY NOW FEEL HAPPY ! 

It is to be hoped since Cornstock and his Chris- 
tian aiders and abettors have carried their ,point and 
secured implicit submission to their behests that 
their souls will rest easier, that they will be happy, 
and that they will feel the blessings and benedic- 
tions from the meek and lowly Jesus-who is said to 
have enjoined upon his followers, “Do unto 
others ad you would have others do unto you”-gen- 
tly distilling upon their holy heads. It is also to be 
hoped they will be satiutied with the riet results of 
this outrage upon me. In a few years from- now, 
however, when they take an inventory of what will 
be’remaining on hand, and see what has been lost by 
this crusade, they will decide that the net profits 
are not enough to enable them to declare a large 
divideud. 

But Comstock is surely happy. He made a trip 
out to Cincinnati-in the spring, soon her IJJJ con- 
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viction; be went there to organize an Auxiliary 
Suppression Society. A number of clergymen and 
pious laymen bad been called together to meet him 
for the purpose. They met in one of the parlors of 
the Burnet House. He addressed the assembled 
saints and told them tbe Bame old lies, of the great 
deedR be bad performed, the tons of obscene books 
and pictures be bad seized, and the great good be 
bad accomplished. Holding up a telegraph dispatch 
before them, with a spirit of joyful exultation, be 
said: “ This is the happiest day of my life. I have 
received a dispatch from home giving me intelli- 

I gence that that vile man, that dealer in obscene lit- 
erature, Bennett, has been convicted. It is the 
accomplishment of a great struggle. He is one of 
the worst men in the country. Now the President 
must not pardon this bad man out aa be did Hey- 
wood. Heywood would not have been let out bad 
the representation not been made that be was eick 
and likely to die.” “ Oh,” said be, with a 8ardonio 
sneer, such as a fiend might be supposed to wear, “ it 
would have been a sad loss to the country if we bad 

. lost an old Freelover!” 
Icannot feel proud that the Government of my 

country has 80 lowered itself and disgraced itself as 
to lend its aid, its courts, its President, and its power 
to carry out the wishes of Anthony Comstock, un- 
questionably one of the vilest, most unprincipled, 

* and basest villaina that ever walked the earth. The 
three names I shall especially execrate and detest 
to my dying day are Anthony Comstock, Samuel 
Colgate, and Charles L. Benedict. 

One thing to be regretted by Liberals is that it 
takes at lea*t ten of them to equal in influence one 
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Christian. Ten Christians asking the President for 
injustice seem to be regarded with more favor than 
oue hundred unbelievers asking for justice. 

The bigot Colgate has done all he could. He has 
taken a number of TRUTH SEEKERS~~~~~ President 

abd showed that dignitary how extremely vile they 
are, and how much the editor ought to be punished. 
The religious press all over the country has raised 
a holy howl against me. The clergy have joined in 
the chorus, abusing me to their congregations and on 
all convenient occasions. It has not been enough 
for these fiends that they have deprived me of my 
liberty, torn me from my business, nearly broken 
the heart of my lonely, patient, debilitated wife ; 
t,hey could not be content with that, and let me re- 
main here where my wife and friends could call 
upon me, where I could give some direction to my 
business, but their merciless souls have suffered 
unspeakable anguish because I have been allowed to 
remain in this prison a few weeks. They have im- 
portuned, urged, and commanded that I be hurried 
to the penitentiary, where I will be separated from 
everybody I know, and can neither write for my 
paper, to my frienda, or hold any intercourse with 
the outside world. They have absolutely nearly 
gone mad because I have been allowed to remain 
here at all. They wish my punishment to be as 
severe as possible ; and could they have my heart’s’ 
blood, their joy would know no bounds. 

. 

A SOURCE OF REGRET. 

One feature connected with my case that has pro- 
duced not a little regret, and almost shame, is the 
attitude of the daily press of this city. Here one of 
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the fraternity has been stricken down and loaded 
with ignominy simply for advocating free speech an? 
a free press, and the New.York dailies have said hard 
ly a word about it since my sentence. It is either cow 
ardice or extreme indifference. A vital principle of 
liberty and the rights of the citizen-free speech and . 
a free press-is involved, in which they ought to be 
directly interested, but they say not a word; they 
open not their mouths ; they are as silent as clams. 

’ They neither say a word themselves about the case 
nor will they suffer another to allude to it in their 
columns. They are all moral cowards. They are 
anxious to secure Christian money,, or they cringe be- 
fore Christian power. They are completely subsidized 
and mum. Had they spoken out in a manly, inde- 
pendent way, and rebuked the iniquitous law, the . 
base rulings of the court, the oppression that has 
been exhibited towards free thought and free speech, 
the spirit of bigotry and persecution that has been 
evinced, this vile game could have been checked 
long ago. The New York press .has the power to 
do all this, had they only the manliness and moral 
courage to exercise it. But money and popularity 
are the ods they worship. 

% 
These secured, so 

long aa t eir castle is not attacked, their ox not 
gored;they care not for the rights and liberties of 
others, and are content to float along with the cur- 
rent and sing the siren song of security and oon- 

tentment. How are the mighty fallen ! 

TEE PARTING. . 

Dear friends; I am sayiug a good deal, perhaps too 
muoh, but-the time is very short in which I can talk 
to you or write to you. I have, perhaps, imbosed 
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myself upon you too far lately, but now I eball give 
you a good long rest. At the penitentiary they will 
not a!low me to write for my paper, nor even letters 
to my friends. I can only write one sheet of paper . . 
per month. That one will be addressed to the 
readers of THE TRUTH SEEKER. Besides, I hope to 
be able to pommunicate verbally occasionally * 
with my wife and my representative, Eugdne 
Macdonald, who will, I hope, be permitbed to see me 
occaoionally. They will Ict you hear from me as 
much ae i2 allowable. 

My friends, in my cheerless prison I shall think of 
you a great dea4. There will hardly be an hour that 
you will not be in my mind. You are endeared to 
me by the ties of brotherhood, friendship, and love. 
I have been talking to you weekly for a long time. 
You seem almoat like a part of myself. My soul is 
wrapped up in you atid your welfare. I have 
endeavored to tell you the truth, or what I thought 

’ to be the truth, If I have erred I did not intend it 
so, and ask your charity and fqbearance. 

I know you will not forget me. This assurance 
will cheer and sustain me during the dreary months 
before me. I am pretty well advanced in life, and it 
is feared by some that the ordeal I am to besubjected 
to will be too hard for me. There are Rome who fear 
I will break down under it, but I do not think I 
&all. I will not slacken my integrity. I will not 
weaken in my courage. I will not falter ; I will not 
fail. I will still feel confidence ,in the ultimate 
triumph of liberty, juetice, and truth. 

You can write me when you please, though I oan- 
not write you. Address me at trhe Albauy Peniten- 
tiary. Letters will be delivered to me once a week 

. 
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after having been opened and read. Everything 
for the paper or on business send to D. M. Bennett, 
TRUTH SEEKER office, as heretofore. 

And right here let me ask you to remember THE 
TRUTH SEEKER and cherish it with friendly and 
material aid. Send in funds enough to meet the 
current expenses. Obtain as many new subscribers 
as possible. Extend its eirculaticm all you reason- 
ably can. Buy ‘all the books and pamphlets you 
can afford to. The running expenses of the estab- 
lishment are about $300 per week, and if $150 or 
$200 only are received the result will be diflaster 
and failure. But I don’t look for this. You have 
sustained the paper so far, and I know you will 
0onGnue to sustain it. 

My devoted, retiring little wife will do all she aan 
in my absence. The injustice that has been done 
me has nearly broken her heart. The punishment 
has fallen more severely on her than on myself, and 
so it will be when I am far away. We both think 
it is better to suffer wr6ng than to do wrong. Sho 
and I have lived by ourselves. We have no chil- 
dren and no other msmbers of our family. She 
misses ma sadly, and mourns over my wrongs. Her 
health is not goQd, but she means to bear up bravely. 
I have been her support, her sunlight, and her all. 
I trustingly commend her to your kind considera- 
tion. 

It is saddening to part with the excellent and 
faithful corps of assistants and compositors em- 
ployed on THE TRUTH SEEKER. Few papers have 

had a more faithful, intelligent, and honorable staff 
of assistant’s. We have toiled together for years in 
perfect harmony and cordiality. They entertain a, 



high regard for me, and I assuredly do for them, 
They are resolve$ to keep THE TRUTH SEEKE~L 
up to its best, and I have all confidence in 
them. Such ab!e writers as Messrs. Elizur wright, j. 

‘James Parton, T. C. Leland, A. L. Rawson, T. B. 
Wakeman, S. I?. Putnam, and others, will more than 
supply my place in writing for its columns. In the 
next year the circulation of the paper ought to 
double, and I believe it will. It certainly will if you 
all so decide, and each reader constitutes himself a 
committee of one to see that it is aooomplished. 

Now I must take my leave of you. The time has 
nearly come for the officer to call for me. In the 
next few following papers will appear short install- 
ments of u From Behind the Bars,” of matter already 
prepared, consisting of brief accounts of Christian 
persecutions for opinion’s sake in the past thousand 
years. The same, perhaps, will appropriately sup- 
plement what has already been written. In parting, 
let me express this hope, that you may have as much 
health and happiness as usually falls to the lot of 
man; that you may progress in the cause of Liberal- 
ism, that you may be faithful to the great principles 
of justice, truth, and liberty, and that in due time 
we may have the pleasure of meeting again and 
jogging along in the pathway of life together. 

Good-bye, D. M. BENNETT. 
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LETTER IX. 

&AZ READERS OF THE TRUTH SEEKER: In the 

b previous letters I have written you since my imprison- 
ment I have briefly cited quite a number of civil and 
political trials which have taken place within the last 
three centuries or thereabouts, chiefly in England, 
with Rome in our own country ; but I thought it 
would be proper to alap give you sketches of relig- , 
ious trials and perseoutions that have taken place in 
various countries of Christendom, and been perpetu- 
ated by tbe system of religion which has been in 
power for the last fifteen hundred years-the same 
ecclesiastical tyranny which has recently brought 
me to trial on the most_ frivolous pretext, and sent 
me to prison when I had committed no crime, no 
deed but what aDy man, woman, or child in the’ 
the country might perform without the slightest 
impropriety, simply to wreak vengeance upon me 

* because I have had the temerity to deny the divine 
origin, the truth, and the benignity of the Christian 

I ’ religion. 
. 

1 
Of course I can give you here sketches of but a 

. 

I 
b 
t. 

t f. . 

small part of the murders, maBs&res, assaseinations, 
burnings, beheadings, hangings, persecutions, trials, 
tortures on racks, wheels, pullies, and all the heavy 
and persuasive Christian apparatus employed by’ 
Christian priests and Christian rulers in the bloody 



F&OX BEHIXD ThIB BABS. 4a5 

centuries that have passed under the benign reign of 
“the meek and ,lowly one.” We are often as- 
sured that &he Christian religion has been the moat 
mild and merciful system of faith that the world 
has ever known; that it has been the greatest benefi- . 
cence and mercy ever vouchsafed to poor unfortun- 
ate man, so it seems but proper that we should duly 
inform ourselves of the true character of this 
heavenly system that we may be able to determine 
as to the extent of the happiness it has conferred 
upon the human family. 

Just where to begin with this bloody record is, 
perhaps, a puzzling queution, but it seems proper to 
commence when the Christian church became a 
political power and was able to show what the 
nature and character of its domination. were. The 
era of this political power began with Constantine 
the Great. He was the first Christian emperor, and 
the first who gave the world a good taste of what 
t,he system is capable of doing for mankind. I shall 
necessarily have to hurry over rapidly with the 
sketches I give, and leave out many details, other- 
wise my letters will be too prolix and tedious. We 
will only take a birds-eye view of those sanguinary 
events, and I will state them with brevity. 

CONSTANTINE. 

Constantine embraced Christianity early in the 
fourth century because his crimes were too bloody 
and revolting to be absolved and forgiven by the * 
priests of the pagan religion imwhich he was born 
and reared. His priests would not offer forgiveness 
while the Christians would, and as the sect oalled ” 
Christians had by that time become numerous in 
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Rome, h6 fancied he saw the means of extending his 
power and finding forgiveness for his cri+mes at the 
same time. I will not give an account of his wars 
and conquests to extend his dominion or of his 
founding the city of Constantinople and establishing 
his Eastern empire. He believed in shedding blood, 
and bheie is no question but that by his authority and 
ambition much was spilt. I will only name the 
personal crimes with which history charges him. His 
Christianity is undoubted. 

He murdered his father-in-law, and cut the throat 
& his twelve year old nephew ; he beheaded his 
eldest son, Crispus, and suffocated in a bath of boil- 
ing oil his wife Fauata. It was said of him by a 
Gallic author, that “he loved to make a clean house.” 
After putting to death seven members of his family 
he summoned together, in 325, the famous Council 
of Nice to determine the will of God and settle the 
question whether Jesus was God or simply creature, 
as well as the canon of Scripture. The Council at 
first consisted of over two thousand bishops and 
priests. Their violence and exasperation was so 
great and their quarrels 80 intense that Constantine 
sent some seventeen hundred and thirty back borne 
again, when he was better able to manipulate ths 
three hundred and eighteen that remained to help 
them decide whether God the Father and God the 
Son were preaisely the same, and tihich gospels he 
or they had absolutely written, and then the di% 
cult and intricate questIon was seMed by vote, as 
supervisors,‘constables, and coroners are elected. 
But let us leave them in their prolonged quarrels and 
contentidns and engage ourselves with something 
more pleasant. 
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ST. CYBIL AND HYPATIA. 

This CQistian archbishop, St. Cyril, flourished at 
Alexandria nearly a century later, or early in the fifth 
century. He distinguished himself by. great cruelty I 
towards forty thousand Jews who ,resided in his do- 
minion, driving them by force into the desert, after 
searching their uynagogues and pillaging their 
dwellings. But one of the most damning acts that 
took place under hiu authority was the base and 
cruel murder of Hypatia, the gifted daughter of 
The&, who was not a Christian. She attended the 
great school’ at Alexandria and was a very proficient 
student in many branches of study. She was hon- 
ored for her virtue, grace, and talents, and her 
learned and aristocratic audiences rivaled even those 
of Cyril. By the superstitious Christians she was 
considered a pagan sorceress. A feeling of opposi- 
tion and hatred grew up against her, until at last it 
could be no longer borne that the lovely and fasci- 
nating “ enchantress ” should divide the attention of 
the learned and wealthy of the metropolis with the 
archbishop himself. - 

One day, in the year 414, Hypatia went forth to 
the Academy. She was met by a mob of Cyril’s, 
consisting of mercilees monks. They dragged her 
from her chariot and stripped her naked in the 
public streets. They dragged her into a Christian 
church, where she was killed with a club by Peter 
the Reader. It is recorded that these lecherous 
monks outraged the’ naked corpse, and then dismem- 
bered it, scraped the flesh from the bones with oyster 
shells, and cast the remnants into the fire; Thus 
perished in her fair youth perhaps the most lovely 
and educated woman that ever fell a victim to Chris- 
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tian cruelty and persecution. Her crime was having 
taught Homer and Plato, and having expounded the 
philosophy of Aristotle and Apollonius, and not 
recognizing the divinity and rule of Jesus. 

GREGORY TIIE GREAT. 

Passing unnoticed the cruel reigna.of many em- 
perors, bishops, and popes, let US halt at the great _ 
Gregory and note some of the wrongs committed by 
him. He ascended the pontifical throne in 590. He 
it was who raised to power the detestable wretch, 
Phocas, who, after his elevation, proceeded to the 
private dwelling of the dethroned emperor and mur- 
dered before his eyes his tive sons. To him Gregory 
said : ‘&Let the heavens rejoice and the earth be 
glad ; and for your illustrious deed let the people of 
every realm be filled ivith gladness.” His letters to 
Queep Brunehaut, of France, are of the same nature. 
He praisea her for her crimes, affirming that. France 
was the happiest of nations in possessing a queen 
whose great piety had actuated the crimes of in- 
fanticide and poisoning. and added a horrible cruelty 
to the most debauing superstitiqn. 

. During Gregory’s reign he destroyed the relics of 
Roman magnificence, set fire to the Palatine library, 

_ burned in the public square the works of Tacitus and 
Livy, destroyed the works of the most famous Latin 
poets, showed the greatest hostility to science, ex- 
communicated an archbishop of Vienna because he 
allowed grammar to be taught in his diocese, and in 
every way possible to a man of the most unscrupu- 
lous genius warred upon liberty, science, and 
thought. Nevertheless, he was a good Christian, 
am1 he ia finding imitators in the clergy of the nine- 
teenth oentury. 
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CHAIUEMAGNE 

Was one of the most noted supporters of Cbiistian- 
itp. A good Christian himself, he read the Bible 
literally, never 6nding in its holy-paged, nor u be- 
tween the lines,” any excuse for mercy to heretics. 
He always insist’ed upon the rite of baptism as a 
sign of submission. “ Be baptized or be damned! ” 
excldms the gospel; (( Be baptized or be beheaded I” 
thundered Charlemagne. 

He had four crimes to which was attached the 
death penalty : refusing baptiem ; false pretense of 
baptism ; relapse from Christianity ; eating meat in 
Lent. These were classed with murder and human 
sacrifice. 1.n the year of his Lord, 782, he bejeaded 
4,500 persons who refused to, receive the rite of 
baptism. His private life was stained with the 
greatest immoralities and most infamous crimes. 
After divorcing his first wife, he took nine others, 
besides which be kept many concubines. He also 
sought marriage with Irene, the empress, who piously 
put out the eyes of her own son. He was a religious 
man ; a great ruler ; f a great robber ; a wholesale 
murderer. He was great in his Christianity, and 
great in his inhumanity. He gave to the church its 
power o+er the governments of ,eartb, and estab- 
lished an ecclesiastical supremacy which in the nine- 
teenth century was not so weak but that it could 
imprison honest men for their Infidelity. 

POPE JOHN III. 

Was another pious man who would have made a 
good agent for the Y. M. C. A:and their sub-society. 
At the commencement of his reign as God’s agent 
he was driven from the hbly city by its enraged in- 
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habitants because of his conduct. In retaliation, he 
employed a horde of bandits to assassinate Rofredus, 
whom the Romans had made their leader. Then he 
captured the Prefect and out off his nose and lips 
and hung him by his hair to an equestrian statue, 
after which he tied him on an aap and whipped him 
through the streets, and then cast him into a dun- 
geon. He also pioked out a dozen of the leading 
citizens and publicly hung them. 

BENEDICT IX. 

Seems to have been a prototype for Anthony Corn; 
stock in his licentiousness and beastIiness. During 
his reign it seemed aa if all morality and civilization 
had flown from the world, and cruelty and licentious- 
nes0 taken its place. The life of Benedict IX. can 

L only be paralleled by those of the most debauched 
of the Roman emperors-Heliogabalus, Commodus, 
or Caligula. Plunging recklessly into excess, he . 
became a monster of crime, even before he reached 

r the verge of manhood. Decency forbids the details 

. ’ 
of his numerous exploits. He was a murderer, kill- 
ing several with his own hands. He finally sold his 
throne-as Comstock would sell his office for suffic- 
ient money-and finished up his career in a whirl- 
pool of passion. . 

GEEGORY VII. 

Under the man Ghose name heads this sketch the 
popish church of the 11th century arrived at its 

/ I _ climax. Fle was the famous Hildebrand-now 
reverenced by Catho@ as St. Gregory VII. He 
was the Cssar of the church. It is not known 
whether he was the Bon of his father or his uncle. 
IIis mother carried on an incestuous union with her 
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brother, an abbot of a monastery on Mt. Aventine, 
and many authors contend that Hildebrand was the 
result of the disgusting union. At an early age he 
was said to be a wonderful preacher, and Pope Leo ’ 
IX. invited him to Italy. At the time of his advent 
into the land of superstition, the monastery of St. 
Paul was in a deplorable state. The church was used 
as a stable and the convent was full of courtesans. 
Hildebrand took charge of this church. At first he 
affected-like Comstock, and with Cornstock’s hy- 
pocriay-to be very moral ; but, after being surprised 
in criminal intercourse with a beautiful serving girl, 
he threw off his ,mask of morality and openly kept 
women about him. 

IIe became noted as a pope-maker, placing upon 
the pontifical throne eight different ones. When a 
pope thwarted his policy he poisoned him and ap- 
pointed another who was more pliable. In 10’73 he 
had himself appointed pope. In order to further his 
ambitious schemes and to render the church a 
machine more obedient to orders, he took away the 
wives of the clergy. He declared that he preferred 
an incestuous and concubinary clergy to one with. 
legal wives. He himself was a most degraded de- 
baucher, a .fit ancestor of a religious body whose 
exponents furnish more inmates of state prisons in 
proportion to their numbers than those of any other 
profession. 

ST. DOMINIC 

Was the founder of the Inquisition, a missionary 
institution which lasted till the 19th century. It 
was the most complete exemplification of the Chris- 
tian religion ever conceived. A church founded on 
the sentence, “Believe or be damned,” is fitly rep 
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b resented by the only means at its command of en- 
i’ forcing the decree. Men thoroughly impressed with 

the idea that faith alone can save are the very ones 
to compel that faith, or failing, to mprder the ob- 

0 
stinate heretics. At iirst Dominic tried to convert 
by preaching, directing his eloquence at the Albi- 
genses. But this people refused to be converted. So 

’ Dominic instigated Pope Innocent III. to preach a 
crusade against them. The whole of Provence was . 

i Laid waste by the papal mob. Dominic was appoint- 
k. ed inquisitor-general. Count Simon De Montford 
e 
1 _ was the leader of his armies. He took the city of 

1 
Bezien by assault, and put all the inhabitants to 
death. At Loval he burnt 400' Albigenses; at 

1 Cazera 60 were burnt, at another place 180. Amark 
i 

I’ 

cf silver was offered acy one who denounced a 
heretic. Every house that had sheltered the Albi- 

c genses was burnt to the ground. St. Dominic died 

i i.n 1233, and was canonized in the same year by 

i 

Gregory IX. 
It may not be out of place here to briefly give an 

! ‘., 
account of the Dominican order and the Inquisition. 

. . 
They were established to extirpate heresy. Some 

1 
18,000,OOO have fallen before the church in. its at- 
tempt to reduce man to an unthinking machine, and 

i 
a good many more must go the same way before the 

i” church shall triumph. L 
i At the present day, the order of Dominicans 
i l flourishes chiefly in Hungary, France, Switzerland, 
i 

Belgium, and America. The Inquisition was adopted 
1; 

by the Count of Toulouse in 1229, and confided to 
the Dominicans by Pope Gregory IX. in 1233. 
nocent IV., in 1251, established it in the whole of 

In- 

Italy, with the exception of Naples. At the com- 
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mencement, heretics in Milau ‘were not subject to 
dea.th ; but 80011 they were burnt at Milan, as well 
as in the other parts of Italy; and Parnmo, inquisitor 
in the kingdom of Sicily, asserts that in 1315 some 
thousands of heretics spread themselves through 
Cremasco, a small territory included in the jurisdic- 
tion of the Milanese. The Dominican brothers burnt 
the greater part of them, and thus checked tbe theo- 
logical pestilence by the flames. The first canon of 
the Council of Toulouse enjoined the bishops to ap- 
point in every parish a priest a& two or three lay- 
men of reputation, who should be bound by oath to 
search carefully xnd fre~prently for heretics, in 
houses, caves, and all places where they might be 
able to hide themselves, and to give the speediest in- 
formation to the bishop, the seigneur of the place, or 
his biiliff, and to take all necessary precautions 
against the escape of any heretics discovered. In 
1473 Sixtus IV. made the inquisitions independent 
and separate from the tribunals of the bishops. He 
created for Spain an inqnisitor:general, with full 
powers to nominate particular mquisitors ; and Fer- 
dinand V., in 1418, founded and endowed the In- 
quisition. We learn frqm well authenticated his- 
tory that in seventeen years alone, from 1481 to 
1498, Torquemada, the inquisitor-general of Spain, 
sent 91,371 men and women to the gallows ; burned 
alive 10,220, and killed in secret dungeons 4,000 vic- 
tims. 

