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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. This
being the case I feel sure the reader will overlook
the roughness and inelegance that are conspicuous.
If it may be thought that too much bitterress 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 publisher
and seller of many radical books and pamphlets. I

have not so much “faith” as many of my fellow- -

men profess. Icannot 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 no worthier man—in some respects with t* .
views held by Benjamin Frauklin, George Washing,
" ton, John Adams, and closely resembling those held
by the late good and revered Abraham Lincoln, X
have strong convictions counter to current creeds,
and bave the habit of speaking out what I believe.
I cannot accept supernaturalism ; I am not a friend
to priestcraft ; I oppore dld theological fablss and
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unsupported tales ; hence I have been a rock of
offente to many who deeth themsclves “the salt of
the earth.” The clergy and their immediate friends
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’s Christian Association at their
splendid hall on the corner of Fourth avenue and
Twenty-third street, New York. I was declared an
enemy to ecclesiasticism 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 decoy,
Anthony Comstock, 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 even blasphemy ; but \
he also knew that he had a