Nowhere in the annals of cruelty and horror oau 
more dreadful events be discovered than those re- 
lating to this terrible tribunal. The’torture and de- 
struction of life inflicted on the race through the 
agency of the Holy Of&e, by such monsters as Tore 
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quemnda, Diego Deza, and Alva, simply because of 
a diversity of belief in matters of faith, fully verifies 
the remark of the pagan in the fourth century who 
declared there were no wild beasts so ferocious as 
the Christians. It is beyond the power of the pen 
to portray the misery mankind have suffered from 
tbe Inquisition-the Inquisition, which exhumed the 
dead in order to burn them as heretics, and which 
has burned at the etake five millions of men. 

The tortures generally used upon the victims 
were the pulley, the fire or chafing dish, the rack, 
and the trouth, in. which the prisoner was bound and 
corded. Among the punishments for blasphemy 
against God, the Virgin, the saints, or the pope, 
there was an instrument used called SC mordaccia, or 
bit,” which was a contrivance to confine the topgue, 
and compress it between two cylinders of wood and 
iron, and furnished with spikes. This instrument 
not only wounds the tongue and creates intense 
pain, but it often so swellsSit as to cause the victim 
danger from suffocation. Every possible variety of 
ingenious cruelty has been practiced by the Inquisi- 
tion to torture and agonize its victims. To illus- 
trate the workings of the Inquisition in the eight- 
eenth century the following cases are’ cited : 
Elizabeth Vasconcellas, the daughter of John Chaf- 
fer, of Devon, England, a Protestant, was taken to 
Madeira upon a family misfortune, and under the 
auspices of the English residenm, continued to live 
in her own faith for eight years. In 1704, while her 
husband was in Brazil, she was taken seriously ill, 
and while in an unconscious state she was visited by 
a Romish priest, who administered the sacraments, 
and on her recovering was desired to attach herself 
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to that faith. She absolutely refused, for which she 
was imprisoned by the bishop of the island seven 
months for holding heretical sentiments. She was 
then removed to t,he Iuqnisition at Lisbon, in 

. 

December, 1’105. .An inventory of all her effects 
was then in the prison of the Holy Office, and her 
person searched. She was ‘made to swear th& was 
all she was worth, and then was taken to her cell, 
where she was kept for nine months and fifteen 
days. The first nine dayu she was allowed only 
bread and water and a wet straw bed. On the 
ninth day she was questioned on her religious faith, 
and she dfclared herself a Protestant. They told 
her she must conform to the Romish faith or be 
burnt, Ia a month’s time she was again summoned 
before t,he Fathers and questioned, but without in- 

_ ducing her to recant. The officials stripped her 

.’ ’ back, and after lashing her with knotted cords, told - 
i _ 
* her to kneel down and thank the court for their 
:. 
I 

mercy, which ‘she refused to do. In fifteen days 
shg was again brought forward, and a crucifix set 
before her, which she was commanded to bow down 
and adore; and refusing to do this, she was told 
she must expect to be burnt with the Jews at the 
next auto dajZ. At the expiration of thirty days, 
she was ,again called before the judges. Her breast 
was laid bare by the executioner, who, with one end 
of a hot iron rod, burnt her to the bone in three 
different places on her right side, and she was sent 
back to her cell without any application to heal her 
sores. At a subsequent audience she was asked 
whether she would profess the Romish faith or burn. 
She replied she was a Protestant and a subject of 
the queen of England. To this the ‘inquisitor told 
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her that being an English subject signified nothing 

I in the king of Portugal’s dominions; that the Eng- 

j l . 
lish in Lisbon were heretics and would certainly be 

1.. 

damned. The executioner was then ordered to seat, 
her in a chair, and to bind her arms and legs, so as 

* to prevent even motion. A physician was at hand 
to decide how far she could be tortured without 
hazard of life. Her left foot was put into an iron 
elipper, made red hot, and fastened there, until the 
flesh was burned to the bone. She fainted under 

/ this torture, and the physician advised the slipper to 
be taken off, and she was sent to her dungeon. 
After some time elapsed she. was again cruelly 
whipped, and her back torn all over, and was tbreat- 
ened with greater severity if she did nof embrace 
the Romish faith. On the other hand, liberty was 
promised, if she would change her religion. She 
finally oonsented, and wrote her name to a paper, 
though she knew not what it contained. And then, 
without returning to her her goods and money, they 
dismissed her, destitute, and dependent upon the 
charities of the people of Lisbon. 

, 

The following is from a letter written by Mr. 
Wilcox (afterwards bishop of Rochester) from Lis- 
bon to Gilbert Burnet, the historian of the Reforma- 
tion, dated June 15, 1’700. “I Raw the whole proc- 

‘ess of an auto da@. Of the five condemned, four 
were burnt. Heytor Bias and Maria Pinteyra were 
burnt alive, and the other two were strangled. The 
woman was half an hour alive in the flames-the man 
about an hour. They were fastened to a pole, six 
feet higher than the fagote. The wind being a little 
fresh, t.he man’s back was perfectly wasted, and as 
he turned himself, his ribs opened before he lrft 
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speaking, the fire being recruited as he roasted, -to 
keep him ‘in just the same heat; bat all his entreat-’ 
ies wculd not procure him a larger allowance of . 
wood to shorten his misery and dispatch him.” 

Archibald Bower, one of the inquisitors of the 
Inquisition, made his escape in 1725. The follow- 
ing is taken from his statemr,?ts : “There was an 
anvil fixed in the middle of the floor, with a spike, 
not very sharp, projecting upwards. The accused 
was hoisted up and lowered by ropes at the four COP 
ners of the room until his back-bone rested on a 
spike. The weight of his body tended to fracture 
his spine. This torture lasted eleven hours, unless 
the prisoner confessed. Matches of tow and pitch 
were wrapped around the hands of women, and.thrn 
fired until their hands were consumed ; or cords 
were tied so tight!y around the thumbs as to canse 
the blood to flow from the nails.” A manuscript ’ 
was put into his hands giving him directions for ap 
plying the torture. It was so barbarous and in- 
human that it was not in print, but each member pos- 
sessed a copy, which is handed back to the inquisitor- 
general upon the death or serious indisposition of a 
councilor, with the seal of the Inquisition on it; 
after which it was death to any one to open or retain 
it. 

Bower fainted once upon witnessing the torture of 
prisoners, and was severely reproved. He extenuated 
himself by ascribing it to nature. “Nature,” said 
the inquisitor; ‘cyou must conquer nature by grace.” 
To conquer nature, the inquisitor-general ordered 
him to arrest an intimate friend, who was a noble- 
man. Bower could devise no means to save his 
friend, and had to proeced with the guards to his 
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house. Ho knocked; the maid servant inquired who 
was there. The answer was, “ The Holy Inquisition; 
come down and open the door without any noise, on 
pain of excommunication.” The girl came instantly, 
and showed the way to her master’s room. The lady 
awoke first and shrieked, when one of the ruffians 
gave her a blow on her head, which caused the 
blood to flow. The nobJeman was astonished to find 
himself arrested by his best friend, but made no 
reproach, Bower, next morning, announced the 
arrest to the inquisitor-general, thus : “ This is done 
like one who is desirous to conquer the weakness of 
nature.” The nobleman underwent the tortures of 
the pulleys and died in three days. His estate was 
confiscated to the Holy Office, a small pension being 
allowed the widow. 

Llorente states that when the Inquisition was 
opened in Spain in 1620, twenty prisoners were 
found who did not know the name of the city in 
which they were; not one knew the nature of the 
crime of which he was accused. One of the prison- 
ers had been doomed to suffer death the following 
day. His execution was to have been by the u pen- 
dulum.” The condemned by this process is fastened 
on his back, in a groove to a table; suspended above 
him is a pendulum, with a sharp edge, and SQ con- 
structed as to become sharper every moment. The 
victim saw this coming nearer and nearer every 
moment; at length it cut the skin of his nose, and 
gradually went on, until life was extinct. This was 
the invention of the inquisitors to dispose of their 
victims at a time when they were afraid to celebrate 
their auto dafi. 

A late writer speaks thus of the terrible inquisi- 

. l 
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tion, with its dread “ familiars,” its racks,1 pulleya, 
and horrid instruments,of cruelty: “In imagination, . 
one can enter $he gloomy ‘hall of torture,’ and in 
the dim lights 8ee the malignant judges of that in- 
fernal court; Bee the rack and the waiting execu- 
tioner. Look again, and oh ! the fearful scene! See 
one of the softer sex, a woman, young, and once 
beautiful, but now naked-yea, actually naked- 
stretched out in dire agony, with dielocated limbs, 
bleeding and fainting before men ! Men ? No ! but 
before fiends in human sha.pe,, called inquisitora., 
There they sit, or recline, with their books and 
crosaea, and with the stolid indifference of the veriest 
wBvage8. Alas ! alaH ! no soothing voice can e;er 
more be heard ; no word of comfort spoken in-that 
dolorouR hour ; no tender human heart throbs with 
Bympathy for that poor victim ; no eye is dimmed 
with pity for 80 much human suffering ; no ear ie 
pained to hear the death groana of that delicate girl, 
guilty most likely of no offense Have that of having, 
perhaps, spoken lightly of 8ome suspicious priest or 
of 8ome absurd rite of the church. The dew of 
death is upon her brow; her parted lips are reddened 
with her own life-blood; her clotted hair, her bruiued 
body, her broken limbs, elicit no word of remorse fox 
her agony. Alone and unresisting, she is in the 
hands of her brutal persecutors; the muffled walle 
oonduct no sound of her distress to the outward 
world ; it is ahut out to her forever. The icy hand 
of the last deliverer i8 now upon her, but the actual 
stare of death is less terrible to her closing eye8 and 
fading vision than the sound of the accureed mon- 
8ter8 who sit before her-the clerical monsters of 
the holy order of St. Dominic.” 
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INNOCENT III., 

Whose proper name was Lothariuo, was another 
Christian who felt it to be the will of God that he 

should persecute heretics. In 1214 he organized a 
crusade against the Albigenses. Two monkish spies 

were commissioned to go among them and use the 
best means at their command for crushing their her- 
esy, which was refusing the Romich rites. Innocent 
preached a crusade against them and granted abso- 
lution to all who should murder them and take pos- 
session of their property. He raised an army of 
five thousand priests, increased by multitudes of 

peasants. He equipped them with scythes. and 

clubs. They marched on Beziere, which they cap- 

tured, and slaughtered 3,800 in cold blood. He 
afterwards burned 300, and on taking the castle of 
Brom mutilated about 100 of its defenders in a hor- 
rible manner. Par twenty years this crusade against 

the Albigenses was continued, and ‘at its close 
scaroely a vestige of this people was left. 

URBAN VI. 

Passing over several popes more or less noted 
for their beastliness and cruelty, I come now to 
this monster in human shape. He was a tyran- 
nical, cruel, aqd malicious wretch, unable to eontrol 

his own passions, and tot,ally unfitted for any office 
of distinction. Urban was pope of Rome, Clement 

VII. of Avignon. Between the two men of God 
there was a ceaseless war. Clement cursed Urban 
and Urban excommunicated Clement. If they had 
confined their pious efforts to the harmless hurling 
of bulls, the history of the church would not be 

such a blood btaincd tiheet. But it .was net in the’ 
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nature of the Christian church to confine its mis- . 
siouariea to paper. They must burn or imprison. 
Th e queen of Naples believed that Clement was 
God’s attorney, duly empowered to draw checks on 
heaven and give notes to her enemies payable in 
thirty days in hell. She was a pious but not a good 
wom:in, who believed in summary and fashionable 
divorce laws, and ao strangled her husband with a 
silken cord. However, she had the courage of her 
convictions and actually supported her confessor with 
material aid. But Urban conquered her army and 

\ 
declared her a heretic fit only to be burned. She 
was utabbed on the altar while at her prayers. The 
following is an acceunt by De Cormenin of some of 
the tortures inflicted by Urban upon a few of hia 
enemies whom he got in his power : 

“ The victims, led into a place situated behind the 
castle, were handed over to the executioner.8, de- 

-spoiled of their garments, and beaten with rods. 
ThiR puuiPhment not appearing to the holy Father 
to be severe enough, Butillo, his nephew, undertook 
to carry on the execution himself. The unfortunate 
men were at once placed on the rack, and new tor- 
tures were applied to them. An archbishop, who 
had formerly remomtrated with Butillo on his bad 
conduct, was, by order of that monster, fastened to 
the trunk of a tree, with his head down, and flayed 
alive ; the archbishop of Venice was nailed to -a 
cross, and an old Genoeee pirate, a worthy miniater 
to the cruelties of Urban, staunched with aalt and 
vinegar the blood which flowed from his wounds ; a 
deacon was hung to a plane tree, with enormous 
weights attached to hie feet and hands, to i&locate 
hia members ; the Cardinal Sangro had his 0eRh torn 
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from him with red-hot pincers ; and as, notwith- 
standing his sufferings, he continued to protest his 
innocence, they exhausted upon him all the retlne- 
ments of cruelty until fatigue constrained them to 
stop. Another cardinal was fastened to the rack, 
and burned with a red-hot iron on hia breast, arms, 
and legs ; after which his tormentors tore out his 
nose, tongue, and eyes, and broke his limbs with 
iron bars ; and to finish him, Butillo caused three 
chafing-dishes to be lighted under the sufferer, to 
burn him at a slow fire. Whilst these frightful exe- 
cutions were proceeding, the pope was promenading 
in an adjoining alley, reciting his breviary in a loud 
voice, and stopping from time to time to encourage 
the executioners to do their duty.” 

TEE COUNCIL OF CONSTANCE 
‘. 

Is remarkable for the means it took to promote 
. religion, heal dissensions in the church, and afrange 

matters generally on this earth for the glory of 
God. The oouncil was something like the Young 
Meu’s Christian Association, and its tools were simi- 
lar to Comstock. It deposed three popes and elected 
a fourth, and then proceeded to the conversion of 
heretics. 

John Huss was an eloquent preacher of the com- 
ing Roforniation. He called the pope Antichrist, 
and denounced the burning of Wickliffe’s books. 
Of course he was a heretic, and the council called 
him to appear before it to show cause #hy he had a 
mind of his own. Trusting to the,promises of the 
pope and: the Emperor Sigismund, he went to Rome. 
He did not realize the falsehood and baseness of the 
church.. 

.\ 

. 
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The rule was adopted that no faith was to be kept 
with heretics. In shameful violation of the pope’s 
aud emperor’s documents of safety, Huss was seized 
iulmediately upon his arrival, and cast into a hor- 
rible dungeon of the Dominican convent, and chained 
to the floor. Before proceeding to attack the person 
of Huss, the council determined to brand the source 
from which the brave Bohemian had derived his 
heresy. John Wiakliffe had peacefully expired in 
the very aountry where his doctrines had been con- 
demned, and his remains still reposed in consecrated 
ground. The council cited Wickliffe before it, and 
prooeeded against his genius and de&I. body. After 
due deliberation, the council declared “ that the said 
Wiokliffe died an obstinate heretic, therefore they 
condemned his ‘memory, and so order his bones to 
be dug np, if they can be distinguished from the 
faithful, and thrown upon a dunghill.” The. zeal of 
the executioners prompted them to transcend the 
strict letter of the senter,-,e, when in 1428 they dug 
the dead reformer’s bones from their grave at Sutter- 
worth, where they had peacefully reposed for over 
forty years, burnt them to ashes, and then cast them 
into a neighboring brook. ~ 

And then the council proceeded to consummate 
one of the most merciless and perfidious acts re- 
corded in the annals of popery. It proved to the 
Emperor Sigismund, from arguments adduced. at 
great length, that he was free to break his faith with 
a man a&used of heresy, and that the council, being 
above the emperor, could free him from his word. 
IIuss was left to languish for six months in a loath- 
pnme cell. After enduring the most cruel abuse annd 
mockery from his perseoutors, .he was oondemned 60 
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be burnt alive. On the sixth of July, 1415, he wae 
dragged from hi@ dungeon and led out to condemna- 
tion and death. After his executioners had placed 
on his head a sort of crown, upon which were pio- 
tured frightful figures of demons in flamesf and 
upon which was the inflcription of “ The Arch-Her- 
etic,” he was made fast to a stake driven deeply into 
the ground. It being objected that he was bound 
with his face to the east, he was untied and fixed 
again with his face to the west. His head was held 
fast to the wood by a chain smeared with.soot. 
Fagots were placed about his feet, and around him 
was piled a quantity of straw. After fire ha& been 
set to the pile, Huss prayed and eang a hymn in the 

L 

midst of his torments. After his voice had been 
drowned by the roaring of the flames, his head and 
lips were observed to move a8 if still praying, until 
at last he ,gave up the spirit. The executioners. tota 
in pieces the remains of his body and threw them 
back upon the fire until absolutely consumed, and 
then the ashes were thrown into the Rhine. Sigis- 
mund attended th6 horrid ceremonies. Being re- 
minded by a utander-by that the course of the wind 
might bear an offensive effluvia to the position he 
oocupied, he answered, u The odor of a burning her- 
etia can never be offeneive to Sigismund.” 
-Jerome of Prague waR one of the most learned 

and eloquent men of his time. He had studied at 
Oxford and had brilliantly defended his thesis 
against the most celebrated universities of Europe. 
He had been imprisoned at Vienna as a favorer of 
Wickliffe. Upon being set at liberty he had gone 
to join Huss at the university of Prague. As the 
most illustrious friend of the martyred Husg Jerome 
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warr dragged before the council, was kept chained in 
a noisome dungeon until his flesh literally rotted off 
his bones alive, and was at last led forth and tor- 
tured to death at the same stake at which Husa had 
suffered. 

The council closed its session in 1418, after having 
been occupied three years and a half in deposing 
three papal monsters to make room for another, and 
in burning the bodies of two living heretics and the 
buried benes of one dead one. There is nothing in 
the history of the Romish church which reflects 

uPon her more indelible disgrace than the prs- 
ceedmgs at Constance. It was there that th6 
doctrine that faith is -not to be kept with her- 
etics was not only shamelessly declared and most 
horribly illustrated in the burning of Hus!, but was 
most emphatically established by the council. 

TORQUEMADA. 

This list would be incomplete without a more 
detailed account of this infamous man and his In- 
quisition than sve have given to Dominic. There is 
a parallel between his mode of procedure and that 
of Comstook which my readers will not fail to per- 
ceive. Also between Judge Benedict’s court and the 
inquisitorial methods of trial in the exclusion of ; 

witnesses and the taking of the part of prosecutor by 
the judge. I will take a little more ibout him from 
the “ Champions of the Church.” 

Thomas de Torqoemada, one of the most relent- 
less, vigilant, bigoted, and cruel zealots who endeav- 
ored to promote the religion of Jesus by causing 
widespread human suffering and wholesale d@truc- 
tion of hura%n life, was born at Torquemada, Spain, . 
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in the year 1420. He became a ‘Dominican monk 
and prior of the monastery of Santa Cruz, at Sego- 
via, and ultimately confessor and spiritual adviser 
of Queen Isabella of Castile, wife of Perdinand V. 
He ‘wielded a great influence ‘over her naturally 
pious and superstitious mind, and when-about the 
year 1480-he wished to introduce the Daly Inqui- 
sition into Spain for the suppression of heresy and 
cru’shing from the human breast thelibertg of thought 
and opinion upon religious subjects, he found his 
wishes seconded by Queen Isabella, and he was 
appointed first inquisitor-general of Spain in 1481. 

He warn confirmed in the position by Pope Innocent 
VIII., who gave him also the title of “Confessor of 
Sovereigns.” The Inquisition had been feund a 
very effective means of suppressing heresy and pri- 
vate opinion in southern France at an earlier date; 
the rack, the pulley, the thumbscrew, the boot, and 
numerous infernal devices that human ingenuity had 
devised, had been discovered‘to exert a very per- 
suasive in%uence in causing accused .-persons to 
abandon their independent views and to make them 
conform precisely to the rule prescribed by their 
merciless tormentors and murderers. Torquemada 
felt a burning desire to set this diabolical machinery 
at .work within his own country, that his fellow-citi- 
zens, neigbors, and kinsmen, if need be, might be 
benefited by its blessed effects. That he became a 
most resolute and unyielding operator and director 
in the manipulation of this infernal machinery, the 
tens and hundreds of thousands who were brought 
within the reach of his arm of power were made most 
decidedly to feel. 

He labored’with great vigor and success in organ- 
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iziug the Inquisition throughout Spain, eapeoially it ” 
Seville, Cordova, Jacu, and Ciudad Real. He drew 
up the codeof procedure subsequently followed, and 
was the impelling power that kept the hellish engine‘ 
in active operation. He was one of the prime mov- 
era in ihe cruel expnlsion of the Jews and Moors 
from Spain. He established also the &to clap, in 
which he took great pleasure as being the most god- 
like agency for producing unity of thought and a 
perfect submission to the ruling ecclesiastical power 
that had ever been devised. In the eighteen pears 
. 
m which his power was supreme in the conduot of 
the “ Holy Inquisition,” numerous historians agree 
that he, with the aid of his pious coadjutors, burned 
at the stake from 8,000 to 12,000 persons, burned 
7,000 in effigy, caused the imprisonment for life of 
90,000 more, and tortured to the utmost point of 
endurable cruelty some 100,000 more. In addition 
to all this, this human hyena caused thousands of 
graves to be robbed of the bones there deposited, 
whioh were burned to powder, in consequenoe of the 
wicked heresy the departed ones were thought to 
have been guilty of. It will thus be seen that’he 
ruled with 
and orimin % 

high and heavy hand, until even the vile 
1 pope, Alexander VI., becoming touched 

with the terrible scourge that Torquemada vi-ited 
upon the people, evinced a modicum of mercy, and* ; 
curtailed the authority of the sublime inquisitor- - 
general by appointing four colleagues to divide the 
power with him, and, in fact, to curtail the hideous 
excesses which the man of God was committing in 
such a wholesale and meroiless manner. 

The means employed by the Inquisition for bring- 
ing accused parties beforo it were of. the most vil- 
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lainons and demoniacal charaoterr A class of insiu- 
uating, inquisitive persons, called familiars, were 
employed to pry into the secrets of families and in- 
dividuals, who were by them brought before the 
oourt of terror at all hours of the day and night. 
a( Anonymous accusations were received ; the ac- 
cused were not confronted by witnesses ; torture of 
the most terrible kind was relied upon f~ convic- 
tion ; and he same was indicted in vaults ana under- 
ground rooms where no one could hear the cries of 
the tormented. As, in pretended mercy, it was for: ~ 
bidden to in%ict torture a second time, with horrible 
duplicity it was affirmed that the torment had not 
been completed at first, but had only been suspend- 
ed out of charity until the following day. The, 
families of the ai%ioted were plnnged into irretriev- 
able ruin.” A few paragraphs descriptive of the 
mo$e of the Inquisition from Prescott’s “ Ferdinand 
an~&Isabella,” commencing p. 255, vol. i, will here 

\ be given: 
‘<Edicts were ordered to be published annually on 

tbe first two Sundays in Lent, throughout the church- 
es, enjoining it as a sacred duty on all who knew or 
suspected another to be guilty of heresy to lodge 
information against him before the Holy Office ; 
and the ministers of religion were instructed to 

‘refuse absolution to such as hesitated to comply 
with this, although the suspected person might 
stand in the relation of parent, child, husband, or 
wife. All accusations, anonymous as well as signed, 
were admitted, it ,being only necessary to specify , 
the names of the witnesses, whose testimony was. 
taken down in writing by a sec,retary and afterwards 
read to them, which, unless the inaccuracies were so 

. 
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gross as to enforce themselves upon their attention, 
they seldom failed to confirm. ‘t 

“The aconsed, in the meantime, whose mysteri- 
ous disappearanoe was perhaps the only public evi- 
deuce of his arrest, was conveyed to the seoret cham- 
bers of the Inquisition, where he was jealously ex- 
cluded from intercourse with all, save a priest of the 
Romish church and his jailer, both of whom might 
be regarded as the spies of the tribunal. In this 
desolate condition, the unfortunate man, cut off 
from all external communication and all cheering 
sympathy or support, was kept for some time in 
ignorance even of the charges preferred against 
him ; and at length, instead of the original process, 
was favored only with the extracts from the depo- 

I;sitions of the witnesses, so garbled as to conceal 
every possible clue to their name and quality. With 
still greater unfairness, no mention whatever was 
made of such testimony as had arisen in course of 
the examination in his own favor. Counsel was 
indeed allowed from a list presented by the judges. 
But this privilege availed little, since the parties - 
were not permitted to confer together, and the 
advocate was furnished with no other source of 
information than what had been granted .to bin 
client. To add to the injustice of these proceedings, 
every discrepancy in the statements of the witnesses 
was converted into a separate charge against the 
prisoner, who thus, instead of one crime, stood 
accused of several. This, taken in connection with 
the concealment of ‘time, place, and circumstances 
in the aoousations, oreated suoh embarrassment that 
unless the aceused possessed unusual acuteness and 
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r ’ 
presenoe of mind it was sure to involve him, in his 

i ;. attempts to explain, in inextricable contradiction. 
s “ If the prisoner refused to confess his guilt, or, 

,? as was usual, was suspected of evasion or attempt to 

;’ conceal the truth, he was subjected to the torture. 

/@3 . 
This, which was administered in the deepest vaults 

1 

of the Inquisition, where the cries of the victim 
could fall on no e’ar save that of his tormentors, is ad- 

; mitted by the secretary of the Holy Office-who has 

i ‘.. 
furnished the most authentic report of its transao-. 

i’ lions-not to have been exaggerated in any of the 
g 

c 

numerous narratives which have dragged these sub- 
/ terranean horrors into light. If the intensity of 

I-_ 

pain extorted a confession from the sufferer, he was 
expected, if he survived, which did not always 
happen, to confirm it on the ne%t day. Should he 

i 

refuse to do this, his mutilated members were con- 
demned to a repetition of the same sufferings, until 
his obstinacy (it should rather have been termed 
heroism) might be vanquished. Should the rack, 
however, prove ineBectua1 to enforce a confession of 
his guilt, he was so far from being considered as 
having established his innocence that, with a bar- 
barity unknown to any tribunal where the torture 
had been admitted, and which of itself proves its 
utter incompetency to the ends it proposes, he was 
not nnfrequently convicted on the depositions of the 
witnesses. At, the eonelusion of his mock trial, the 
prisoner was agaiu returned to his dungeon, where, 
without the blaze of a single fagot to dispel the cold 
or illuminate the darkness of the long winter night, 
he was left. in unbroken silence to await the doom 
which was to consign him to an ignominious death 
or a life scarcely less ignominious. 
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‘( The proceedings of the tribunal, ati I hgve stated 
them, were plainly characterized throughout by the 
most, flagrant injustice and inhumanity to the ac- 

cused. Instead of presuming his innocence yntil 
hia guilt, had been. established, it acted on exactly 

the opposite principle. Instead of affording him the 

protection accorded by every other judicature, and 
especially demanded in his forlorn situation, it used 
the most ineidious arfs to circumvent and to crush 
him.’ He had no remedy against malice or misap 

prehension on the part of his accu8er8, or the wit- 
nesses against him, who might be his bitterest 

. enemies, since they were never revealed to nor con- 

fronted with the prisoner, nor subjected to a cro88- 
examination, which can best expose error or wilful 
collusion in the evidence. Even the poor forms of 

juetice recognized in this court might be readily 
dispensed with, a8 its proceeaings were impenetrably 

shrouded from the public eye by the appalling oath 
of secreoy imposed on all, whether functionaries, 
witnesses, or pri8oner8, who entered within its pre- 
cincts, The last and not the least odious feature of 

the whole was the connection established between 
the condemnation of the accused and the interest of 
his judges; since the aonfiscations which were the 

nniform penalties of heresy were not permitted’to 
flow into the royal exchequer until they had first 

discharged the expenses, whether in the shape of 
ealaries or otherwise, ifioident to the Holy Office. 

“The last scene in this dismal tragedy was the 

act of faith (auto da f6), the most imposing specta- 
cle, probably, which ha8 been witnessed since the 
ancient Roman triumph,_and which, as intimated by a 

&aninh writer, wa8 intended somewhpt profanely 
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to represent the terrors of the Day of Judgment. 
The proudest grandees of the land, on this occasion, 
putting on the sable livery of familiars of the Holy 
Office, and bearing aloft its banners,,condescended to 
act ‘as the escort of its ministers, while the ceremony 
was not unfrequently countenanced by the royal 
presence. . . . The effect was further height- 
ened by the concourse of ecclesiastics in their sacer- 
dotal robes, and the pompous ceremonial which the 
Church of Rome knows so well how to display on 
fitting oocasions, and which was intended to conse- 
crate, as it were, this bloody sacrifice by the author- 
ity of a religion which has expressly declared 
that it desires mercy and not sacritice. Puig- 
blanch, vol. i, chap. 4, says: ‘ The mquisitors, 
after the celebration of an a&o daf6 at Gaudaloupe, 
in 1485, wishing probably to justify those bloody 
executions in the eyes of the people, who had not yet 
become familiar with them, solicited a sign from the 
Virgin (whose shrine in that place is noted all over 
Spain) in teetimony of her approbation of the Holy 
Office. Their petition was answered by such a pro- 
fusion of miracles that Dr. Francis Sanctius de la 
Fuente, who acted as scribe on the qccasion, became 
out of breatb, and, after recording sixty, gave up in 
despair, unable to keep pace with their mavelous 
rapidity.’ 

u The most important actors in the scene were the 
unfortunate oonvicts, who were now disgorged for 
the first time from the dungeons of the tribunals. 
They were clad in coarse woolen garments, styled 
sari--henitos, brought close around the neck and de- 
scending like a /frook down to the knees. These 
were of a yellow color, embroidered. with a saarlef 

. 

. 
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cmse, and well garnished with figures of devile and 
flames of fire, which, typical of the heretic’s destiny 
hereafter, served to make him more odigue in the 
eyes of the superstition@ multitude. The grester 
part of the sufferers were condemned to be Teeon- 
ci&&, the\ manifold meanings of which soft phrase 
has already been explained. Those who were to be 
reZcxed, aa it was called, were deIivered over, a8 im- 
penitent heretics, to t.he secular arm in order to ex- 
piate their offense by the most painful of deaths, 
with the consciou8nes8, still more painful, that they 
were to leave behind them name8 branded with 
infamy and families involved in irretrievable ruin. 

“It is remarkable that a scheme BO monstrous aR 
that of the Inquisition, presenting the most effectual 
barrier probably -that was ever opposed to the prog- 
reati of knowledge, should hav been revived at the 
oloAe of tbe fifteenth century, when the light of civ- 
ilization was rapidly advaucing over every‘part of 
E&pe. It is more remarkable that it should have . 
occnrrcd in Spain, at this time under a government 
which had displayed great religious independence on 
more than one occasion, and which had paid uniform 
regard to the rigbls of its subjects, and pursued a 
generous policy in reference to their intellectual 
culture. Where, we are tempted to aek, when we 
behold the persecution of an innocent, industrious 
pebple for tbe crime of adhesion to the faith of 
their auce&ors, where was the charity which led the 
old Castilian to reverence valor and virtue in an In- 
fidel, though an enemy ? Where the chivalrous self- 
devotion which led the Aragonese monarch, three 
centuries before, to give awup his life in defense of 
the persecuted seataries of Provence ? Where the 
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independent spirit which prompted the Castilian 

1 nobles, during the very last reign, to reject with 

/; s(torn the purposed interference of the pope himself 

1. in their concerns, that they were now reduced to bow 
I 

; * their neck to the few frantio priests, the members of 

1 * an order which, in Spain at leaat, was quite as. con- 
g spicaous for ignorance as tolerance ? True, indeed, 

br . the Castilians and the Aragonese subsequently still 
1 ’ more gave such evidence of their aversion to the 

institution that it can hardly be believed that the 

1 clergy would have succeeded in fastening it upon 

9 
them had they np availed themselves of the popular 

& 
prejudice against the Jews. 

I ’ 
u The sufferings thus heaped upon the heads of 

these unfortunate people were finally requited in 
full measure to the nation that inflicted them. The 
fires of the Inquisition, which were lighted largely 
for the Jews, were detained eventually to consume 
their oppressors. They were still more deeply 

. ’ avenged in the moral intluence of this tribunal, 
which, eating like a pestilent canker into the,heart 
of the monarchy at the very time when it was exhib- 
iting a most goodly promise, left it, at length, a bare 
and sapless trunk. . 

u The number of convicts under the guardianship 
of Torquemada was greatly swelled by the blunders 
of the Dominican monks, who acted as qualificators 
or interpretors of .what constituted heresy, and 
whose ignorance led them frequently to condemn as 
heterodox propositions actually derived from the 
Fathers of the Church. The prisoners for life alone 
became so numerous that it was necessary to assign 
them their own houses as the places of their inoar- 
ceration.:’ 
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As a single inotande of the manner in which the 
business of the Inquisition was conducted, the fol- 
lowing, from “ Christian Mythology,” by Rev. C. 
Sparry, is ‘given : “Dr. Isaac Orobis, a learned 
physician, having beaten a Moorish servant for 
stealing, was accused by him of professing Judaism. 
Without considering the acparent malice of the 
servant, the inquisitors seized the master upon the 
charge. He was kept three years in prison before 
he. had the least intimation of what he was to under- 
go, and then su.ffered the folIowing six modes of 
torture : 

(‘ 1. A coarse linen coat was put on him, and then 
drawu so tight that the ciroulatio<of the blood was 
nearly @topped and the breath almost pressed out of 
his body. After this, the strings were suddenly 
loosened, when the air, forcing its way hastily into 
his lungs, and the blood rushing into its channels, 
he suffered the most incredible pains. 

“2. His tbumbs were tied with small cords se 
hard that the blood gushed out from’under the nails. 

“ 3. He was seated on a bench with his back 
against a wall wherein small iron’pulleys were ilxed. 
Ropes being fastened to several parts of his body 
and limbo, were passed through the pulleys, and, 
being suddenly drawn with great violence, bis whole 
frame was forced into a distorted heap. 

(6 4. After having suffered for a considerable time 
the. pains of the last-mentioned ‘position, the seat, 
was snatched away, and he was left suspended 
against the wall in the most excruciating misery. 
’ u 5. A little instrument with five knobs, and 
which went with springe, being placed near his face, 
he suddenly reoeived five blows upon the cheek that \ 
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l:ut him in F;U& pain a8 to cause him to faint away. 
j (‘6. The Inquisitors fastened ropes around his 
wrists and then drew them about his body. Placing 
him on hie back, with his feet against the wall, they 
pulled with the utmost violence till the cords had 
penetrated to the bones. 

“The last torture ‘he snffered three different 
times, and then lng seventy days before his wounds 
were healed. He wa8 afterwa,rds banished, and, in 
his exile, wrote the account of his sufferings, from 
which theRe details were taken.” Thousands, and 
tens of thousands, of ca6ee as revolting as this, or 
more AO, might be cited, and the details of inquiei- 
torial horrors would be but merely commenced. 

Torquemada pldyed a very active part in the per- 
wcution and expulnion of the Jews and the Moors 
from Spain, during which the greatest enormities 
were committed against those mout unfortunate 
race4 ; but the subject will be detailed Romewhat at 
length in the sketch of Ferdinand and Ieabella. He, 
however, was the prime mover in that nefarions 
enterprise. 

Fearing for his own safety in consequence of out- 
raged human nature at t.he enormities he had com- 
mitted-that he might be poisoned, assassinated, or 
otherwise justly dealt with-Torquemada, the cC con- 
fessor of sovereigns,” went abroad in his old age and 
died at Avila in 1498, at the age of seventy-eight. 
It is greatly to be doubted if a more despicable and 
abhorrent character ever wore the semblance of 
man. Were it possible for the hundreds of thou- 
sands of the wretched victims whom he had sub- 
jected to unutterable torture to confront him after 

, death and visit upon him the weight of their indig- 
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n : tion and revenge, what a horrible, though mer- 
ited, hell he must have endured ! 

Diego de Dega, a Dominican friar, the friend of 

Columbus, the bishop of Seville, Ferdinand’s con- 
feasor and the preceptor of his son John, succeeded 
Torquemaa in 1499. Under his administration, 
1,664 were burned alive, 832 in effigy, and 32,456 
punished in other ways. An insurrection, however, 
in consequence of this extreme cruelty, cut short his 
time of usefulness and caused his removal in L506. 
(Herzog, Real Eacke, xxiii, 332). 

The third inquisitor-general was Cardinal Fran- 
cisco Ximenes de Cisneros, whose term in the office 
continued from 1507 to 1517. In these ten years, 

Llorente computes 2,536 were burned alive, 1,368 
burned iu effigy, and 27,263 punished in other ways. 
Thirrl number inal:ldea those who resided in Aragon. 
(Herzog, R. E., vi, 68'7). 

The Spanish Inquisition4ong exeroised its terrible 

power in Spain, and was effectively planted in the 
Netherlands, Portugal, and even into our own 
America was it introduced soon after its discovery, 

where, however, its rule was hardly as terrible as in 
the Old World. The number of thousands_ of poor 
unfortunates that were subjected to it in the nearly 
five hundred years of its terrible rule are almost 

beyond computation. Victor Hugo, the well known 
French writer, it is said, has estimated that the vic- 

tims of the Inquisition amounted to 5,o00,ooo human 

beings. 
Of all the religions which men have entertained 

in the past four thousand years, none of them, nor 

all of them oombined, have produced suoh a wbole- 

sale and vast amount of terrorism, unhappiness, 



4iY FRO?d BEHIND THE BARS. 
. 

persecution, torture of body and mind, bloodshed, 
carnage, and death, aa has the system of Christianity. 
Its intolerance has been persistent and heartless ; its 

.persecutions have been cruel and relentless ; its wars 
have been' profuse and bloody ; its tpranq over the 
minils of men has been debasing and deadly ; ad 
yet we are solemnly assured that it is God’s own 
scheme, that it is the most merciful and lovely sys- 
tern of religious faith that has ever been devised, 
and that it has done more to promote the progress 
and happiness of mankind than all other influences 
combined. The claim is a false one. 

D. M. B. 
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LETTER IX. 

DEAR READERS OF TEE TRUTH SEEKER: I will 
pow go back some years and give an account of the 
trial, conviction, and punishment of a man who, by 
his’heterddox opinions, incurred the displeasure of 
‘the church. 

In 1409, Thomas Badby, a tailor, was arraigned 
_ before the bishop of Worcester, in England, for 

having asserted that a priest could not convert a 
wafer into the body of Christ. Of course his 
offense was not so great as publishing an Infidel 
paper, nor did he ever have the temerity of address- 
ing a prayer to Christ, on his own hook, through the 
columns of a weekly paper. But the Benedicts of 
those days did not require a very great offense to 
draw down their vengeance, and poor Badby I;aid 
with his life for his boldness. 

On his examination he stoutly maintained his posi- 
tion, refusing to .be coerced into withdrawing his 
blasphemous assertions. He said that it was impos- 
sible for any priest to make the body of Christ; that 
it was ridiculous to imagine that at the Last Supper 
Christ held his own body in his own hand and 
divided it among his disciples, and yet remained 
whole. “ I believe,” said he, (‘in one God ; but if 
every consecrated wafer be a God, then there must 
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be in England not less than twenty thousand God;:.” 
This pieoe of rank heresy in those days was even 

worse than selling “Cupid’s Yokes” is at present, 
for he was at once condemned to death. But yet 
another chance was given him. He was taken before 
the archbishop of Canterbury and again examined 
in t.he proeence of a great number of bishops, the 
duke of York, and several of the first nobility. 
Great exertions were made to have him recant, but 
he conrageously answered that he still maintained 
his heretical opinions, and that no power on earth 
could force him to change them. 

On this the archbishop of Canterbury ratified the 
sentence ,given by the bishop of Worcester. When 
the king had signed the warrant for his death, he 
was taken to Smithfield, and, on the day appointed 
for his execution, he was bound with iron chains, 
fastened to a stake, and had dry wood piled up 

zound him. Again the fiendish members of this 
devilish -society for the suppression of vice and 
crime plied him with arguments, endeavoring to 
tern him from the error of his ways, for well they 
knew that his recantation would redound more to 
the credit of the chur,;h than any punishment they 
might i’nflict. But still he heroically resisted. The 
different biehops and priests who were present took 
tnrns in admonishing, counseling,‘ ani threatening 
him, and one or two even preached to him ; but all 
to no purpose. Belief could not be changed by a 
mere effort of the will.. Finally the prior of the 
convent of St. Bartholemew, in Smith&Id, brought, 
with great solemnity, “the sacrament of God’s 
body,” preceded by twelve torch-bearers, and showed 
the wafer to the poor man at the stake: And then 
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they demanded of him how he believed in it. He 
answered that it was only bread, and not God’s 

body. 
Fire was then put to the wood. After a few 

moments the prince of Wales, who was one of the 
spectators, ordered the fire to be extinguished, and 
asked t,he unfortunate wretch if he would renounce 
his heresy, promising him a yearly pension if he ’ 
would recant. But Badby was immovable, and 
refused the prince’s offer. Again were the fagota 
set on dre, and soon nothing but ashes was left of 
this heretic to offend the purity of the Comstocks, 
Colgates, Bened&@ Cooks, and Bacons of the 
fifteenth century. 

Shortly after this occurrence the death of Sir John . 
Oldcastle, the leader of the Lollards, or Wickliffites, 
in England, was determined upon by the clergy. In 
no other way could they hope to “atamp out” the 
heresy then rapidly gaining ground. Arguments 
were of no more use to support the authority of the 
church in those days than they are at present, and 
force, then ae now, was the .only hope. The power 
of God must be enforced and backed by the might 
of man, or it will not be felt. 

Sir John Oldcastle, baron of Cobham, aa I said 
before, was the leader and protector of the Lollards ; 
and in order to bring him into disfavor with the 
king, the clergy accused him of being engaged in 
conspiracies to overturn the state. It was even 
reported that the Lollards intended to murder the- 
king, together with the princes, his brothers, and 
most of the lords, temporal and spiritual, in hopes 
that the confusion which must necessarily arise in 
the kingdom after such a ,massaore would pro\e 

L / 
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favorable to their religion. A false rumor was 
spread that Sir John Oldcastle had got together 
twenty thousand men at St. Giles’s, near London, a 
place then overgrown with bushes. The king him- 
self went thither at midnight, with a body of troops, 
and finding no more than about a hundred unarmed 
persons, who had assembled there for some religious , 
purpose, he attacked them and killed all but a few, 
who made good their escape, excepting a few who 
were made prisoners. These prisoners were after- 
wards examined, and prevailed upon by threats, 
promises, and even torture, to confess whatever the 
clergy desired, and of course accusations against 
Oldcastle soon took definite sh?>e. 

Upon the strength of the oonfessions extorted 
from the wretchzd prisoners by the clergy, the king 
was convinced of the guilt of Sir John, and he 
offered a large rewa.rd for his capture, with a prom- 
ise of perpetual exemption from taxation of any 
town which should. secure him. Sir John was soon 
apprehended and imprisoned in the Tower ; but 
escaping from thence, he fled into Wales, where he’ 
long concealed himself. But being seized by one ’ 
Lord Powis he was brought back to London, to the 
great joy of the clergy, who were highly incensed 
against him and resolved to sacrifice him, to strike 
terror’into the rest of the Lollards. Sir John was a 
man of extraordinary merit, having been sheriff of 
Hertfordshire and member of Parliament ; but pot- 
withstanding this fact, he was condemned to be 
banged up by the waist with a chain and burnt 
aiive. This most barbarous sentence was executed 
amidst the curse; and-imprecations of the priests and 

4 . 

l 
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monks, who used their utmost endeavors to prevent (I 
people from praying for him. 

Such was the tragical end of Sir John Oldcastle, 
whose only crime was having dared to think for 
himself in matters of religion ; and such would be 
the fate of all Freethinkers, even at this late day, 
should the church regain the power it so monstrously 
abused. 

Not satisfied with the single death of Oldcastle, 
the clergy induced Parliament to make fresh statute3 
against the Lollards. It was enacted, among other 
things, that ‘( whosoever read the Scriptures in 
English should forfeit lands, chattels, goods, and 
life, and be condemned as heretics to God, enemies 
to the &own, and traitors to the kin@om ; that they 
should not have the benefit of any sanctuary ; and 
that, ,if they continued obstinate, or relapsed after 
being pardoned, they should first be hanged for / 
treason against the king, and then burned for heresy 
against God.” This act was no sooner passed than 
a violent persecution was raised against the Lollards. 
Several of them were burnt alive, scme fled the 
kingdom, and,ot,hers abjured their religion to escape, 
the torments prepared for them. 

In 1509, Henry VIII. succeeded to the throne of 
England. In the beginning of his reign, several per- 
sons were brought into the bishops’ or ecclesiastical 
courts charged with Lollardism. At one time forty- 
eight were’accused, but of these, forty-three abjured, 
and four men and one womau were condemned. The 
woman’s htisband and her two sons were brought aa 
witnesses against her. The crime charged against 
these unfortunates was not CC obscenity,” but unbe- 
lief, They believed that the eucharist was nothing 
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but common bread ; that priests had no more power 
with the Almighty than other people ; that images 
ought not to be worshiped, and that there wai no 
virtue in holy water nor holy bread. Of course the 
priests, to show that they had extraordinary power, 
burned them at the stake. Like the clergy of the 
preuent day, they thought that heresy and unbelief 
could be “stamped out ” by punishing the chief 
offenders. But they were only sowing the seed of 
the Reformation that soon spread over England. 
And the bigoted clergy of this country, backed by 
their dupes and judicial accomplices, are only sowing 
seed fr_om which will spring a reformation that will 
sweep them, as a privileged class, out of existence. 

Several other-executions in the same place (Smith- 
field) followed those last mentioned, and for similar 
causes-unbelief and heresy. But the Reformation 
ROOK gained such strength that the tables were 
turned, and those who were most active in burning 
others wera themselves made to suffer the punish- 
ment of their monstrous crimes. The king, himself 
a monster of iniquity, busied himself in reforming 
others: It is strange that those who lead the most 
wicked and debauched lives are so ready and enger 
to superintend the private morals of others. 

A visitation of the various monasteries and other 
religious houses throughout the kingdom was made, 
which resulted in the discovery of uo much vice, 
crime, and debauchery that the houses and religious 
orders, to the number of over a hundred, were sup- 

pressed. Many of the clergy were beheaded for 
their crimes and enormities, and among them so 
punished were several priors and abbots. 

The suppression of these monasteries dircloecd Lo 
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t.he world many impostures about pretended relics 
and wonderful images, to which pilgrimages had 
been made. It is strange how blind people become 
when once they Rubmit to the teachings of the 
prieqts. At a place called Reading was preserved 
the wing of an angel, who, according to the monks, 
brought to England the point of the spear that 
pierced the side of Christ while on the cross ; and as 
many pieces of the real cross were found as, when 
joined together, would make half a dozen. 

~The “ Rood of Grace,” in Kent, had been much 
esteemed, and had drawn many pilgrims to it on 
account of its posues&g the power of bowing its 
brad, rolling its eyes, smiling, and frowning, to the 
great n&oniPhmcnt of the credulous multitude, who 
imputed to it divine power ; but all this was now 
discovered to be a cheat. It was taken to London, 
and its mode of working, by means of concealed 
Bpringe, etc., exhibited to the public. 

At a plaoe called Hales, in Gloucester&hire, &me 
of the blood of Christ was shown in a vial, and it 
was claimed that none could eee, it who were in mor- 
tal sin. Those who could bestow liberal presents 
were, of course, gratified by being led to believe 
that they were in a Rtate of grace. This miracle was 
discovered to consist in the blood of a duck, renewed 
every week, put in a vial very thick on one side and 
tbiuon the other. Either side wa8 turned towards 
the pilgrim, aa the priests were Ratisfied or not with 
his oblations. Several other similar impostures were’ 
discovered. 

Though the king had now been excommunicated 
by the pope as aheretic, he wa8 as bigoted and in- 
tolerant ;u3 it was possible for man to be. There 
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were many points in common in the character of 
.Henry VIII. and the pope, and many points in their 
religious beliefs were identical ; and Henry was just 
as zealous in rooting out heresy in his dominions as 
he could have been’if acting under the direct in- 

’ strnctions of the pope. 
Oue John Lambert, a teacher of languages in 

London, was brought before the bishops’ court to 
. defend certain writings of his. In this court Henry 

was seated on his throue, having determined to hear 
the case in person. The bishop of Chichester was 

.commanded to open the case. After a long oration, 
the bishop stated that although the king p&d abol- 
ished the papal authority in England, it was not to 
be supposed that he would allow heretics with im- 
punity to disturb and trouble the church of which 
he was the head. He had, therefore, determined to 
punish all schismatics ; and being willi@g to have 
the advice of his bishops and counselors on so great 
au occasion, had assembled them to hear the argu- 
ments in the present case. * 

The oration being concluded, the king ordered 
Lambert to declare his opinion as to the sacrament 
of tho Lord’s Supper, which he did by denying it to 
be the body of Christ. The king then commanded 
Archbishop Cranmer to refute his assertions, which 
the latter attempted, but was interrupted by Gardi- 
ner, bishop of Winchester, who was acting as a sort 
of prosecuting attorney. Gardiner, being unable to 
bring argument to his aid, sought by abuse and vir- 
ulence to overpower his antagonist, who was not 
allowed to answer the taunts and insults of the 
bishop. Several other bishops then each made a 
speech in attempted confutation of one of the argu- 
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menta advanced by Lambert in his writings ; but hi 
was not permitted to say a word in defense. 

TImreader will notice a similarity in this method 
of trying a heretic to the method adopted by some 
of the judges in our United States courts in cases of 
the same kind. Possibly this trial of Lambert was 
used as a precedent for eome of our modern trials ; 
and any person familiar with court curtoms knows 
the power of precedent, particnlarly when it servea 
to furfher private ends or please poserrul friends. 

When the trial was over, Lambert .rlot having had 
an opportunity to defend himself, wnc, of coursr, 
found guilty, and condemnqd to be burned at the 
stake at Smithfield. 

The manner of his death was dreadful ; forlafter 
his !ee;s were consumed and burnt up to the stumps, 
and but a small fire was left under bim, two of the 
inhuman monsters who stood on each side of him I 
pierced him with their halberts, and lifted him up as 
far as the chains would reach, then dropping him, 
forced him down among the embers, and there held 
him until life was extinct. Meanwhile the clergy 
stood by, gloating over his sufferings, even as their 
bigoted successors of this age.gloat and rejoice over’ 
the undeserved sufferings of those whom their looh 

have consigned to the only punishment allowed to 
be inflicted for heresy in these religiously half-civil- 
ized times. 

In March, 154.5, a lady named Anne Askew made 
herself offensive to the church authorities in England 
by too freely expressing her disbelief in certain theo- 
logical doctrines. She was taken into custody, but 
nothing being proved against her sufficiently ciam$- 

ilrg to justify her punishment, she WAS releamk 
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After ample preparations had been made by the 
church peop!e, she was again arrested, and this time 
the sneaking informers and decoy agents made sure 
of their victim. Enough evidence was produced to 
convict her of heresy. She was sentenced to be 
burnt at SmithG’-’ where SD many others had suf- 
fered the: same fate _or a like offense. But first her 
prosecutors, the preservers of the people’s virtue, 
determined to ascertain to what extent her teachings 
had corrupted the morals of her friends. To this 
end she was placed on the rack, tortured till she 
fainted, aud, on her recovery, threatened with severer 
punishment if she did not reveal the names of those 
who sha:ed her opinions. The Lord Chancellor of 
England devoted’ several hours of his precious time 
to an attempt 1 o extort from this unfortunate woman 
sr:me statement that would implicate others. She 
was again put to the rack and tortured till her joints 
were almost torn asunder ; and not till death threat- 
ened to end her sufferinga, and thus deprive her pious 
judges and persecutors of the pleasure of seeing her . 
burnt at the stake, did they release her from the rack. e 
On the day appointed for her execution she was 
carried to Smithfield in a chair, being unable to walk 
from the effects of the tortures she had undergone. 
When she-arrived’at the stake ehe was fastened to it 
by a chain around her body. Three other persons 
were brought to suffer with her for the same offense 
-Nicholas Belinian, John Adams, and John Lacels. 
The heretics being all chained to the stake, a sermon 
was preached to them by the chaplain appointed for 
that duty, one Dr. Shaxton, the torch was applied, 
and shortly after, the Lord Mayor of London, in 
pursuance of his official duty, cried, with a loud 
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voice, over their smouldering ashes, “ E%al jtcsticia.” 4 
There was once a man named Benet-he spelled 

his name differently from mine-who lived in Devon- 
shire, England, about the year 1524. This Benet had 
opiuions of his own concerniug theological subjects, 
and ocoa-ionally he took occasion to express those 
opinions. For this he incurred the displeasure of the . 
clergy, as such men generally do. He supported 
himaelf and wife by teaching school, and was of 
quiet behavior, courtesus nature, humble to all men, 
and tried to avoid giving offense to any one. But 
seeing the control that the clergy were obtaining 
over the minds of the people, aod the resulting deg- 
radation of all classes, he made bold to write some of 
his opinion’s on some’ sheets of paper and fasten them 
to the door3 of the cathedral. These bills being 
found, the clergy were alarmed, and search was made 
for the heretic who had nailed them up. Orders 
were given that sermons should he preached every 
day to confute this heresy. Benet, keeping his 
secret, repeated his strategem several times. The 
priests, being unable to discover the perpetrator of 
these horrible crimes, determined to make his damna- i 
tion sure, so they excommunicated him. As this 
proceeding may seem rather interesting to my read- _ 
ers, I will try to describe the performance. The fob 
lowing is the curse uttered by the priest : 

“By the authority of God the Father Almighty, 
and of the blessed Virgin Mary, of St, Peter and 
Paul, and of the IIoly Saints, we excommunicate, 
‘we utterly curse and ban, commit‘and deliver to the 
dt!vil of hell, him or her, whatsoever he or she be, 
that have, in spit6 of all holy saints, and in spite of 
our moat holy father, the pope, God’6 vicar here on 
earth, and in spite of the reverend father in God, 



490 FROM BEBIND T&E BARB. 

c 
L 

1 . 
John, our diocesan, and the worshipful canons, 

1 

masters, and priests, and clerks, which serve God 
daily in this cathedral church, fixed up with wax such 
eursed and heretical bills full of blasphemy, upon the 

, doors of this and other holy churches within this 
city. Excoiumnnicate plainly be he or she plenally. 

; Oi* tllisy an1 delivered over to the devil, as perpetual 
r malefadtors and scbiamatios. Accursed might they 

1 
be, and given body and soul to the devil. Cursed _ 

i ’ be ther, he. or she, in oilies, and iowns, in fields, in 

! 

ways, ‘in laths, in houses, OUL of houses, and in all 
o.her p&es, standing, lying, or rising, walking, 

. running, making, sle p’ng, c-ating, d; inking, and 
whn+soerer thing they do besides. We aeparate 
them, him, or her fr,m the threshold, and from all 
the good p~ycrs of the church, from the participa- 
tiun of the holy mass, from all sacraments, chapels, 
and abars, from holy bread and holy water, from all 
the merits of God’s priests and religious men, and 
f~ om all I heir cloisters, from all their pardons, priv- 
ilc::es, grallt*, and immunities which all the holy 
fathers-popes of Rome-have granted to them ; 
anll we give them over utterly to the power of the 
~jcnd, and let us quench their souls, if they be dea 1, 
this ni& in the pains of hell-tire, as this candle is 
now quenched and put out ” (and wit h that. he put 
out oi:e of the candles ;) “and let us pray to God 
(if they bc alive) that their eyes may be put out, as 
this candle li+t is” 
candle) ; 

(he then put out the other 
“and let us pray to God, and to our lady, 

and to St. Peter aud Paul, and all holy saints, that 
I . all the senses of their bodies may fail them, a.nd that 

they may have’ no feeling, as now the light of this 
. candle is gone” (he put out the third candle) 

‘( except they, he, or she ccnme openly now and oon- 
frss tlmir blasphemy, and by rcpenlance (as in them 
shall lit) make satisfaction unto G(ld, onr lady, St. 
Peter, and the wor.+hipful company of thi+ cathedral 
church ; and as lhis holy cross sraff now falieth 
down, so might they, except they repent and show 
themselves.” 
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The next day he was examined by the canons of 
the cathedral and the magistrates, and confessed he 
put up the bills. The next day after that he was 
sent to prison, where he was put in the stocks and 
strong irons. Iii* houl;e was searched for books and _ , 
his wife i!l-treated by tho officers employed. He 
was argued with for several days, but being obsti- 
nato in hia faith he was finally burnt. 

i 

William Tindall was another one who did not 
believe the pope wae the vicar of God. For this, _ 
adcording to the decree of the emperor at Augs- 
burgh, he wau tied to. the stake, strangled, and 
burnt. This was in 1536. 

Patrick Hamilton, of Scotland, was another man 
whose pnachiug was too powerful for the church of 
God to stand. He was burnt at the stake in the year 
152'1. 

In 1543 the archbishop of St. Andrews, in making 
the tour of his diocese, found six persons accused of 
heresy; They were William Anderson, Robert 
Lamb, James Finlayson, James Hunter, James 
Raveleson, and Helen Stark, They were burnt. 

George Wisbart was condemned to death by the 
archbishop of Glasgow for the crime of disbelieving 
in popery. He was burnt at the stake in the usual 
Christian manner. 

Henry VIII. of England, that royal monster, wae 
the founder and first head of the church of England. 
He waqted such a church for his own use, and hav- 2 
ing the power and materials he made a church to 

4 -L 

suit his purposes. Tiring of his first wife, Catherine 
I 

‘! 
of Aragon, who was tive years his senior, and being 1 

refused a divorce by the pope, he became his own 
pope. Throwing Catherin,, aside, he married Anne 
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Boleyn, one of the queen’s maids of honor ; and by 
the persecutions of Henry, the unfortunate Catber- 
iue ended her days in misery and wretchsdness. 
Four months after the death of Catherine, Anne 
Boleyn was hertelf divorced and brought to the 
b’ol-k, charged with adultery and high treason. The 
founder of Episcopalianism had already tired of his 
young wife and waned another. On the next 
morning after the dcatth of lJiS second wife, Ilenry 
married Jane Symour. She died in giving birth to ’ 
Edward VI. in 1537, When Henry was informed 
by the attendant physicians that either child or 
mother would have to die, and asked which he 
wished saved, he replied, “The child, by all means, 
for other wives can easly be found.” To make a 
loug s!orp chart, Henry divorced two of his six 
wives, and cut off the heads of two others. Yet the 
iii\. orce and murder of his wives nere not the great- 
ML of hi? offenses and crimes. It was as dangerous 
to acknowledge the p’ pe in England as it was, to be 
Henry’rr wife. Catholics were burnt for recognizing 
the pope, and all Protes!ants who refused to recog- 
nize Hdnry as the head of the church shared the 
came fate. Of this monster, Dickens says, “The 

I plain truth is that he was a most intolerable ruffian, 
a disgrace to human nature, aud a blot of blood and 
greabe Upon. the history of ‘England.” Yet it is to - 
hU&meU that our pious Christian friends look up as 
saints, leaders, and exemplars. 

When Queen Nary ascended the throne, she de- 
clarrad her intention of burning every Protestant in 
England. A letter, iu her handwriting, containing - 
this declaration, is now in the British Museum. . 
The first to feel the flames for opinion’s Fake during 
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her reign was Johu Rogers. He had the temerity to 
avow his belief th&t the pope was Antichrist. For 
this he was singled out to be an example to all those 
who should refuse to comply with the demands of 
the Romish clergy, who were now in the ascendant. 
He was tried for heresy, and made an elaborate de- 
fense. He showed that the atatute under which he 
was prosecuted had never been legally pa8sed ; and 
that even if it was, it was contrary to justice, a,s the ’ 
clergy had no right to persecute those who differed 
from them in opinion. But such consid&ations 
never did and never will have weight with God’s 
anointed. Where the church has power, justice is . 
an accident. Rogers wa8 declared to be an obsti- 
nate heretic; and on the 4th of February, 1555, he 
was taken from his cell at Newgate, where he had 
been con6ned among thieves, robbers, and murder- 
ers, esoorted to Smithfield, chained to a stake, and 
burnt to ashes in the presence of his wife and 
eleven children. And this wag done in the name of 
justice and religion, by Christians fully a8 pious 
and zealous as Cook, Colgate, and Parson Newman; 
but, their power wa8 greater. 

The next per8on who suffered in this reign was 
Laurence Sanuders, a clergyman. Hi8 chief offenso 
WDB that he exposed and denounced the evils of the 
celibacy of the clergy, for at that time, according to 
the Rev. John Fox, u the priests, being denied the 
privilege of marria,ge, seduced the wives and daugh- 
ters of many of the My, and filled the nation with 
bastard.8.” But even marriage has not proved a 
remedy for that evil in this country. Saunders wae 
arrested and placed in prison, where he was kept 
for fifteen month; At the expiration of that time 
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he was taken before the oouncil and tried for her- 
. e~y. Of course he was convicted ; and the law of 

God, a9 interpreted by the prejudice of bigots, con- 
demned him to be burnt. He was taken to Coven- 
try, fastened to tbe stake, the fagots lighted, and 
aeon the pious Christians who surrounded him, 
“ doing God’s work,” rejoiced at the horrible death 
of ene who had dared to express opinions qontrary 
to their own. 

In America, Remando Cortez was one of the first 
to enforce the law of God, aa laid down by the 
clergy. He began operations in Mexico, in 1519. 
‘lhose whom he could not convert he killed. The 
Rev. C. Sparry, a writer of some note, says: “In the 
space of twelve years, from the first landing of Cor- 
tei on the continent of America to the entire reduo- 
tion of.the populous empire of Mexico, the amazing 
number of four millions of Mexicans perished 
through the unparalled barbarity of the Spatiardti.” 
And their only crime ww a disbelief in the Chri~tian’s 
God. ( 1 

Pizarro was another of those who coneidered it 
their duty to employ fire and sword to bring unbe- 
levers to the “ true religion,” that religion whose 
beauties and humaniziug effects are made so mani- 
fest to those who doubt its truth. He massacred or 
burnt at the stake all who offered him the least 
oppoaition. He killed and ravaged and robbed in 
the name of the church, and the church indoreed his 
deeds by eagerly accepting her share of the epoils, 
and confirming his disposal of an enslaved people. 

In 1555, one Dr. Hooper, of London, was brought 
before Chancellor Gardiner to be tried for heresy. 
He I,al drnicd that the pope was Ihrs head of the 
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church, and the power of the law was invoked to 
compel him to recant or to punieh him for his unbe- 
lief. He had been tried once before on the game. 
charge, and had been confined in the’ Fleet prison 
for eighteen months. At the trial Dr. Hooper dc- 
fended his position with great ability, which only 
added to his crime in tbo estimation of his judges. 
He was pronounced guilty, and sentenced to be 
burnt at the stake. It is noticeable that death by 
fire has ever. been the favorite punishment for 
heresy. He was taken to Gloucester, where he bad 
formerly resided, and prepared for death. He was 
stripped naked, a pound of-gunpowder was placed 
between his legs, and the same quantity under each 
arm; three chains were then fixed around him, one 
at his neck, one at his mid-ddle, and the third at. 
his legs, and with these he was fastened to the 
stake. Fire was then put to the fagots, but they 
being green burnt slowly, and be suffered inexpress- 
ible tormenta. At length the powder ignited, and 
his sufferings were ended. The majesty of the law 
was vindicated, and the pious Christians bad done 
their duty to their peculiar deity. 

’ Dr. Rowland Taylor was the next victim. He was 
tried before the zealous Chancellor Gardiner for cor- 
rupting the morals of the people of England* by 
t&ching doctrines contrary to those of the Romish 
church. Gardiner, who was a model Christian 
judge, readily found him guilty, and sentenced him 
to be burnt. He was taken from London, the place 
of his trial, to Oldham, in Essex, where he was to be 
exeauted. While traveling, his head had been cov- 
ered by a close hood having holes for hi? eyes. and 
month. Upon arriving at Oldham~ be tore the hood 
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from his face and attempted to speak to the specta- 
tora, many of whom were his friends ; but the 
officers thrust sticks into his mouth, and threatened 
to cut his tongue out unless he kept silent. He was 
placed in a barrel partly filled with pitch, which had 
been prepared by those who had been commanded - 
to love their enemies j and fire being set to_ tho 
pitch, he writhed in terrible agony, till one of the 
officers, more humane than the rest, knooked out his 
brains with a halberd. Then thanks were given to 
God that another heretic had met hrs doom. 

Then came the turn of Thomas Tomkins, who 
wa8 tried by Bishop Bonner for heresy. During 
his imprisonment he was frequently visited by this 
God-fearing bishop, who often beat him, and with 
his own hands tore the beard from his face beaause 
he refused to assent to the doctrine of transubstan- * 
tiation. Subsequently this good bishop took hold 
of hi8 wrist and held his hand in the flame of a oan- 

’ dle till it was charred to a crisp. Tomkins was 
finally burnt at Smithfield. 

William Hunter, a young weaver of London, had 
the courage to differ with a priest concerning the 
value of the sacraments. For thie he waB taken be- l 

fore the Con&tory court at St. Pauls, tried, and 
fourid guilty of heresy. The bishop before whom 
he was tried condemned him to be burnt at the 
stake, and on the 27th of March, 1555, the sentence 
wae oarried into execution. On the same day two 
other persons were burnt for the same offense- 
Thomas Higbed, who was executed at Horndon, and 
Thomas Causton, who met his fate at Rayleigh. 

On the very next day William Pigot and Stephen 
Knight were burnt to death under the dire&on of 
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that pious Christian, Bishop Bonner, the former at 
Braintree, in Essex, and the latter at Malden, in the 
same county ; and on March 29th John Lawrence 
suffered death by fire at Colchester. He was 
carried td the place of execution in a chair, being 
unable to walk, from the effects of tortures inflicted 
by the above-named bishop. The chair was fastened 
to the stake, and he was soon beyond the reach of 
further persecutions. 

Scarcely a d8y passed by in those times without 
the execution of a heretic-all according to law, and 
after what was called a fair trial. On March 30th 
Dr. Robert Farrar was burnt at the stake in the 
&arket place at Carmalhhen, in Wales, according to 
the sentence of the bloody Chancellor Gardiner. 

On the same day, March 30th, Rawlins White, a 
poor fisherman of South Wales, who was in his 
sixtieth year, and had always borne an excel!ent 
reputation, was burnt for unbelief, having been 
condemned to suffer that horrible death by the pious 
bishop of Llandaff. 

George Marsh was tried in the cathedral church 
of Chester, before the bishop of that city, on the 
ohargq of preaahing and publishing heresy. He was 
found guilty, and on the 4th of April, 1555, he pep 
ished at the stake in a little village called Spittle- 
Boughton, near Ohester. 

Even the women did not escape in this Christian 
crusade against heresy. Those monsters in human 
form, the bishops and clergy, filled with the Bible 
spirit of vengeance against unbelievers, embraced 
every opportunity of exercising their criielty, 
tyranny, and usurpation. Neither age nor sex was 
spared in their bigoted zeal, and nothing seemed to 
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give them the least feelings of humanity. Love of 
God was synonymous with hatred of mankind. 

The bishop of Rochester czuPed one Margaret 
Polley td be brought before him on a charge of 
heresy. Her offense was disbelief in the dogma of 
transubstantiat,ion. She was known as a charitable 
and humane woman, but her candid replies to the 
bishop’s questions sealed her doom ; and in July, 
1555, she was taken to Tunbridge, where ihe flames 
silenced forever one whom the clergy could not con- 
vinoe. And with these facts staring them in the 
face, the clergy of the same chnrch proclaim their’ 
faith a religion of love and mercy. 
’ Robert Samuel was burned at the stake in 1555. 
He had geeen confined in a close prison for months, 
chained to a post in such a manner th+t he was com- 
pelled to sustain the whole weight of his body on 
his toes. Besides this he was kept without food for 
twelve days at a time, being allowed but three 
spoonfuls of water each day. It is no surprise t6 
learn that, his torturers and condemners were Bishop 
Hopton, of Norwich, and Chancellor Dunning. 

About the same time that Mr. Samuel suffered 
death, several others shared the same fate for the 
same offense-refusing to aooept the dogmas of the 
church. William Allen, a laborer, was burnt at 
Walsingham; Thomas Cob,’ a butcher, suffered the 
same death at Thetford-a place that afterward 
gave birth to one of the brightest intellects of the 
world, Thomas Paine. 

In September of the same year Roger Coo, a 
gray-haired man, tottering on the verge of the 
grave, was burnt to death at Yexford, in Suffolk,- 
by order of the bishop of Norwich, for refusing to 
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receive the sacrament. Pour others suffered about 
the same time at Canterbury, viz., George Cotmer, 
Robert Streator, Anthony Burward, and George 
Brodridge. 

Robert Glover, of Coventry, and Cornelius Bon- 
gey, of the same place, were tried for heresy and 
condemned to death by the bishop of Litchfteld and 
Coventry, aud on the 20th of September, 1555, these 
two men were made a burnt-offering to the 
Almighty. William Wolsey and Robert Pigot 
were sacrificed in the same manner on the 16th of 
the succeeding month. . 

Two of the most notable cases of persecution and 
murder for opinion’s sake, under the forms of law, 
were those of Hugh Latimer, bishop of Woroester, 
an*1 Nicholas Rid!ey, bishop of London. These two 
prelates were tried for heresy before the bishop of I 
Lincoln, and, refusing to stultify themselves by pro- ’ 
fessing to believe what they did not, they were found 
guilty and condemned to death. They were fastened 
to stakes with chains and staples, a bag of gunpowder 
_was hung to the neck of each, green fagots were 
piled up aroand them, and the torch was applied. 
The legs of the poor wretches were almost entirely 
consumed before the dames reached the gunpowder, . 
hut, when that exploded their sufferings were over. 
Meanwhile the godly workers for the cause of Christ 
stood by and gloated over their suffering% 

About the end of October, 1555, John Webb, * 
George Roper, and Gregory Parke, three men who 
denied that the bread and wine underwent any trans- 

.formation into the body and blood of deity, were 
burnt at the stake at Canterbury. 

In Deoember t\f the same year William Wisemaa 
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a11d James Gore died in prison, where they were 
confined for differing in opinion with thewlergy. It 
is said that Wiseman was started to death. 

In Smithfield, on the 18th of December, 1555, 

John Philpot, a gentleman of much learning, was 
burnt at the stake for refusing to be governed in 
matters of faith by the priests and their tools, the 
judges. 

Archbishop Cranmer, who is revered as a saint by 
” Protestants, was noted for his zeal iu persecuting 

Catholics when he was in power ; but he, in his turn, 
tasted the bitter tnd of the fruits of Christianity. 
Under Henry VIII. he had almost unlimited power * 
over the consciences of the Englibh, but upon the 
accession of Mary to the throne he got what he had 
been so willing to give others-impriednment, and 
death at the stake. He was burnt at Oxford, March 
21, 1556, at the age of 67. 

Two days after the death of Cranmer three other 
men were burnt at a place between Salisbury &nd 
Wilton. Their names were John Maundrel, William 
Coberly, and John Spicer, and their offense was the 
usual one-heresy. Truly the religion of Christ is a 
religion of love and mercy ! 

-Six honest men, Richard and Thomas Spurg, John 
Cavill, George Ambrose, Robert Drake, and William 
Tims, were tried for heresy in the Consistory court 
iu St. Paul’s church, London, before the bishop of 
London. They were charged with the terrible crime 
of teaching erroneous opinions. They were found 
guilty, and on the 14th of April; 1556, they were all 
chained to the same stake in the town of Smithfield , 
-a place whose name ehould bring a blush to the 

. 



FE33Y BEBIND TKE BAILS. 601 

cheek of every Chrietian-and were consumed in the 
same fire.’ 

In this same year John Careless, a weaver, of 
Coventry, died in the King’s Bench prison, after two 
years’ imprisonment, and thus escaped a horrible 
death at the stake. 

Julius Palmer, John Gwiu, and Thomas Askine 
were chained to the same stake at Newbnry, in 
Berk*hire, and after being cruelly beaten in the face 
with fagots by the pious followers of Christ who 
surrounded them, were burnt to death. They re- 
fused to believe in purgatory. This was in July, 
1556. 

On July 18th, 1556, ihree women-Cathorine 
Cawches, an old lady, Guillemine Gilb;rt, and Pero- 
tine Massey, her two daughters, and an infant son 
of Mrs. Massey-were burnt to death in Guernsey. 
Their offense was a refusal to attend church. The 
most horrible feature of this fiendish affair was that 
Mrs. Massey gave birt,h to the infant while chained 
to the stake and suffering the agony of the damned 
from the flames that were consuming her. By order 
of the pioas officer in charge of this brutal execu- 
tion, whose sense of justice, tempered with bigotry, 
was fully as acute as that of Judge Benedict, the 
infant wae thrown back into the fire, whence it‘had 
fallen, and was there consumed with its mother. 
The trnth of this statement might we11 be doubted 
were it not that the official record of this transaction 
may be found among the English state documents. 

As if the above-mentioned barbarity was not 
enough for one day, two men and one woman were 
burnt at the stake at Grinstead, in Sussex, on the 
same 18th of July. 
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One Thomas Moore, aged twenty-four years, 
asserted that he believed God was in heav&,and not 

‘in the pis, or wafer-box. For this he was tried and 
found guilty of heresy, and on the 26th of June, 
1556, he was burnt at the stake, in the town of Lei- _ 
center. 

It appears from the records of those times that 
very few days passed -without a human burnt-offer- 
ing being sacrificed to the Lord.. On the 1st of 
August, 1556, Joan Waste, an old blind woman of 
Derby, was burnt at the stake for heresy. She was 
I ondemned to this horrible death by pious Bishop 
B.tyn, of Lichfield. 

On September 8th, 1556, oue Edward Sharp was 
burnt at Bristol. 

On the twenty-fourth of the same month, John 
H,irt and Thomas Ravendale were burnt at Mayfield, 
in Sussex. 

The nest day was celebrated by the death of a 
young carpent,er by fire at Bristol. 

John Horn and a woman whose name is not re- 
corded were burnt in Gloucestershire on the 27th of 
the same month. These deaths were all for heresy 
--difference of opinion. 

Among the last who suffered death for opinion’s 
sake in the bloody year of 1556, were Bve persona 
who were cruelly starved to death in Canterbury 
castle. Their names were William Foster, Alice 
Potkins, John Archer, John Clark, and Dustan 
Chittenden. 

The bloody Christian transactions of the year 
1557 were opened by the burning.of. ten men who 
had been confined in the same prison with 
who were starved to death. Their names 

those 
were 
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Stephen Kemp, William Waterer, W. Prouting, W. 
Lowick, Thomas Hudson, William Hay, Thomae 
Stephens, John Philpot, Nicholas Final, and Mat- 
thew Bradbridge. The first six were burnt at Can- 
terbury on the 16th of January j Stephens and Phil- 
pot suffered the next day at Wye ; and Final and 
Bradbridge on the ‘succeeding day at Ashford. All 
were heretics. 

The fires of Smithfield were again lighted on the 
12th of April, 1557, when Thomas Loseby, Henry 
Ramsey, Thomas Thyrtell, Margaret Hyde, and 
Agnes ‘Stanley were burned They had been tried 
and found guilty by the bishop of London 

In St. George’s Fields, near London, Stephen 
Gratwick, William Morant, and John King suffered 
death by fire in May, 1557. 

At Maidstone, on June 18, 155’7, five women and 
two men were burnt for heresy. Their names were 
as follows : Joan Bradbridge, Walter and Petronll 
Appleby, Edmund and Catherine Allin, Mrs. Mann- 
ing, and a blind girl named Elizabeth. 

On the 22d of December of the same year, John 
Rough, a Scotchman, and Margaret Maring, of Lon-’ 
don, were taken to Smithfield, tied to the same 
stake, and burnt in the same fire. They had refused 
to be orthodox. 

Robert Mills, Stephen C jtton, Robert Dines, 
Sephen Wright, John Slade, and William Pikes 
were caught praying together in a field near Isling- 
ton. ,As their prayers were not those prescribed by 
the church, they were tried for heresy, condemned, 
and on the 14th of July, 1558, they were burnt at 
the stake. 

A few days after the last-mentioned Christian ex- 
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*ecu&n, seven other persons, caught at the same 
time and in the same act,.were burnt at Smithfit Id. 
Several of them were severely beaten with iron rods 
before being consigned to the flames. 

A woman named Elizabeth Prest was burnt for 
heresy at Exeter, shortly after the casea mentioned 
above. ’ 

The death of Queen May, in 1658, put an end to 
the burnings and butcheries of the Catholics in 
England ; but when the Protestants came into 
power they hastened to retaliate. Elizabeth was as 
bitter against the Catholics as Mary had been 
against the Protestants. 

Elizabeth, being the head of the church, appointed 
a (‘court of high commission,” consisting mostly of 
bishops, to punish all who did not conform to her 
creed. This commission Kas empowered to have 
6ccontrol over the opinions of all men,” and had 
power to extort evidence by prison or the rack. 
These bishops sent hundreds to the racks in order 
to extort; confessions from them; and on these con- 
fessions many of them were put to death. 

At this time it wau death to ordain a Catholic 
priest in the kingdom ; it was death for a Catholio 
priest to come into England from abroad ; it was 
death to harbor a priest ; it was death to confess to a 
priest ; it was death for a priest to say mass ; it was 
death for any one to hear. mass ; it was death to 
deny, or not to swear, if called on to do so, that 
Elizabeth was the head of the church of Cbrist ; it 
was an offense punishable by fme not to go to the 
Protestant church. For those who remained from 
church altogether, this fine amounted to over sixteen 
thousand doL+rs per year. Thousands upnn thou- 
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sands refused to go to the law-church; and thus the 
head of the church sacked thouaanda upon thousands 
of estates! The poor conscikntious Catholica who 
refused to go to church, and who had no money to 
pay fines, were crammed into the jails until the 
counties petitioned to be relieved from keeping 
them. They were then discharged, being first pub- 
lic!y whipped, and having their ears bored with a 
red-hot iron. But this not answering the purpose, 
an act was passed to banish for life all these non- 
goers to church, if they were not worth twenty 
pounds; and, in case of return, they were to be pun- 
ished with death. 

, 

The names of the persons put to death merely for 
being Catholics during the reign of Elizabeth would 
form a long list. The usual mode of inflicting death 
was to hang the victim for a short time, just to 
benumb his, Jr her faculties, then cut down and 
instantly rip open the belly and tear out the heart, 
and hold it up ; fling the bowels into the fire ; then 
chop off the head and cut the body into quarters ; 
then boil the head and quarters, and then hang them 
up at the gates of cities, or other conspicuous places. 
This was done to many htmdreds of persons, merely 
for adhering to the church in which they had been 
born and bred. There were one hundred and eighty- 
aeven ripbed up and boiled in England in the years 
from 1577 to 1603 ; that is to say, in the last twenty- 
six years of Elizabeth’s reign ; all these might 
have beea.spared if they would have agreed to go to 
church and hear the common prayer. All, or nearly 
all of them, were racked before they were put to 
death, and the cruelties in prison and the manner of 
execution were the most horrible that eau be ,COZ- 
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oeiv31. They were flung iuto dungeons, kept in 
their filth, and fed on bullock’s liver, boiled and 
unwashed tripe, and such things as dogs are fed on. 
Edwards Genings, a priest, detected in saying mass 
in Holburn, was, after sentence of death, offered his 
pardon if he would go to church ; but, having re- 

, fuced to do this, and having, at the place of execu- 
tion, boldly said that he would die a thousand deaths 
rather than acknowledge the Queen to be the spiritual 
head of the church, Topliffe, the attorney-general, 
ordered the rope to be cut the moment the victim 
was turn&l off, “ so that,” says the historian, Cc the 
priest being little or nothing stunned, stood on his 
feet casting his eyes towards heaven till the hang- 
man tripped up his heels and flung him on the block, 
where he was ripped up and quartered.” He was so 
much alive, even after the boweling, that he cried 
with a loud voice, CL Oh, it smarts !” 

There was a Mrs. Ward, who, for assisting a priest 
to escape from prison (the crime of that priest being 

9 saying mass) was imprisoned, flogged, racked, and 
finally hanged, ripped up, and quartered. She. was 
executed at Tyburn on the 30th of August, 1888, 
At her trial the judges asked if she had done the 
thing laid to her charge. She said , “Yes !” They 

. in vain endeavored to terrify her into a confession 
relative to the place whither the priest was gone ; 
aud when they found threats unavailing, they prom- 
ised her pardon. if she would go to church ; but she 
answered that she would lo& many lives, if she had 
them, rather than aoknowledge that heretical churoh, 
They, therefore, treated her very savagely, and _- 
ripped her np tihile in her sense& 

There was a Mrs. Clithoro pressed 
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York in the year 1556. She was a lady of good 
family, and her crime was relieving and harboring 
priests. She refused to plesd, that she might not 
tell a lie nor expose others to danger. She was there- 
fore pressed to death in the following manner : She 
was laid on the floor, on her back. Her hands and 
feet were bound down as close as possible. Then a 

.great door WBB laid upon her, and many hundred 
weights placed upon that door. Sharp stones were 
put under her back, and the weights, pressing upon 
her body, first broke her ribs, and finally, though by 
no means quickly, extinguished life. Her husband 
was forced to flee the country ; her little children, 
who wept for their mother, were taken up, and, 
being questioned ooncerning their religious belief, 
arid answering as they were taught by her, were 
severely whipped, and the eldest, who waR but twelve 
years old, was cast into prison. 

Twenty large volumes, allotting only one page to 
each case, would not contain an account of those 
who have fallen victims to their refusal to conform 
to the church of England. Nay, a hundred vol. 
urned, each volume being five hundred pages, and 
one page allowed to each victim, would not suffice 
for the holding of this bloody record. Short of 

‘death by ripping up, there was death by martial law, 
death in prison-and this in cases without number- 
banishment, and loss of estate. Doctor Bridgewater, 
in a tale published by him at the end of the (‘ Cora- 
ce&atio Ecclesice Catholicce,” gives the names of 
about 1,200 who had suffered in this way before the 
year 1558-that is to say, bkfore the heat of the 
“to1t?ran&?+” In this list there were 21 bishops, 126 
monastict3,13 deans, 14 archdeacons, 60 prebendarfos, 

. 
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630 priests, 49 doctors of ,divinity, 18 doctors of law, 
16 mast.ers of colleges, 8 earls, 10 barons,26 knights, 
326 gentlemen, 60 ladies and gentlewqmen. ‘Many 
of these, and indeed the greater part of them, died 
in prison, and many of them died while under aen- 
tence OF death. 

Bu‘t I must condense. Were I to give dnly the 
merest outlines of the many crimes committed by . 

. religious bigots in the name of law and justice, a 
dozen volume6 would not suffice. I shall only men- 
tion some of the more prominent capes. 

To show the feeling of the church toward science, 
it is only necessary to mention that, in 1652, all the 
books on astronomy and geometry in England were 
ordered to be destroyed aa being infe.cted with 
magic. 

From 1655 to 1558, three short years, two hundred 
and seventy-seven pertions w&e burnt alive in Eng- 
land for heresy. 

I 

In 1572, the Massacre of St. Bartholomew took 
place. In this maBracre one hundred .thonRand in- 
novent peraoos were butchered, all in the name of 

.religion and for the glory of God. 

Charles V., of Spain, the most powerful and pious 

/I monarch of his century, caused the death of a hun- 
dred thousand Germans because they refuused to 
believe as he did. 

Philip II., another pious fanatic, spent his whole 
life in attempting to stamp out heresy by murdering 

/ the heretics. 
The Duke of Alva, another ‘rcprect nlative of re- 

jigion, nearly depopulated Germany in the effort to 
make all think a8 he did. 

Juhn &ox, a Sco’ch b’got, 1n1.n~ and te.troyed 

. 
i 
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churches, monasteries, libraries, and works of art, 
all in the interests of the church whose views he up- 

. held. He wa8 an actor in many scenes of heartless 
persecution. 

Thomas Munzer, a very pious German, caused the 
death of forty thousand people, all because they 
differed in opinion with him. 

In 1574, Vallce, a De&t, was burnt for heresy. 
Giordano Bruuo was burnt for Atheism in 1600 

by the devotees of the church. 
Vanini met the same fate for the Name reaeon in 

1611. 
In 1612, B. ‘I,egatt, a Unitarian, was condemned 

and burnt for heresy. 
The bloody massacres of the Plotestante in Ire- 

land by the Catholict3 took place in 1641. In the 
ca3tle of Lisgoul, upwards of one hundred and fifty 
men, women, and ohildren were all burnt together, 
and at the castle of’Moneah not less than a hundred 
were put to the sword. Great numbers were also 
murdered in other castles, all for the glory of God, 
and ali in accordance with the teachings of the, 
Bible. Many were put to deaths of the crueleat.and 
most horrible kind. Some were stripped naked 
and laid with their backs on the axletree of a car- 
riage, with their legs and head bent to the ground. 
In this positiofi they were scourged aud torn to- 
pieces by doga. Others were fastened to homes’ 
tailti and dragged to death over @tony roads. 

Even the women were not spared. Some were 
fast.ened with their backs to posts, stripped to the 
waist, and their breasts cut off by huge shears ; and 
in this predicament they were left to bleed to death. 
Arld all this becmse thry were heretiw. These 

. 
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pious demons reasoned that if God was going to 
burn the unbelievera eternally in bell, they would 
only be assistipg him in his work of vengeance by 
torturing them on earth, But the worst is not told. 
TO quote from a writer of that time : “Many un- 
happy mothers P ere hung naked to the branches of 
trees, and their bodies being cut open, the innoctent 
offapring was takk6n from them and thrown to dog8 
and swine . An I to iDcrease thy horrible scene, they 
would ob!ige tile hu+lband to be a epectator before 
he suffered himeelf.” Truly a glorious reoord for 

l follqwers of Christ to point to and exult in. 
Upwarda of one thousand men,,, women, and chil- 

dren were driven to Porten,lown bridge, which was 
then cut from its abutments; throwing the anfortu- 
nates into the water, and such as attempted to reach 
the Khore were knc;cked on the head. 

In the same part of the country, at least four thou- 
sand persons were drowned in different places. In 
one town, one hundred and forty persons, after being 
driveh for many miles stark naked, in the meet 
severe weather, were all murdered in the same spot, 
some being hanged, others burnt, some shot, and 

. many buried alive. In the county of Eilkenny, 
every Protestant found, without exception, was put 
to death. 

But the soul sickens in describing these monstrous 
barbarities-worse than barbarities, for the most 
degraded and vindictive barbarian could never de- 
vise the many p-finements of cruelty practiced by 
these bigots under 1 he influence of Bible civilization. 

The record of the Protestants is as black and 
bloody as that of the Catholics. In 1690, the tide 
in, relend was turned. The Protestants CDIIIC into 
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power, .and all the scenes of sliugbter for opinion’s 
sake were re-enacted, but this time by the Protest- 
ants. And even to this day their persecutions have 
not ceased. And religious persecutions never will 
cease while rehgion is armed with civil power. The 
only hope of mankind for happiness and peace is in 
the complete and permanent separation of the two. 
powers. But the clergy kuow that if the church 
were dependent solely upon its own resources for 
support its doom would be sealed. 

Volumes might be written ab.nrt the legal enact- 
ments against witchcraft, procured aolcly through 
the intluenoe of the clergy upon the law-makers of 
two or three cenluries ago, and the results of the - 
laws thus enacted. And volumes more might be 
written about the legal enactments and prosecutions 
of the Protestant church against all who differed 
with them in belief. But enough has been said to 
show the effects of allowing civil power to pass into 
the hands of the church. The orthodox believe in 
the same God to-day that they worshiped and eacri- 
ticed to a century or three centuries ago, and the 
same Bible is their infallible guide. Their papsions 
and prejudices are as strong and bitter now as when 
they burnt Servetus and Bruno ; and Bible-guided 
judges and juries are no more inclined to deal justly 
by an Infidel than they were in the days of Jefferies 
and Bonner. The Benedict of lo-day is but a result* ” 
of the same cause that made the Jefferies of the past. 
A judge who will prefer creed to honor, and his own 
prejndioes to the impartial testimony of honest men, 
easily bcc3mes the pliant tool of a bigoted clergy, 
and in his court the name of justice is nothing bnt a ’ 
mockery. 
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Ia Boston, June 15, 1648, Msrgaret Jones was 
cxeouted as a witch. 
* Two women, one at Cambridgo and another at 

Dorchester, were tried and executed for witchcraft 
in 1050. 

Mrs. Ann Hibbihs was tried and executed as a 
witch in 1655. 

Two other women were executed for witchcraft in 
1669. 

A Mrs. Glorer was put to death in Boston in 1686 
for the alleged crime of bewitching four children. 
Cotton M;itber, the ceIebrated preacher, was one of 
the witnesses in this case. 

Elizabeth Howt?, the mother of several ohi&ea, 
was hanged as a witch in 1692. 

Bridget Bishop was hanged in the same gear 
charged with the same crime. 

George Jacobs,.a gray-headed man, was executed 
in the same year for being in league with the devil. 

George Bnrronghs was imprisoned and finally 
hanged for the same otlenee. 

In Salem alone thirteen women and six men were 
hanged, charged with witchcraft, ana one man, Gilca 
Corey, eighty-one years of age, was crushed to death 
under heavy weights. 

But I wil1 not particoIarize further. The history 
of witchcraft in this conntry and Enghnd is a his- 
tory of the horrors resulting from a thorough beIieF 
in the truth of the Bible and a carrying of that 

belief into the IegisIative assemblies and courts of a 
nation. At that time the church virtnalIy made and 
executed ihe laws. A dark but trae picture of the 
result of this unholy union of church and stat,e is 
given by Upham: 
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ic The prisons in SaIem, Ipswicb, Boston, and Cam- 
bridge were crowded. All the securities of society 
were diesoIved. Every man’s life was at the mercy’ 
oE, every other man. Fear sat on every county 
nance ; terror and distress were in alI hearts ; silence 
pervaded the streets ; al1 who oould, quit the oounte; 
business was at a stand.” (SaIem Wit&raft, ii., 
247-50.) 

. Volumes could be filled with just the itemized 
statement of outrages on persons, the travesties of 
justice, the mockeries of trials, which have been 
perpetrated. Spies, in the interest of Chri&, have 
lied, judges, for the love of God, have sentcnc4, 
and t,he executioners, at the command of courts, 
have burned, hanged, and beheaded. Pious kings, 
for tbe sake of peace in their domains, at the request 
of the church and to retain their interest in heaven, 
have aided, in every possible way, the work of 
Christian love. I have given enough to khow the 
character of Christianity in the pa.&t, and to-day it 
seems the old spirit still lingers. I will cloHe wLh a 
abort account of the case of Abner Kneeland, one 
of the pioneers of modern Freethought. It is very 
analogoG4 to my own. 

. 

. 
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IMPBlSONhfEXQ OF ABNER ‘KN$GELAXD FOE BUS- 

PHEMY. 

This took’ place in Massachusetts. Mr. Kaeeland 
was editor of Z!& &&on Investigator, a very able 
ii’rpethought journal, now edited by Horace Seaver. 
The language, for the utterance of which Mr. Knee- 
land was uentenced, was the following: “The Uni- 
vcrsalists believe in a God which I do not, but I be- 
lieve that their God, aside from nature, is only a 
chimera of their own imagination.” This opinion 
was deoided to be blasphemous, according to the 
statute, which is probably not repealed yet. On each 
of the first two trials the juries dieagreed, owing to 
the firmness, courage, and good sense of Col. Charles 
G. Greene, the editor of the Demqoratio .i&Tlaing. 
Pout, and Mr. Loring B. Dunbar. These intrepid 
and independent jurymen, who bravely maintained 
the constitutional right of the accused to the exe?- 
cise of his free thought and free speech, were abused 
by the religious press and the clergy almost as muoh 
as Mr. Kneelaud himself. It required not a little 
heroism to take the determined stand which Messrs. 
Gseeue and Dunbar did in that bigoted court, and 
by their manly attitude they proved they were 
(( faithful found among the faithless, faithful only 
they.” 

Andrew Dunlap, Eeq., a very able Boston lawyer 
of that day (and a Unitarian), defended Mr. Knee- 
land on his first trial ; on the others he spoke in his 
own defense, and his speeches were’marked with 
great ability and legal knowledge. His dignified 
and commanding presence, and impressive and quiet 
manner, as he addressed the jury in the crowded 
oourt-room, rendered him an object of much attrac- 
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tion, and he w4 listened to with evident respect and 
sympathy. After a conviotion on the third triai, his 
case was appealed, and on the fourth trial he was 
sentenced. He made a final address before the full 
bench of judges, and then, on the 17th day of June, 
1838 (the-anuiversary of that great battle of Bunker 
Hill, which was fought for political and mental free- 
dom), Abner Eneeland was locked up for sixty days 
in a dungeon of Everett-Street Jail for the crime of 
saying that he did uot believe in the same God the 
Universalists did. A petition, beaded by the famous 
Rev. Dr. Charming, was numerouhlg signed, and 
widely circulated, aeking pardon for Mr. Kneeland, 
wbo replied that while he thanked them for thpir 
friendly feelings, he would not ask for a pardon, as 
he had committed no crime. A remonstrance against 
his release wae also sent far and wide by the ortho- 
dox, and the head signer of that dooument was 
Samuel T. Armstrong, the then governor of the 
state, and one of “ the rigid righteous ” of the old 
Puritan stamp. The Rev. Dr. S. K. Lothrop (a 
Unitarian of Orthodox proclivities) likewise pro- 
tested, in a sermon, against Mr. Kneeland’s libera- 
tion ; but as Dr. Lothrop’s church h.as reoently 
broken down, and oloeed its doors for want of sup 
port, his bigotry has met its retribution, as is gener- 
ally the ease in the long run. 

. 



LETTER FROM THE PENITENTIARY.-No. 1. 

C!rn~ 205, Sunday, Aug. 24,18’i9. 
MT DEAR FRIENDS : It is four weeks to-morrow 

since I was brought to this institution, and to-day I 
am permitted, for-the first time, to write a word or 
even to have a pan or pen&I in my hand. 1 have 
much that I v&h to say, to you, but as the amount 
of paper furnished mo is limited to half a sheet of 
foolscap, I mnst necessarily Ieavo a great desl uu- 
said. On the ground that I had so much that I 
wished to write, and of my drawing no ration of 
tobscco, which the men are entitled to, I requested 
an extra alIowanc0 of paper; but it was not 
granted. 

The 28th of JuIy, on the morning of which I Ieft 
Ludlow-Street Jail for thie pIace, was a. Iovely day. 
My wife wae early at the jail to accompany me to 
the depot. Soon Deputy U, S. Marshal IIolmes 
called for me. WC walked to the elevated railroad 
station, where we took the cars. As I had boen 
nearly eight weeks in jail, this opportnnity to se,e 
the sun, to breathe. the outside air, and to see men 
and women walking about in freedom, seemed pecul-. 
iarly agreeable. I think nature never appeared 
more lovely to me than on that morning. At the 
depot numerous dear friends assemblod to give me 
the parting hand-shak.ng and the hearty 6cgood- 
bye.” That parting scene will be remembered by 
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me to my latest moments. ’ Deputy-Marshal Ken- 
nedy accompained me to Albany. Very few words 
passed between us during the ride. It was pleasant 

with the exception of realizing that I was being 
conveyed to a Christian prison to be confined several 
months. We were some five hours between New 
York and Albany. Immediately upon leaving the 
cars we took a carriage for this prison, it being 
some fifteen or twenty minutes’ ride from the 
depot. 

‘The prison is a capacious building, outside the 
city, and located on a beautiful eminence southwest 
of the town. As we neared it, it looked as though 
it might be a college or some other institute of learn- 
ing; but the lessons taught here are not pleasant to 
take., My reception at the prison was far from cor- 
dial or courteous. Every word addressed to me 
seemed harsh and unkind. I was commanded to 
band over any newspapers I bad in my possession, 
after which I was usbered into the prison proper, 
where after washing, I passed though the barber’s 

.hands, be cutting my hair close and taking off my 
beard. I requested that I might be allowed to 
retain the clippings, and they were wrapped in a bit 
of paper and put in my satchel with my discarded 
olotbes. 

I was early informed that this is a Christian insti- ’ 
tution. When I bad been asked my name, age, place 
of birth, and whether temperate or intemperate, the 
question was put to me whether I was Protestant or 
Catholic. I replied, “ Neither.” 

(6 what are you, then, if you are neithera Protesb 

ant nor a Catholic P” 
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‘( I am an unbeliever,” I answered,’ ‘( aommon’ip 
aalled an Infidel, and that is why I am here.“, 

I was then informed that this is a Christian in&i- 
tution, and is conducted upon Christian principles. 

I brought wit,h me a copy each of ‘( Supernat- 
ural Religion,” Greg’s “ Creed of Christendom,” and 
“ Chriatian and Deist” (the last-named 1 read in 
Ludlow with p!eaeure), hoping I should be permitted 
to have them in my >cell to give them a more careful 
perusal that$ in my multitudinous cares. and dutieF, 
I have hitherto been able to give them. These were 
taken from me, although hundreds, and probably 
thoueauds, of clergymen in Europe and America 
have ,read the first two named with interest and 
profit. I requested that I might be allowed to. 
retain them. I was again told that this is a Chris- - 
tian institution ; that the books would be examined 
by,the chaplain, and if he thought they were proper 
for me to have, they could be returned to me. I 
have not Been them since. I notice, however; that 
among the books which the prisoners are allowed to 
read are msnny trashy and silly novels and love 
Rtorieq. They nre probably considered more Q&k- 
tian than the scholarly writings of the Rev. R. W. 
Greg and Prof. F. W. Newman, of the London 
University. Several pampl$ete, by Mrs. Annie 
Besant, presented to me while in Ludlow by Mr. 
Butts, publieher, which I had not time to read there, 
I brought here with me, trusting I should have the 
pleasure of ,perusing them. They were all taken ’ 
from me, as well a8 other pamphlets and several 
weekly papers, among which were a few copies of 
THY TXWTA SEEKER, containing articles I wiahed to 
reld. I have I;ot seen a copy of THIC TRUTH SEEKER 
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ot any other paper since I have been here. Even 
the .&pa and cuttings from THE TRUTH SEEKEE 
whioh my wife and my foreman s&d me in letters 
are carefully abstracted. Not a line has been per- 
mitted to reach me. This is a great deprivation. It 
would be a source of pleasure to me to read the 
“ Letters f&m Friends” and other articles ; but my 
Christian keepers say, “No!” and I must submit. 
I will say, however, that I think this a piece of 
of unneceeaary severity. Such trashy papers as the 
_&2~eesi& Comnpanion, filled with nothing but, false- 

’ hood and non*eose, are allowed to reach the prison- 
ers ; but papers containing sound sense and truth 
are carefully excluded. This is the ChriAan way 
of doing the businese. I think if I were running 
au Infidel prison I would be more generous than my 
Christian keepers are. If a Christian editor were 
placed in my charge, I wollld allow him to hava his 
own papers, or at all events I would qot deprive him 
of the SlipB from the same sent him in letters. 
There is where I would be better than Christians. 

I was first temporarily locked in cell No. 64, to 
take off my own clothes and don the prison garb, 
whiah, by the way, is not so repulsive as I had ex- 
pectted. It consists of gray woolen pants, a dark 
‘6 round-about ” coat, and no vest. The shirt was of 
unbleached, heavy drilling ; the cap has a 0at top, 
and is made of cloth. I retained my own shoes. 
The pants given me were new, all the rest of. the 
suit ola. I was next removed to cell No. 6, where I 
pfl08ed my first ni‘gh2. Having had no breakfast 
but two slices 6f toast and a cup of tea at Ludlow, 
and no dinner, the slice of bread and molasses 
which was hauded in for supper I ate with a fair 

l 
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relish. I found books in the cell, and spent the lei- 
sure time in reading-the cell door securely locked, 
mind you. About nine A. M. next day I was put 
through a ehort drill to learn how to march in pro- 
cession, and then taken to shop No. 8, and placed 
under the charge of him .who has since been my 
special overseer. I shall never forget rnj, initiation. 
This overseer is not the most pleasant and mild- 
spoken person I ever met, but rather the reverse. 
He seems to think that whenever he speaks to a pris- 
oner it must be in a ha& manner; austerity, in fact, 
seems to be the rule all around. He kept me nearly 
half a day standing beside his desk or platform, 
with my face towards the corner of the room like a 
little oriminal in school. At length my feet began 
to pain me cruelly. I am not accufitomed to stand- 
ing ; I have lame feet, the bones in one having been 
displaced in my early childhood by jumping from a 
high fence, and never replaced. I have sulfered 
mu&h from it all my life. As a “ walkist” or “stand- 
ist,” I am not a success. After a few hours had 
passed in pain, I looked up to the ovemeer and said 
to him that it ‘was torture to me to stand in that 
way, and asked if I might not be allowed to sit. He 
replied harshly that I had to “do as I was told 
there.” I replied that I was very willing to do any- 
thing reasonable, but I saw no use in my being 
tortured in that way. He said I would have to stand 
at my work, and would have to put up with it. 
When dinner time came it was a relief. I marched 
in with the inmates of the shop to dinner, and was 
assigned to my present cell, No. 265, where I took 
my first dinner. 
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Lat me name the furniture of ‘the cell after giving’. 
its 8ize : 

Eight. feet long, four feet wide (scant), and six 
feet eight indhes high. The door of iron bars, oc- 
oupying half the front ead, is made of round, vertical 
roda, seven-eighths of an inch in diameter, and 
running through flat horizontal bars, six in number, 
two inches wide and half au inah thick, besides the 
iron frame. T,he round rods are nine in number, 
and run t.he whole length. of the door, over six feet 
by two wide. The furniture is an iron bedstead, 
twenty-two inches wide, a wooden bucket, with 
oover, for evacuation and slope, a wooden SC piggin ” 
-or whatever its name may be, holdiug three or 
four quarts, with one stave left .long for a handle, 
through which is a hole to hang it on a nail in the 
wall-holds the water and is rePlenished every day ; 
a tin oup, an iron spoon, and a spittoon. This is all 
the furniture-no chair, no tabla, no st.and, no lamp. 
The bucket is the only seat, and is rather low. 

After an hour or two of the afternoon had passed 
away, I was set at work. Shoemaking is the only 
work carried on here. I am in team No. 13, con- 
sisting of over thirty men. On account of my eyes 
being old and impaired, I was given a job that does 
not require a keen eyesight. I cement the channels 
of the soles of shoes after they have been sewed 
upon a machine, as well as supplying a sizing cement 
to the insides of the soles of such shoes as have no 
false soles, to prevent the oil of the upper from 
striking through and showing. My work is light. 
As Benedict sentenced me to thirteen months “at 
hard labor,” perhaps he and Comstouk had better. 
look into it and see that I have harder labor to per- 

. 
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form. Perhaps Mrs. Hayes might be induced to 
lend her influence in that direction. I found con- 
stant standing very bard upon my feet, Weighing 
nearly two hundred pounds, with lame feet and 
'unusOd to standing, it was severe. On the evening 
of the second day my feet were inflamed, and even 
blistered. I had no way of bathing them in my cell, 
and held them naked on the stone floor, which gave 
them relief. The next day Deputy Powers consented 
to my having a stool, which afforded me much ease. 
I have been grateful for the stool from that day. 

There are two “teams ” in the shop where I work, 
cousisting of about thirty-five men each. . One 
I6 oyeraeer ” presides over the shop. The men work 
at tables, in silenoe and with downoast eyes. No 
man can leave his place without obtaining the over- 
seer’s permission by holding up his right band. Eaoh 
team has an ‘Linstructor,” who inspects the work per- 
formed by each man, and. passes the shoes from one 
man to another, which keeps him very busy. The 
teams in shop 8 make two hundred pairs of shoes 
each per day, which pass through twenty different 
hands or processes. Some prooesses require three 
or four men for their performance. The room is 
about 100x30 feet, one team on one side and one on 
the other. Some machinery is used, as for sewing, 
paring the heels, burnishing or polishing the edges, 
eto. I thus cement two hundred pairs of shoes per 
day, besides the other work. Our team made twelve 
thousand pairs last week. We make misses’ shoes 
of several kinds. In other shops men’s and women’s 
shoes are made, but, I tbiuk, not boots. In all the 
shops 2,400 pairs are made per day, 14,000 pairs per 
week, or 60,000 pairs per month; a pretty big shoe 

- 
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shop, you Will readily admit. Some of you will 
have .to trot around pretty lively to wear out so 
much shoe leather. Still I do not regard it as any- 
privilege to work in such a shoe-shrop-probably the 
largest in the country or in the world. The business 
iu conducted by a company, who hire the labor of 
the prisoners, at a moderate price, of the penitan- 
tiary company of Albany county, to whom the peni- 
tentiary belongs. I presume I can earn twenty-five 
cents per day. A smart boy oould be hired to do 
the work I do for four or five dollars per week. It 
seems to me like a great loss of my time to put it in 
in this way. I had intehded, the ooming fall and. 
winter, besides editorial work, to do considerable on 
my projected work, “Ancient Gods and An&tit 
Faiths <’ but it does not look much like it now. I 
try, however, to be resigned, and to keep as cheerful 
as possible ; but eametimes it is a little hard to be 
oheerful and contented. I have ample time to think 
of the great wrong that has been done me in the 
name of law and morality ; still I try to bear in 
mind that it is better to suffer wrong than to do 
wrong. And as I-have to suffer I am glad that it is 
$n tbe sacred oause of free thought, free speeehh, a 
free press,“and free mails-the grandest rights guar- 
anteed by the Constitution of our oountry. These I 
shall revere to the close of my life. 

I might state that this prison contains about nine 
hundred inmates, some one hundred and twenty-five 
of whom are females. They occupy a department 
separate from that of the men, and are never seen 
by the-men. Nearly one-half of the prisoners are 
united States oonviots, from all parts of the aountq, 

brought here for counterfeiting, perjury, mail rob- 



5111 lrE1036 BEHIND TUE BARS. 

hcry, etc. I am the only one here for mailing 
“Cupid’s Yokes.” The balance of the prisoners 
are from the various counties of the state which 
have no penitentiary of their own. 

The happiest hour I see in the whole week is 
Sunday morning, when the letters from friends that 
have been received during the week are handed me. 
They are a source of great comfort. I thank those 
kind friends who have remembered me and have 
written. I count such as friends*indeed. I think 
if my friends knew how acceptable their letters are 
getting-as in no other way do I receive intelligence 
from the outside world-more would take the trouble 
to drop me a few lines. 

I have lo .ked for letters from some that I hope+1 
would write, but have looked in vain. I think all 
letters are given me that come for me. I would 
gladly reply to each, but I am ‘permitted to write 
but one letter in four weeks. The rule here is au 
iron one, and the iron it made to “enter the soul.” 
But my health is good. I eat well and sleep well ; 
and I reflect every day that “even this shall pass 

away, ” and that after my sentence is completed I 
shall again be restored to liberty and to the rights 
of which it was a great crime to deprive me. 

You, of course, will excuse all lack of news on 
my part. This is the poorest place to pick up item; 
of news I was ever in. No papers, no conversation. 
I have not learned the name ,of a single oficer, 
keeper, overseer, or instructor, save the Deputy, nor 
of a single prisoner. I might as well be out of the , 
world. 

I have said but a small part of what I wished to 

s 



. 

. 

FX3.M LIEHIXID TEIE BABS. 525 

say, but my half sheet is full and I must close. ! 
Re&v,e my fondest regards. 

. Yours sincerely, though behind the bars, 
D. M. B. ’ 

. 
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LETTER FROM THE PENITENTIARY.-No. 2. 

Sunday, Sept. 21, 1879. 
MY T)EAB FRIENDS: Four weeks more have passed 

awny since I last addrc,ssed you, and to day I 
am again permitted to write. Be assured it is 
with the greatest pleaPure that I seat, myself to this 
agreeable occupa’ion. There is nothing that gives 

1 ‘. 
me more happiness than to receive letters from dear ’ 
dear friends and to communicate with them. I have 
just finished read@ the generous installment of 
sympathetic letters fromall parts of the country that 
were handed me this morning, and I hasten to thank 
the kind friends who remember me and are willing 
~0 Fpend an hour in writing me a comforting letter 
to cheer the moootony of prison life. These friend- 
ly epistles are like angels’ visits; they bring genuine 
consolation and encourage one to bear the heavy 
lead placed upon him. It is diffiioult for me to de- 
ticribe the great comfort these letters have been to 
me while locked up in my gloomy cell. Though 
they have again and again brought tears from my 
eyes, they we& tears of joy and thankfulness that 
PO many kind friends in all parts of the country are 
able to sympathize with me, that they approve my 
course in the past, and speak to me words of enoour- 
agement and hope. I count myself most fortunate 
that I have such ‘a multitude of true and earnest 
friends who so fesrlesFly sustain me in the endeavor 

E 
b 
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I have made to dispense the words of truth and the 
honest convictions I entertain. I never can falter ixi 
following the light of reason and truth while so 
many true and intelligent companions acoompany 
me. May I ever prove myself worthy of their con- 
fidence and companionship, whether I ani behind the 
bars or enjoying the liberty to which every AmeG 
ican citizen is entitled. I thank again every friend 
who has written me since.1 have been in prison, and 
only wish I was perrr.itted to write to each in return, 
but this I cannot do-this must serve as a response 
for all. As I read them, and re-read them, and take 
in the happifying, loving, and truly eloquent words . 
which they speak to my very soul, I think what a 
splendid volume they would make were they printed 
in a book. It is not impossible that I may carry out 
this idea when all is over and I am again a free man. 
Many of the letters I have received are wc?iihy of 
being printed in letters of gold, and thus be handed 
down to posterity. I would gladly copy numbers of 
them and thus transmit them to the numerous read- 
ers of THE TRUTH SEEKER, but I have so much else 
I want to say that I have now to forego that plras- 
ure; but I must indulge myself in giving one I have 
received from a valued friend dear to us all. It, of 
tour.e, was not designed for publication, but it is SO 
earnest,. so comforting to me, that I trust the writer 
will not censure me for giving it to you: 

u WASHINGTON, D. C., Aug. 29, 18’iQ. 
SC D. M. BENNETT, ESQ., Hy Dear XGend: I have 

jflst read your letter in THE TRUTH SEEKER. I have 
thought of you every hour that I have been awake 
since your’iinprisonmeot. Eirery man on the jury 
that convicted you committed a crime. Bene$ot 
committed a orime when he refused a new trial, snd 
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Hayes committed a crime when he listened to t.he 
hypocrites and religious zealot@, and refused a par- 
don. Well, we will get even with them all some 
day. Superstition cannot rule the world forever, 
and the quicker the decisive struggle comes the bet- 
ter. 1 hope tbe keepers of your prison will have 
sense enough to treat you as you deserve, and not 

f 
ut you on a levt,l with criminals. You have vio- 

ated no law, committed no wrong, and made no be- 
ing uuhappy. You have lived an honorahle, useful 
lrle, sod in any country not governed by Christians 
you would be free and respected. Well, bear up as 
well as you can. Time goes on, and in.a little while 
liberty will unlock your cell and give you back to 
home and friends. Yours truly, 

“ R. G. INGERSOLL.” 

How aan letters -like this and from such a souroe 
fail to cheer and comfort one in prison ? I have‘ 
received many others equal to this and much more 
lengthy, but thia must answer as a sample. Many 
have requested me to give the names or initials of 
those from whom I receive letters, but this would 
require much space, and would be tedious to tbe 
general reader. I have an idea that the greater part 
of the letters written me are allowed to reach me, 
but I am not sure. In the letters that do reach 
me objectionable passages are sometimes obliterated 
with iak, and from this I infer that others more 
objectionable may be withheld altogether. ‘I ahall 
know sometime. 

I have been well most of the time \slnce my last 
letter to you, and did my share to prevent the neces- 
sity for a large number of the little girls of this 
country going barefoot the coming winTJ3r. Twelve 
hundred pairs of shoes paqsed through my hands$er 
week for me to do my part to them. But a few days 
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ago, having occasion to complain qf an attack of ver- 
tigo, or swimmidg in the head, accampanied withsing- 
ing in the ears, the physician of the institution saw fit 
to order me into the hospital for a few days’ rest and 
medication. ‘I’he swimming in the head has largely 
discontinued, though the singing in the ears con- 
tinues. My health otherwise is very fair. The 
symptons alluded to are not specially reassuring.. I 
have had them before. My father, when a little 
past my age, had something similar, the last attack 
of which he never recovered from. I expect to die 
suddenly some day, but trust it may be several 
years yet. I have considerable work I wish to 
do before I go to my long rest. 

My friends must not be alarmed on account of 
my health. It still remains generahy good. I have _ 
eutlicient agpetite.and sleep soundly. I was almost 
surprised at myself in my cell at theamount of sleep- 
ing I could do. As ‘soon as it became so dark I 
eould not read, I retired to rest, and, having a justi- 
fied conscience, soon fell asleep, and some nights put 
in neariy ten hours of sleep. When at home, with 
a plenty to give my attention to, ilve hours was rs 
much as I averaged. I have known many to injure 
themselves by over-eating, but do not remember one 
who injured himself by over-sleeping. Sleep is 
6‘ nature’s sweet restorer,” and may be indulged io 
freely without fear of injury. 

Is hours spent in sleep and in dreams, I am yet 
among my friends at home aad in other places ; but 
waking brings again my narrow cell, the stoue floor, 
the walls of brick, and the iron door of bars and 
bolts, with the full consciousneus that I am a 
prisoner. 
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This prison has been in operation over thirty years, . 
and in that time some twenty-five thousand convicts 
have served their time and been discharged, while 
some hundreds have died here in that time and gone 
where no tales can be told or sent back. Many of 
this number have died in the hospital, but probably 
a greater number have died in the oells, unattended 
and alone. 

Including superintendent, deputy, clerk, guarda, 
overseers, watchmen, and keepers, it requires about 
forty men to attend to the dutiea of the prison. 
These do not include the instructors, machinists, eta. 
-some twent,y five in number-employed by the 
shoe manufacturing company. This company has 
made.large profits. Less than fifteen years ago they 
oommenoed with Borne 0126,000 capital, and now they 
are reputed to be worth $2,000,000 or $3,000,000. 

Thus while a company of a few men have been 
making a large fortune, thousands of shoemakers 
have been thrown out of employment-another in- ’ 
stance of the evila growing out of monopolies. It 
would have been better it the company had paid . 
more for the men’s labor and for the men to have 
had a portion of the profits of their work-cay 
twenty-five per cent. In that case they would have 
less provocation and inolination to steal or obtain 
money dishonestly, to soon be returned here again. 

The terms of imprisonment are, of course, con- 
stantly expiring, while new recruits are steadily 
doming in. At the present time the influx is more 
than the outgoing. The fall terms of courts are in 
se&on, and the harvest of prisoners is lively. On 
one day some twenty new viotims came and joined 



,- -1 
, 

BROM BEHIND THE BARS. 531 

us-some from the extreme Southern states. Thus 
u we are gathering, gathering in.” 

The officers of the prison have been as kind to me 
as the rigid rules of the institution will allow. I 
must expect to be governed by these rules so long as 
I remain an inmate here. I-am not disposed to make i 
complaints, though I am keenly *alive to the injustice 
I am enduring. While the aristocratic clergy of the 
country have been taking themselves to the moun- 
tains and the various pleasure resorts, and have en- 
gaged in the sport of hunting and fishing, and while 
others have made a pleasure trip to Europe, I have 
been incarcerated in my little cell, with the oppro- 
brium of convict resting upon my name. While 
Comstock, who has fnr two years pursued me like a 
bloadhound, has been taking his pleasure at the 
Thousand Islands, and visiting other parts of the 
country, I, his viotim, have had the ponderous prison 
bolts turned on me ten times a day. I have worn 
the felon’s garb and have been numbered with the 
vilest criminals. He has been telling the people how 
good he is and how,bad I am. He has praised him- 
self to the skies and sent me down to the regions of 
darkness and disgraoe. He is reported as saying one 
great reason why I should be punished by imprison- 
ment is because I “have been such a blasphemer.” 
That is really why I am in prison. My Christian 
enemies insist that 1. am working against God and 
speak disparagingly of him and his son. They deem b 
it necessary to come to the rescue of those person- 
ages, and to inflict upon me the punishment which 
the injured parties fail to send. Here is the whole 
thing in a nutshell. These pious persecutors think 
they must defend God & Son and punish me. This 
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is not at all necessary. If Qod is a8 powerfnl and as 
watchful as the clergy say he is, he is perfectly able 
to attend to my case without the help of Comstock, 
Colgate, or Benedict. If he is under the necessity 

- of having such characters to take up hi3 cause and 
intlict vengeance upon those who displease him, he is 
not the powerful God he is represented to be, and a 
great fraud has been committed upon the people of 
Christendom. If he cannot send all necessary pun- 
ishment upon such an humble offender as myself, he 
has been greatly misrepresented. If he has tq 
depend upon such black-hearted men as Comstock 
to perform his vengeance for him, it would seem he 
ought to resign, and no longer allow it to be pro- 
claimed that he is “ almighty,” “ all-powerful,” and 
6c irresistible.” On the other hand, I have no reason 
to think God or his reputed son harbors the slightest 
ill-will against me, or that they disapprove of any- 
thing I have done. ‘Ihey have not evinced the 
slightest displeasure towards me. If I have receivtd 
a’nything from them, it has been kindness and mercy. 
I have no fear of any injury they may do me, now 
or at auy future time. Had I no worse enemies than 
they are, I would consider myself entirely free from 
foes that seek to do me harm. If Comstock and his 
friends of’ the olergy and the Christiau church will 

-, let me alone till God or Jesus commences a wayfare 
upon me, I feel sure I shall be allowel to go down 
to my grave in peace. If Cornstock and the vinible 
enemies will only decide to let me live in quiet, I 

,i: will take all the risk as to the invisible forces and 

.?,’ +’ * powers sending punishment and vengeance upon me. 
‘. < , i.. 
* ‘I 

If God is really displeased with me, he doubtless 
would perxmally attend t’o my cafe without the help 

,I ‘a 
i 1 
* / 
‘;!:; . 
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of Comstock or anybody else ; but as he does noth- 
ing to me to show enmity or malice, it is a strong 
proof that tyrants, persecutors, and oppreseors ought 
to let me alone. If he lets me live in peace, they 
ought to do the same. I feel very sure if God and 
Jewur feel unable to attend to their affairs in this 
lit!le world, and find it necessary to enlist some 
person or persons in their service to do what they 
connot do themselves, that they never will select 
such a sneak and liar a$ Comstock to be their agent 
or to do what they fiud it inconvenient to do them- 
selves. 

I But so it has ever been. For many centuries vile 
and unprincipled despots and persecutors have 
claimed to punish poor mortals who have sinned 
against God, and it1 his name hsve doomed countless 
thousands of poor unfortunate men and women to 
the most cruel sufferings and the most agonizing 
deaths. Greater wrongn and blacker crimes have 
been committed in the name of God and professedly 
in his interest than in all other ways. When will 
men learn lo let God attend to his own business, and 
not make themselves so officious in attending to it 
for him? 

While Comstock makes himself so busy in black- 
ening my reputation, and in trying to make the cred- 
ulous people of this country think me a bad mau, I 
am most wiiling to have my conduct and my life 
placed side by side with hie, and the same prrscnted 
to the candid and intelligent people of. this land. I 
am most sure my character will not suffer in com- 
parhon with his. I I have not laid traps and decoys 
for my fellow-mzn, to entice them to commit some 
offcnle by which I might bring them into great 
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trduble and cast them into prison. He has. I have 
devised no hellish plot, nor forged the names of men 
and women to fictitious letters with which to carry 
it out, and thereby bring the most severe aflliction 
upon those who have never done me the slightest 
wrong. He hae. I have never deprived persona of 
their liberty or their property. He has. ‘I have 
never caused people to come to an untimely death.’ 
1Ie has; I have never destroyed the l appiness of 
families. I have never driven people to suicide. He 
has. 1 have never carried out any foul plot or 
attempted to cast a victim into prison. I have 
never committed perjury. He has, time and time 
again, as I am prepared to prove as soon a8 1 regain 
my liberty. But Iet him continue to slander me and 
hold me up before his Christ.ian audience8 as a bad 
man. The full truth must ultimately he known, and 
we will each Stand before the people of this country 
as we really are. It is to be hoped the time will 
come when belonging to a Christian church and to 
the Young Men’s Christian Association will not 
screen vile, black-hearted villains who try to do evil 
to their fellow-beings, and enable them to pass them- 
selves off as saints and champion8 of morality. 

Bat I will leave Cornstock for a little while, and 
tell you something of my present sul’roundings. 
The hospital of the. prison, where I am for the 
present, is a room eighty by thirty-two feet, con- 
taining over thirty beds, which are sometimes all 
occupied. There are now but eleven patients here,’ 
four of whom are colored. Among the ailments of 
those in the hospital are one case of consumption ; 
one of chronio bronchitis and catarrh ; one paralysis 
and debility ; one rheumatism ; one sciatica j one 
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debility, morosencas, and insanity ; one scrofuia ; 
one Ltula in an0 ; two epilepsy ; one vertigo, or 
affection of the head. The prison rules arc less 
r gid in the hospital than in the cells and workshops, 

. but still the windows arc strongly barred, the door 
securely locked, with quite as many restfictions as 
arc needful. Three of the five windows face the 
south, allow&g the genial rays of the sun to shine in 
upon ~0. & I write they fall upon me, to cheer me 
aud give me life. This luxury I bad not in my cell. 
It is twenty feet back from the windows facitlg the ’ 
north, and there I never saw the run. We here have 
a fine view of the prison yard--a beautiful plot. of 
ground, in .a square form, containing about half au 
acre, rurrounded entirely by the prison and the 
workshops. A stone walk, six feet wide, is odthe 
outer sides, also a graveled roadway. Walks run 
through the center, dividing the grass plots into four 
equal sections. In the center is a fountain, or reser- 
voir, twenty-two feet in diameter, and the same in 
depth, walled up from the bottom, with hewn stone 
at the top. The great drawback to this area is its 
being a prison yard. Into thia yard the prisons 
open their outer doors, and here, morning, noon, and , 
night, the unhappy prisoners, in companies of sixty 
to seventy-five, march in prison style to and from 
their work. 

There is indeed a sad &ate of facts connected with 
prison life. James Parton, in an article in the New . 
York Leclger, quoted from Dr. Wines, the well.known 
prison reformer, and others, thus : “ Prisons arc now 
conducted neither to protect the public nor reform 
the criminal.” . . “I am opposed to long terms 
fT$rn which hardened, men suffer but little, bnt 

- 
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which are agonizing beyond description to men of 
education and sensitive nerves. While their phybioal 
sufferings may be great, their mental sufferings are 
greater. Many affectionate men have lived for 
years on recollection of home, etc., and b-oke down 
at last from mere longing and homesickness. They 
have &ed of starved hearts while serving long terms, 
which could not possibly bo of any good to them.” 
“Solitary confinement is an injuriously severe pun- 
ijhment.” “First offenses, when committed by men 
of prtiviously good character, the detection, horror 
of public trial, and the indelible stigma, are them- 
selves sufficiently terrible.” 

On the subject of solitary confinement, a few 
slatistitis may not be out of place. In 1821 the 
h*gislature of New York directed the Superintendent 
of Auburn Prison to con6ne a ‘number of prisoners 
in solitary cells. Eighty were so confined. Messrs. 
Beaumont and Toqueville, who were commissioned 
by the French government to examine and report to 
the, American system of prison discipline, made these 
remarks : “This trial was fatal to the greater part 
of the men. This absolute solitude is beyond the 
strength of man. It destroys without intermission 
and without pity. It does not re&orm ; it kills. Of 
the unfortunates on whom the experiments were 
made five succumbed during a single yea.r. One had 
bec~~me iueane ; another, in a fit of despair, com- 

. mitted suicide. The Governor pardoned twentysix 
of those doomed to solitary confinement.” 

I am satisfied that the terms of imprisonment are . 
made too long ; that too little humane treatment is 
meted to the unfortunate men, and that too little 
pains are taken in our imperfect courts to convict 
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only guilty men. I am more and more convinced 
that the wrong men are often sent to prison whil:, 
the really guilty ones are allowed to remain at large 
and t,o be regarded as honorable men. How is it in 
my own ease ! I am sent here on” a charge of ob- 
sc*eoity. I am not guilty-as many thousands of 
the most intelligent people who have read Mr. Hey- 
wood’s treatise will readily testify-while the 
contemptible iutriguer and informer who pursued 
me has not only absolutely been guilty of making 
obscene literature, but has committed other crimes 
suffictient to shut him up in prison for half a century. 
The President of the Vice Society, Samuel Colgate, 
who helped to proNecute me, and who took it upon 
himself to go to Waahington to urge the President 
not to pardon me, is absolutely guilty of violating 
the very statute under which I wa9 convicted, and 
which -in my case was used as a mere pretext. He 
advertised a remedy for the prevention of ooncep- 
tion, and informed the public where it was to be 

* obtained and how it should be used, and this 
information he mailed in numerous cases. If he were 
to be punished for each offense, as the statute 
provides, it would take more than fifty years’ impris- 
onment for him to atone for the violations of the 
law he has been “guilty of. But being a man of 
wealth, a prominent church-member, and superin- 
tendent of a Sunday-school, he receives the approval 
of the public, while I am sent to prison for an’ 
aqsumed offense infinitely less than that he is guilty 
of. It is the same with the judge who sent me here. 

P The wrongs he has committed in securing the con-. 
. viction of persons innocent of crime, and the unjust 
and wicked sentences he has imposed upon them, 
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. are far morecriminal than my act would have been 
even if the pamphlet had been obscene-more, in 
fact than all the obscene literature that has ever 
been mailed in the country. IIe really ought to be 
sent to prison for the rest of his life. The Christian 
Union, in an editorial article some time ago, mado 

these sensible remarks : “A judge who disregards 

all previous decisions for the sake of doing’whaf 
he supposes to be abstract justice in the case before 
him dest.roys all certainty in the law and constitutes 
himself a despot-a benevolent and welt-meaning 
despot, it may be, but none the less a despot to be 
succeeded by other despots, nziscallcd juc7~es, bound 
by no rules and &zking their own prejuclices and 

fancies af the hw in each case. A judge whomakes 
it his business to secure the conviction of those 
whom he believes to be guilty, regardless of the 
protection afforded to them by law, usurps the func- 
tion of the prosecuting officer aud destroys the 
safeguards of the innocent. It is not the duly nor 
the right of a judge to pursue evt.n acknowledged 
criminals, much. less to set up an assumption of 
guilt where it is not proved. That is the sphere of 
the prasecutor.” 

But to return to my surroundings here, there are 
some ten or more of the companies I have mentioned, 
the men working in any one shop constituting a 
pompany or gang. Three different lines are some- 
times in the yard at the same time when going to 
and from the shops. With two except.ions, these lines 

_ have colored men for captains. I know not why, 
unless it is that with their flat feet they (*an strike. 
the pavement with force enough so the whole lin. 
can hear it and keep step. Some of thim seem tc 
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enjoy their position, and doubtless feel specially 
promoted. Africa is well represented hel’e. I judge 
that nearly one-third of the prisoners are colored. 
Two or three officers or overseers accompany each 
line and watc*h the men closely to see that they do 
not raise their eyes, that they keep step, have no 
talking, and keep closed well up together, When 
they find it necessary to reprove.a man in the line 
for auy dereliction: of duty, it is not done in mild 
language, but as Ly one who has a right to command. 
I fear the occupation of prison-keeper has a tendency 
to make men har,_h and unfeeling. Well would it 
be If the officers and keepers of prisons could always 
be humane men, not devoid of sympathy and kind 
feeling-more humanity and less austerity. There 
is unquestionably much reform necessary in our 
large prisons. They should be conducted with a 
view of making men better, nbt worse ; of elevating 
unfortunates, not crushing them into the earth. 

There are two classes of meu sent to opr prisons. 
One class-those who have been badly raised, or are 
bad characters and take to criminalty of choice- 
when thek time expires,, are not improved, and soon 
commit offenses for which they are again sent back. 
They grow worse instead of better ; they are pun- 
ished but not reformed. The other clau’s-those 
who are not criminals naturally or from choice, 
those who are either entirely innocent of the charge 
on which they are imprisoned, or, being with- 
out money or influential friends, have been poorly’ 
defended, and convicted by perjury or by unfortu- 
nate circumstances or influences-they have com- 
mitted an errror which they would be: the last to 
repeat. These two classes should not be subjected 

” ,=.. __-. 
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to the same severe treatment. The innocent man, 
or the one who unwillingly made a single mistake, 
should not be put down on the same level with the 
worst criminals. There should be a gradation of 
treatment. Let tbose who can show a good record, 
or are not vile and degraded, have comparatively 
mild punishment. Let them not be kept from know- 
ing what is going on in the world. Give them 
opportunities, so long as they obey the rules, a cer- 
tain number of times a week to visit the prison’s 
reading room, where they can, under suitable regula- 
tions, have access to the periodicals of the day or 
hear them read, and other things in proportion. The 
punishment of being severed from home and friend8 
and being locked up in cells is sufficient for ordinary 
offenses without being treated like being8 unfit to 

. 

live. If, however, they will not be submissive to 
the rules of the prison, let them be placed with the 
lower class. I am told by some who have been here 
fur a term of years that under the present officer8 
here reforms have been made, and that the men are 
better treated than formerly. 

The prison march id not attractive to me. The 
line -is compact, the men pressing together something 

. like sardine8 in a box, each man with his right hand 
upon the shoulder of the one before him, and his 
left upon hi8 ownbreast. The men move mechanic- 
ally, keeping 8tep, with their eyes to the ground. 

. If an unhappy wretch presumes to raise hi8 eyes, the 
*order, ‘(Keep your eyes down .!” from one of the 
three officers in attendance, is pretty sure to remind 
him of hi8 duty. I presume some of you w0ula 
laugh to see me marching in one of these companies, 
say in the morning, when eaoh man bears his cell 
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bucket, with what’it contains, in one hand, aud the 
other hand cn the shoulder of the one before him. 
To see the company move slowly along, the bukets 
bumpIng together, under the surveillance of the 
watchful c&era, comes near being a ludicrous sight, 
.despite ,its obnoxiousness, and I have more than 
once laughed, internally, at any rate, at the position 
I was in. 

The main prison or hall is two hundred and fifty 
feet long by fifty or sixty feet in width, the floor of 
which is flagging, or flat stones. The block, con- 
taining two hundred and fifty-six cells, is in the 
aenter of this hall, and is of brick. The cells are in 
four tiers or stories, thirty-two in a tier on each 
side. These cells are unlike the cells in honeycombs 
in that they are not hexagonal, are not quite 
so small, and have no sweets connected with them. 
The south wing, joined to the main hall, contains 
twenty-three cells in a tier, and is accordingly 
shorter than the main hall, otherwise corresponds 
with it. In the two halls there are four hundred 
and forty cells, more than half of which contain two 
prisoners each. There are men here who look to be 
as old or older than myself ; but I am the oldest 
man in Shop No. 8, where I have been working. 
My cell, No. 265, is in the south wing, and I was 
allowed to occupy it without a companion, which 
was according to my wish. A cell four by eight is 
small enough for a single person, and it must require 
very congenial habite to make two desirable. I had 
rather not take the risk of a strange companion in 
such close quarters. As I said, the look is turned 
on each prisoner, including the handing in of the . 
food, ten times a day. The clanging of the ponder- 

! 

I 
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pus bolts, the banging of the heavy iron doors 
against the iron frames, which one in either wing 
has to hear over a thousand times a day, is mo3 
infernal and wretched music, if music it may be 
called. I hav heard few things in my life that have 
jarred so ,much upon my feelings. If hell has any 
worse noises, I wish to keep away from it. 

Cell life is a most unpleasant one, and I shall 
never begrudge any poor mortal the pleasure he can 
find in it. But in these cells many a hapless wretch 
has been compelled to pass years of his miserable 
existence. There are some in this prison sentenced 
for life, one or more for thirty years, some for fif- 
teep, some for ten, some for five, and so on, down to 
three months. 

Oh, if these gloomy walls had the power of ntter- 
ance, what sad,.heart-rending tales of wretchedness 
aod gloom could be told ! But alas ! ia small frac- 
tion of this wretchedness can ever be known. Is it 
not strange, in view of these gloomy surroundings, 
that sensitive minds have given way to wretched- 
ness and that they have become &sane, The 
wonder is that more are not rendered so. One of 
the officers told me that prison life here was made as 
unpleasant as possible, so as to prevent the inmates 
from ever wishing to come back aftor they get out. 
I remarked that the effort had been a perfect suc- 
oess, and that further experiments were unnecessary. 

The hospital is in a wing at right’ angles with the 
main hall and opposite the south wing. The Lc guard 
room ” is on the first floor, the hospital on the se& 
ond, and the chapel on the third. The latter room 
is forty-two by eighty feet, with a gallery. It is 
provided with plain wooden sea’s, with baeks, which 
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will @eat eight hundred comfortably. The women 
are seated in the gallery, but the front is so high 
that the men and women cannot see each other. Ser- 
mons are given every Sunday morning-three 
Protestant aud one Catholic The regular chaplain 
is the Rev. Charles Reynolds, Methodist. It is 
optioual. with the prisouers to go to the chapel or 
not as they prefer. I have been three times, more 
.for the variety and to see how the matter is man- 

. aged than for any speoizl edification I expected to 
receive. Mr. Reynolds’ preaching is unusually free 
from the cant and pious drawl and intoleration ao 
often met With in the clergy. He evidently is not 
partial to Infidels, but he has, nevertheless, treated 
me very kindly. He visited my cell and conversed 
with me in a pleasant, genial manner. He did not 
try to convert me, nor I him. We were able to 
meet on common ground where we could agree as 
to what isbeneficial to the human race in this life. 
He is engaged in a practical work, in relieving the 
wants of the poor of the city by furnishing them 
with food at cost prices, and in teaching poor female 
children how to cook in a palatable manner the food 
their families are able to obtain, and how to make a 
little go as far as possible. IIe is the,Superintendent 
of what is called the “ Home Mission,” in this city. 
His labor is commendable, and if he mixes in more 
about Jesus than me Infidels deem necessary, it can 
be easily overlooked in view of the praotioal good 

he is striving to accomplish. I gave him my bleas- 
iug, and he did me a kindness. He asked me if 
there were any books I would like from the library. 
I named Buckle’s “History of Civilizations” and 

Lecky ‘13 6‘ European MoralJ,” but finding neither was 

. 

. 
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ill the Library, I requested Gibbon’s 6cDecl’ine and 
Fall of the Roman Empire,” and some other more 
modern European history. In response he brought 
me an armful of books, including Greene and Rus- 
sell’s “I&tory of Modern Europe,” three volumes 
octave, being a comprehensive history from the days 
of Constantine to 1825. I have read it with much 
interest, with the contiuuous accounts of tyranny, 
oppression, superstition, and bloodshed which pre- 
vailed over Europe iu tl:e name of Jesus for fifteen 
ten t&es. My memory was refreshed as to much I 
had read in my. youthful days, and much seemed 
new. Two months ago a person could see to read 
in the cell some three hours a day outside of work 
hours, but the days have grown so much shorter that 
one hour. is about all that can be .reokoned upon. 
Soon the half hour after dinner will be all that ia 
available, as no lights are allowed in the cells, and 
when the days are at their shortest the men go to 
their cells at four o’clock, making fifteen hours of 
night. It must be particularly dull and tiresome, 
as well as cold and dreary. I dread cell life during 
the wintor. 

u The library is located in the hospital, and contains 
some 3,000 volumes. There are some very good 
books among them, ‘though none of late date. 
Many of them are also of little value. The smaller 
volumes; among which are many novels, are carried 

/ _- around to the men in their cells every Sunday morn- 
ing, but they are afforded no chance to make ‘selec- 
tions, or to be favored with any special work they 

may war@. Th ey take what is given them, asking 
no questions. Periodicals are rarely seen, and these 
of the sparsest number. The latest I 8aw there was 
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Cc Har,,er’ti Magazine ” for 1854, containing an iuata - 
ment of Dickens’ “Little Dorritt.” This was 
handed to me as a favor by the keeper of the hall. 
I must make an exception of Mr. Reynold’s little 
monthly, which he gave me, called Ou-r Work at 
Ilonze, and devoted to his miasion work. It con- 
tained no news, but said something about Jesus, 
who is said to have beeu a resident of this planet for 
about thirty-two years, nearly nineteen hundred 
yeare ago, when he was cruelly put to death because 
his views, his teachings and conversation, did not 
correspond with the views of the bigoted orthodox 
of his time. It is believed that he never mailed a 

COPY of “ Cupid’s Yokes, ” though there is no 
certainty but that he might have done so had he 
lived in these more civilized times when the 
mails and “Cupid’s Yokes ” .are in fashion. But 
he did, as narrated, authorize one of his followers 
to take an ass, or mule, without the owner’s consent, 
which some regard as a orime nearly equal to mail- 
ing Mr. Heywood’s harmless pamphlet. There is, 
however, no liitle uncertaint,y about this character, 
Jesus, as to the time he was born, etc. It was 
claimed by the various early writers that he was 
born ,in almost every month in the year, ,and 
there is also a dispute of four years as to the 
year he was born. All we have to base the narra- 
tive upon is contained in the four legendary, frag- 
mentary, imperfect, contradictory narratives at- 
tributed to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John. As it 
ia now pretty well settled by the learned that neither 

. of these narratives was written till at least one 
hundred and fifty years after the time Jesus +a; 
said to have lived, and as hid story beard such a 
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s’rong resemblance to the more ancient stories of 
Christna, HOPUS, Buddha, Apollo, Bacchue, and the 
acore or two of other demigods, or sona of gods, 
many of them miraculously begotten, and several ol 
them born of virgins, and some of them afterwards 
crucified, is it not strange that learned men relegate 
the whole story of Jesus to the domain of myth and 
uncertainty. It would seem probable that if God 
was to come down from heaven to earth to die for 
the purpose of eatabliehing a new and heavenly re- 
ligion, or if it is true that he sent his only begotten 
8011 for the purpose, and thereby to pave the world 
from his own wrath-it would Reem probable, I Bay, 
that he would be able to bring or send something 
new, something at least original and better than the 
world has had before, and that he would not be un- 
der the necessity of borrowing or adopting the an- 
tique and worn-out dogmas nAed by the pagans for a 
thoueand years or more earlier. So far a8 I have 
been able to diecover, there is nothing new or origi- 
nal in Christianity save in bloody persecutions and its 
putting millions of people to,.death for their opin- 
ions. It may justly claim orrginality in that line, 
for the pagans were not guilty of it to much extent. 
Nothing is now better known of the ancients than * 
that the fable of the virgin and child, the doctrine 
of heaven and hell, God and devil, angels and 
demons, the trinity, the symbol of the cross, baptism, 
the euchariet, Chrintmas festivals, together with the 
other Aymbols, rites, sacraments, and dogmas of 
Christianity, were known and believed in in India, 

.Thibet, Egypt, and other pagan countries, five hun- 
dred rend a thousand years before the name of Jesus 
was heard on the earth. Even his beautiful morale 

. 
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and divine sentiments which are so highly extolled 
were taught and enjoined by Zorclaster, Buddha, 
Confuciue, Pythagoras, Socrates, Plato, Epicurus, 
Hillel and others, and the most of them five hun- 
dred years before Jeans waa born. It is not strange, 
then, that patient and learned investigators who 
have given unceasing attention to this subjeot have 
come to the eoncluHion that Christianity is simply 
rejuvenated, revamped, and redressed paganism, 
and that the story of Jesus must be taken with very 
many grains of allowance. 

But so long as clergymen can make from one to 
twenty thuu*and dollars- per year in talking about 
“Jesus and his love, ” they will be pretty snre to 
continue it. Wren the time comes that they can no 
longer realize handsome livings and get along easily 
through the wo:ld at this businees, J,esus will ,fall 
into neglect, and they will pursue some other voca-’ 
tion. It will be the same in “ saving souls ;” so long 
as it pays handsomely to save souls the clergy will 
pursue it eagerly, but when it no longer proves profit- 
able lhey will throw up the business in disgust. As 
1 have sometime Faid, when clergymen are no lon’ger 
paid well for saving souls, the poor souls may go to 
hell pnd be damned for’all they would do to prevent 
it. No money, no salvation, no goQpe1, no preaching, 
no soul saving. It will be the same with belonging 
to the church. So long as it is respectable to be a 
church-member, and so long as the church helps 
people to move in good society and enstain tbeir 
trade and etanding, Mm. Grundy, Mrs. McFlimsey, 
Mrs. Gunnybags, and all of their ilk will continue . 
to be zealous and sanctimonious church-members. 
But when all t,hL is changed, and church-membera 

. 
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are found to be no better and no more resyec’a’~le 

than other people, the Grundies, the McFlimseys, the 
Gunnybags, etc., will become indifferent, the churches 
will not be kept up, and the Rev. Cream Cheeses 
will have to adopt some other means of obtaining a 

living. I am told that Bro. Reynold?, with what he 
is paid for his services here and what for outside 

services, realizes $2,500 per year. ‘That, of course, 

is not so much as many of the more aristocratic 
clergymen are paid ; it is not so much as Cotnstock 

makes by getting people into prison unjustly, but it 

does pretty well, and is far more than thousands of 
men cau make at more arduous employment. 

In my late reading I have again and again had my 
attention recalled to the rrlentless and bloody pers+ 
cutions which the church vindictively and persist- 
ently purrued,in the name of JCPUS for hundreds of’ 

years. I have also been forcil~ly struck wi:h tl,e 

great numbers of distinguished men who have been 
imprisoned innocently on both polilical and religious 
grounds. Hundreds of cases might be cited, but I 

cannot take the time or space to go into it here. 
Some in English history were particularly noticeable. 

One Sir John Oldcastle, a friend to the Lollards- 
the disciples of Wickliffe-in the time of Henry V., 
for his ‘honest religious views, Thomas Arundel, 

archbishop of Canterbury, caused to be thrown into 
the I,ondon Tower, whence he eventually made his 
escape, and was protected by his friends some four 

yeara ; but the head of the church in England again 
secured’his arrest, and he was burnt a.t, the stake in 

Smithfield-being the first martyr to.burn upon that 

ground where EO many distinguished victims were 
later put to death for their r Iigion, and in the same 

._ 
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cruel manner. Oldcastle was a noble old man, and 
died for his honesly and integrity. Shakspere com- 
memorated him In biti prologue to the second part 
of u Henry V., be said, ‘, Oldcastle died a martyr.” 
Sir Walter Raleigh was another distinguished per- 
sonage who suffered long imprisonment unjustly, 
both for political and religious reasons. He was 
cast into the Tower on three different occasions, and 
spent more than fourteen years there. He was a 
great mau, surpa4ng most men of his time in seve- 
ral branches of study, including history, navigation, 
chemistry, and kindred scientific pursuits. He was 
the friend of ShakNprre, Ben Jonsou, Francis Bacon, 
and men of that class, and they often visited him 
when in p&on to concult him and learn his views / 
upon various subjects. He was the founder of 
free states on this continent, and in-many reepecta 
he had not a superior in the world ; but when he had 
got to be an old man he was basely put td death, by 
order of James I., to please the very Christian and 
persecuting Philip II. of Spain, who bore a deadly 
malice towarclsthe grand old mau for the opposition 
he had made to the murderous, oppressive policy of 
Spain. 

The recital of those who have been unjustly im- 
prisoned would fill many large volumes ; so, while I 
reflect upon my own unjust iocarceration, I remem- 
ber there were thouaanda before me who wera com- 
pelled to s&r far more. But this gross injustice 
should not always continue. The world sometime 
should learn to do better. Justice and mercy should 

, 
at length rule on the earth. 

I have heretofore mentioned the resemblance be- 
tween some of our modrrn characters and those of a 

a 
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few hundred years ago. I- have had occasion to 
remark the similarity of Judge Jefferies of two 
hundred years ago to our own Judge.Benedict, and 
I have recently been struck anew with the resem- 
blance. Jefferies had a red-faced, swollen visage ; 

so haR Benedict. I@ *ias a coarse, sensual, over- 
beating man ; BO is Benedict. He was fond of gen- 
erous stitmilants and sumptuous dinners ; so is Bene- 
dict. He enacted great injustice upon those who 
were FO unfortunate as to be brought before him; so 
has Benedict. He often played the part of prosecu- 
tor a9 well au judge, showing a fixed determination 
to convict those brought before him ; so does Ben- 
edict. He bulldozed and coerced the juries that 
served before him ; so does Benedict. He was 
merciless and crurl ; so is Beuedict. He sent many 
persons to unjust punishment ; so has Benedict. He 
enacted the most cruel wrongs upon his fellow-men ; 
so has Benedict. But there is one thing not charged 
upon Jefferies. It is not claimed that he ever took 
a little girl, named Mary Brown, from Ludlow-Street 
Jail to his own house for his own ude, afterwards 
turning her over to another party. 

It is not strange that I should keenly feel the 
great wrongs which Benedict has done to me and 
others-how flippantly he has sent many persons to 
this prison for terms varying from one to ten years,, 
and for the most frivolous offenses, thus depriving 
them of their dearest rights, and disgracing them in 
the eyes of their fellow-men. Could he be made to 
serve six months or a year in this establishment, I 
think he wou!d afterwards be a little more chary 
about sending others here for very slight offenses, or 
no offense at all. Look at the wrongs which, with 

* 
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the aid of Comstook, he’did to Leonard Fox & Son, 
Sullivan, and many others who were not aware that 
they had violated any law and who meant to do no 

wrong. How unceremoniously he took $3,500 from 
the pocket of my dear. friend, Dr. E. B. Foo:e, for 
imparting the most useful information, which every 
physician in thg country has the most perfect right 
to give to his patients. Benedict and Comstock have 
seemed to be in partnership in committing the most 
dire wrongs upon their fellow-men. Well did 
Comstock know what he was, talking about when he ,_ 
boastfully said he “ never failed in Benedict’s court.” 
He knew that if by entrapping and decoying his 
victims he could once arraign them before Benedict, 
their conviction was certain and the prison was their 
doom. Brothers in the same church and in the same 
political part,y, they have been brothers in the vile 
work of inflicting upon unfortun$e human beings 
the most grie,vous wrongs known in modern times.’ 

it has been proposed to petition Congress the \ 
coming winter for the impeachment of ,llenedict. It 
is the only way he can be reached, as he is not 
amenable to the people. If such petition is sent out 
for,signatures, I hope every friend I have in the 
Unit,ed States, and every lover of justioe .and the 
ri$tv guaranteed by the Constitution of our country, 
will sign iL, for IIC 11.2s lbroved himself unfit to sit a5 
judge in the great courts of the United States. He 
has committed greater wrongs than have many of 
the unfortunate men ho has sent to prison, and, in 
justice, be ong11t to be made to take a back seat, if 
not a dose of his own medicine, and, for his wrong- 
doing, serve a term of two years in this institu- 

tion. 
l . 

. 



651 FRO&f BENIND THE BARS. 

I have aho before this called attention to the 
striking resemblance between his friend Comstoek 
and the notorious Matthew Hopkins, who, in Eug- 
land, in’ the seventeenth century, played such a cruel 
part in hunting up witches, or in accusing persons of 
being witches, acd then subjecting tbem to tbe most 
intolerable sufIerings and torture, and causing hun- 
dreds to he put to the most agonizing deaths because 
he pronounced them witches. He was immense in 
hunting up witches and Comstock is equally im- 
mense in huntiug up obscenity and inflicting a simi- 
lar character of wrongs and injustice. I have denom- 
inated Cornstock the Matthew Hopkins of the nine- 
teenth century. 

There is also anothercharaoter, who flourished in the 
time of Charles II., an infamous informer and perjurer 
named Titu+ Oates, to whom Comstdck bears a btrik- 
ing resemblaoce. Oates laid his vile plans to entrap 
irmocent persons aud then inform on them and bring 
the direst punihhment on them ; so does Comstock. 
He wasa tool in the service of bad clergymen; so is 
Comstock. He did not hesitate to commit perjury 
to bring his victims to punishment ; it is so with 
Comatock. IIe caused numerous persons to be 
cruelly and unjustly punished ; so has Comstock. 
He pretended to work in the interest, of the church 
and of relig’on ; FO does%mstock. But he finnlly 
met his just deserts ; it is to be hoped so will Com- 
stock, He flourished for a while, made a good deal 
of money, was called a great’man, and all that, but 

. finally his vi!lGny and perfidy were found out ; he 
was himself hrought’to justice, was tried,for perjury 
and c mvicted ; besides being heavily &red, he was 
sentenced tu stand t\v;co in tf!c pi lory to be 

. 
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whipped from Oldgats to Newgate one day, and 
from Newgate to TySurn two day3 afterwards, and 
to stand in the pillory five times in a year as long as 
he lited. If some equally summary punishment 
could be visited upon Comstock, it should be no 

worse than his inramouv conduct has merited. 
‘CVhat &all be said of District-Altorney Waod- 

ford, who, though he hrd been lieutenant-governor 
of this state, has no more discretion and judgment 
than to employ the courts and the treasury of the 
United States in prosecuting me for that which is no 
crime at all when he knew it was the work of &pits 
and revenge on the part of the miserable informer 
who inrtigated the proceelinga? A man who can- 
not better employ himself is unfit to be drawing a 
saIary from the government of the country, and had 
better employ himself at selling the SUM or 23kraZc-Z 

on the ntretts, or at Cc shining boots ” at five cents a 

pair. 
I am informed Woodford threatens to prosecute 

me again because from Ludlow-Street Jail I pub- 
lished the passages of t.he pamphelt upon which I 
was convicted in comparison with passages from the ’ 
Bible. It is the opinion of many that he had better 
think the matter over, twice, at least, before he corn- 
mences operationa.* Some of his best friends think 
he has played that game once too often already. 

The sands of my Iife are pretty we11 run ; and if 
it is my fate to spend tbe balance of uly days in 
prison for exercising the rights of an American citi- 
zen, I shall try and endure the intiiction with the 
best grace I can command. I remember Gove&r 
Woodford told me in his office neat Iy two years ago, 
after Comstock caused my arrest the fir&t time, tbzt 
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I was ct a more honest man than himself,” a&l I am 
inclined to think he spoke the truth. 

I cannot forget the part that W. I?. Fiero played 
in placing me where I am. Ee may be styled a cross 
bet ween Bombastes Furi&o and a “ jack-in-a-box,” 
or jumping.jack-a toy which children play with. 
But though his forensic ability is not graded as A 
No. 1, he did his best to convict me, and he was 
quite successful, as would his coat or shirt have 
been, with Benedict for judge and to insirruct and 4 
govern the jury, had they been hung uh there upon a 
beanpole. 

I cannot help ofton recurring to the injustice. that 
has been done me in the name of the law, and the 
agencies by which it was brought about. Apd as I 
have been meditating in my lonely cell I hav specu- 
Isted upon what would have been my probable fate 
had the votes of either of the states, South Carolina, 
Louisiana, or Florida, been counted for Tilden, as 
thousands think they justly should have been, or had 
Judge Bradley, of the Electoral Commission, given 
his vote ?‘or ‘l’ilden instead of Hayes. -It would 
doubtless have been much better for me. My 
chances for a pardon or liberation from ‘prison would 
be much fairer than now, foi then there would have 

* been no Mrs. Tilden to side in with Comstock and 
the pious clergy to influence the President to keep 
me behind the bars. But probably these specula- 
tions are useless. 

I 
I am pleased to hear of the success met with at 

the meetings of our friends at Cincinnati and Chau- 
tagqua Lake, and trust much good may grow out of 
them. I shall read the particulars of those meetings, 
when permitted to do so, with great pleasure. Of 

; 
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. 

tbe political contest in this state for governor at the 
nest election I know but little save that Robinson 
and Cornell are opposing candidates, and that Helly 
and the Greenback candidate are also on the track. 
Of what their relative prospects may be I know 
nothing, and do not longer regard myself as much 
of a partisan. But as between Robinson and Cor- 
nell ]t have considerable choice. To indicate the 
choice I have this much to eay: I believe Robinson 
to be an honest, upright mau, and that he has served 
his expiring term with ability and integrity. One 
/thing can be @aid in his favor : He is opposed to 
Cornstook and his famous decoy system f”’ entrap- 
ping unfortunat,e victims. He has two or three 
times sent his private secretary to New York to 
inquire into the caBes which Comstock has villain- 
onsly entrapped and prosecuted. He found that 
gross injustice had been done, and he judiciously 
pardoned the sufferera who had been wrongly con- 
victed. This was true in the cases of Charles I?. 
Blandin and Louis Wengenwroth. The Governor 
aoted nobly in theee case8, and I shall ever respect 
him for his devotion to justice. 

In conolusion, I wish you all continued good 
health, with as much prosperity and happiness aa 
falls to the lot of mortals. May we all live to see 
light and justice reign in this fair land, when every 
man will be perfectly free to entertain and express 
bie honest convictions, and when men will not 
be unjustly seat to prison on miserable, false pre- 
texte. Sincerely yonre, D. M. BENNETT. 



LE?TER FROM THE PENITENTIARY.-No. 3. 

ALBANY PENITENTIARY, Oct. 6, 1879. 
’ MY DEAR FRIENDS : Still another four weeks 
have passed away, and I can again *address you a 
few Goes. Let me again assure you that nothing 
*gives me greater pleasure than this, unless it is to 
receive letbrs from you, replete, as they are, with 
friendship, sympathy, and eocouragement. I fear 
that, by these numerous letters you have sent to me 
in prison, you have placed upon me a greater iudebt- 
ednfXS than I shall ever be able to discharge. But 
if I die insolvent in thie particular, it shall not gr:eve 
me excessively. I will do the beat I can, and let 
that suffice it. Your letters have indeed beeo a 
great consolation to me, and have robbed prison life 
of much of its gloom. It is very gratifying to a 
person who is unjustly incarcerated to know that he 
is not forgotten nor foreaken because of it, and to 
feel that, the hatids of fAendship and love are extend- 
ed from all directionw I can never forget the kind- 
ness of my numerous friends in this respect. I can 
realize, too, how dull and thanklesa s task it is to 

. 

. write letters when no response is expected, and the 
talking must be all on one side. It should not be 80 
could I have my way about it. It would please me 
to reply to each letter reoeived, but I have to sub- 
mit to much that is not exaotly pleasant. I& UB all . 
be-oceigmd! 
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Four and a half months of my imprisonment have 
now passed away. I take note of the days and 
weeks and months aa they go by, all too slowly, and 
look forward with hope to the time when I shall .’ 
again have my freedom. Let me here correct an er- ’ 

.ro_r which I notice some of you have falleq into. 
Some think I have to remaiu here thirteen months 
from the time I came here. This is not the case. My 
term of imprisonment commenced on the day I was 
sentenced and &ken to ,LudlowStreet Jail-the 5th 
of June. As I rrmained there in obedienoe to in- 
struotions from Wavhingtoo, the seven and a half 
weeks passed theee count on my time. Besides, the 
law of this state, applying to all the prisons in 
the state, takes two mouths off each year and 
the fraittional part of the. year for good bebav- 
ior. I shall, of course, try to behave myself as well . ’ 
as I can while here; consequently two months and 
fire days will be deducted from the term which . 
Benedict sent me here for.. So, if Hayes continues 
to follow the instructions of Cometock, the pious 
bigots, and Mrs. Hayee;and keeps me here till the 
end pf my term, the bolts will be withdrawn and I 
again he able to stl p out into Nature’s glorious sun- . . 
shine, and to breathe the pure air of freedom,,on the 
first of May, 1880. That day is not so far removed ’ 
aa the millennium: anti, I doubt not, will be one of 
the hapbiest May-days I ever experienced. 

A friend has given me rome a&%oufit& two late 
trials of Comstock’s decoy. cases in the New York . 

city oourt,~, in which the notorious informer and 
spy was not eminently successful. The fir& was. 

. the case of Mr. W&l, the photographer-a gen- 
tleman of moat excellent oharacter-who was eepceOt . 

- 

’ / 
; 
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: 
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years ‘ago thrown into prison by Comstock for a 
harmless photograph, purchased in his gallery by 
the arch-hypocrite. The case has lain dormant for 
several years, but was recently pressed to trial by 
Comstock, to gratify a spirit of revenge towards 
Weil for giving me some of the facts relative to his 
persecutions by Cornstock. I understand the case 
was tried before Judge Gi!dersleeve, who had the 
fairness to allow the introduction of testimony by 
competent judges-photographers and dealers-as 
to whether the picture was obscene or not. Their 
opinion was uuanimous that the photograph was not 
obscene. Of cour*e Mr. Weil was acyuitted. The 
judge wan very different from the one who tries me. 
Had the opinions of writers, authors, book dealers, 
physiologists, and other literary men, been admitted 
when I was on trial, even that tractable Christian 
jury must have rendered a different verdict. 

The ether case was that of E. W. Baxter, for send- 
ing a certain preventive remedy by mail, and was 
also tried before Judge Gildersleeve. It was proved 
that Comstock decoyed Baxter, over a false name, 
first from Troy, and that Baxter wrote in reply that 
he could not send the preventive powders to any 
point in the state of New York, because it was 
against the law (the same law whioh Comatock had 
procured to be enacted). Comstock next, over an- 
other fictitious name, decoyed him from Toledo, O., 
whereupon Baxt,er sent the powders from Jersey 
City. Judge Gildersleeve, in his rulings;said the 
offense was not immoral in itself; that it was made 
so in the state of New York by statute; hence the 
statute.should be very literally interpreted. That, 
inasmuch ,as Birxter had gone out of the &ate to for- 

. 



ward the powders, and they were fnrnished to’ a 
person living outside the state, the state laws oonld 
not properly be appbed. Baxter was promptly’ ao- 
quitted and Comstock inteusely disgusted. The 
Tinlea said Comstock told Judge Gildersleeve that 
he should bring no more cases in his (Gildersleeve’s) 
court! He has a court (Benedict’s) where he can 
bring his dirty caseu, with, as he claims, a certainty 
of securing a conviction. . He “ never fails t.here.” 
Unfortunately for too many of his victims, this ’ 
statement has too much truth. Par letter woald it ’ 
hnve been for those victims had Benedict remained 
among the hills of his native Vermont, and devoted 
his talents to the raising of rye, p‘otatoes, sheep, and 
hog<, and never been allowtsd to sit in judgment 
in the United States courts on Comstock’s deooyed 
and hapless vi&ma. 

But the t,wo cases alluded to, and the way in 
which they resulted, show au improved state of the 
courts and of public sentiment. The time was when 
Comstock sent nearly every person to prison whom 
he enticed within his toils. It is no longer the case; 
and it is to he ardently hoped that the time will also 
.come when he will decide to take an honorable 
course to prtitiure a livelihood. It is thought Judge 
Gildersleeve will be able to survive the withdrawal 
of Comst.ock’s cayes. I am sorqewhat acquainted 
with Mr. Weil, and believe him to be an honorable, 
law-abiding citizen, infinitely superior in everything 
that is. moral and gentlemanly to hia vile perse- 
cntor. 

Comstoek’s victims are numerous. I have fonnd 
me of them here-George II. Hickman, formerly of 
Baltimore, and son of Cd. IIiokman of that city, 
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many years a prominent bookseller in ‘Baltimore 
street. The son was in the Union army, and held 
the positian o$ ad jutant in one of the Mary laud regi- 
ments, and was also brevet-major. He lost, his 
health in the service, and from wounds received in 
battle became a paralytic and a pensioner. He was 
plaaed at the Soldiers’ Home at Fort&as Monroe, 
where he was appointed postmaster. He had previ- 
ously resided several years in Washington, and w& 
favorably known to mani persons connected with 
tile government. He has been a man of rare intelli- 
gence and estensive reading. While acting as post- 
master at the Home, nome improper papers, or other 
mtiil matter, were sent to his office for some of the 
officers. .It seems Comstock had some hand in the 
matter, in carrying out one of his divty decoy 
gamee, and that he bad some accomplices down there 
w!Jrking in his interest. When Hickman learned 
that it was a trap set by Comstock, he prudently 
burnt the papers. He claims that when Comstock 
learned this he was angry, and entered into a cou- 
spiraoy with the chaplain of the Home, one Rev. 
Mr. Folsyth, to get Hickman into troubIe. This 
Forsyth-who alspears to have been a dishonorable 
man-induoed Hickman to open a certain registered 
letter, when he immediately had him arrested, and 
secured his oonviotion. He was sentenced to the 
Albany Penitentiary for five years. His time is out 
in December next. But prison life has been very 

_ hard on him, and though but fifty-three years of 
age, he is a mere wreck. He has been in the hos- 
pital nearly a year, lying most of the time prostrate 
upon his back. Hiss paralysis is much worse, and be 
is so debilitat& and emaoiated that he oan scarcely 
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walk. What he will do when his term has expired 
I am unable to. say, and he is oertainly an object of 
pity. He blames Comstock for what be has suffered 
these lo& dreary years, and declares him to be OIIO 
of the yorst men living. 

My opinion of Comstock is pretty well known; I 
but I will &y again that a man who is capable of 
hiring with muney three frail girls to exhibit them- 
selves in a nude condition before himself and five or . 
six other men, and he sitting by for an hour and 
twenty minutes (as sworn to in court), taking in the , 
exhibition, being also director ‘of ceremonies, order- 
ing performances too indecent to describe; a man 
who, to carry out his vile purposes, will forge the 
name@ of. females (he has publicly acknowledged 
this); a man who will @end obscene books and pic- 
tures through the mail for Ihe purl ose of e&appiug 
an innocent person within his power; a man who 
will persistently use his entire abilities to induce in- 
nocent persons to thoughtlessly commit deeds that 
will enable him to throw them into prison; a man 
capable of. brutally dragging tbe good Mr. Andrew iI . 
Prosch through tli~ streets to prison for committing 

i no wrong; a man capable, while drawing a salary of 
$& per week, of letting his poor, aged, h&Jess, im- 
poverished father go for days without a mouthful to 
eat, and to walk the streets in cold weather with his. 
toes literally eticking nut through his shoes, being 
eompelled to beg from acquatitances and strangers 
for a pittance to keep him from starvation; a man, I 
say, capable of doing all these disgraceful things, 

* and many, many more of a similar character, is Papa; 
ble of anything moan, low, and’ criminal. &oh 8 . 

’ man is oapablo of dishonorably possessing him& sf 
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pr;vate letters, and garbling and ohanging them to 
‘i 

s&afy his spite and revenge. I‘ may have made 
mistakes in my life; I may not always have been 
perfectly discreet; I have never clkmed to be a 
saint; but I know I could not be guilty of the viIe, 
low, dirty, and contemptible deeds which he. has 
again and again dommitted. 

Some who pretend to be Liberab; who cIaim to i , be extra-moral and high-toned, may join hands with L / 

t 
Comstoak, defend his condnet, and try to show me 

” 
a criminal; but I defy them al1. I have committed 
no crime, and I challenge them to show t,hat I have. 
I envy them not the verdict which must inevita- 
bly be rendered by the public in reference to such 
eff arts. Envy and malice are two quahties whioh I 
hope not to harbor in my breast. 

The things most to be regretted in aII this Com- . 
i stock business is that he has been sustained by hon- 
I orabie, well-meaning men, and that he has been able 

I to control the legislation of Congress and the Iegis- 
E I&ion of this state to procure the passage of 
I utatutes not only unconstitutional but subversive 

of the dearest rights and liberties of the people- 
statutes that authorize a censorship of the press and 
the mails more detestable than anything known in 
Spain, Russia, or Turkey, and utterly in opposition 

/ to the genius of our institutions and the principles of 
&nerican Iiberty. It is to be hoped that before 
many years pass away we may have a Congress in - 
Washington and a legislature in this state that wilL 
have the good sense and propriety to repeal the 
statutes 60 unwisely enaoted. 

/ The Comstock theme is an nnpleasant one. I re- l 

vert to it only from a sense of duty to myself and 
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my fellow-oitizens. He h&8 dbubtleas done. some 
good, but it has~&en with ho bad a motive, and his 
deeds are so unmanly and dishonorable, that it 
would have been far better for this oountry had he 
never lived. 

Two weeks ago to-day I attended the ohapel to 
hear a sermon by the Catholio clergyman who 
preaches to the prison&s of his denomination one 
Sunday in each month. He is a plump, well-kept 
looking German, and appears like a clever gentleman. 
He visits the hospital once in a while ; I met him 
here. 

I: was high-mass day and he oelebrated it in good 
Btyle. In uonsists in chanting ‘in Latin, bowing 
before the image of the Virgin, repeated kneelings 
b6fore the altar, drinking wine or something else 
from a goblet tiled by two boys in attendance 
dressed in white, who-rang bells, swung inoense, and 
attended upon him in various ways. An altar was 
there nicely rigged out with images, crosses, and 
eight lighted candles. He ‘was duly dressed in 
priestly robes, and over all was a white garment 
with an immense cross in a dark color, nearly as 
large aa himself, on the back. With that big croes 
plain before us I could not help thinking of the 
origin of the symbol and the great amount of oru- 
elty, torture, and bloodshed that for more than a 
thbueand years were-committed under it. I have no 
love for it. 

One of the most pleasing portions of the--servios 
was the singing of some five or six young ladies, 
accompanied by a parlor organ. The singing was 
very nioe. The sqmon, on the importan&-of, the 
confession of sin to the priest, was one of ,+a&~ 
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. ability, and with 8 “sweet G&man aooent.” tie 
gew-gaws, the trappings, the pomp;onsnese, and the 
flnmmery connected with the-service to me seemed 
ueeless and silly. I cannot believe that God re- 
quires anything of that kind: to keep his ohildren 
out of the eternal fires. It is 811 8 mieiake. The 
audience was only about two-thirds the size of those 
who attend on the Protestant clergyman. I judge 
four hundred or more were present. 

Dear Friends, I hope the times are auspicious 
with you, and that health and presperity are attend- 
ant upon you. you that have fall crops to secure 
have had most excellent weather for the puruose. 
Gladly would I be with you and lend a willing hand. 
in assisting you in your labors. It would be vastly 

. more pleasant than being shut up here behind grates 
. .\and bare, shut out from the world, from friends and 
’ .-family, and all that is dear in hfe. . 

The election in this state is drawing near. I am 
unable to form an opinion as to what the result will 
be. 1 hear it hinted that various influences are be- 

sing tried to defeat Robinson for Governor. For 
reasons I gave you in my last letter, I hope it will, 
not be accdmplished. He has proved himself a 
lover of justice, 8 defender of the rights of the 
oppressed, and an honest, capable, governor. He 

I knows well the villainy of Comstook, snd has t&e 
interfered and released his viotims from oruel impris- 
onment. I hope that epery friend of mine in the 

* state who has a vote will giv it to Governor Robin- 
eon, and that he will be re-elected. 

A quest& is involved here more vital to us as 
Liberals and lovers of justice than the ordinary dif- 
ferences between Repuhlicsns and Democrats. With 
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. many good wiahea for your welfart+that-Toa may *“ ‘j 

live long and happily-1 remain your sinoere fried, 
D. M. hN’NET%!. 

% 

. 
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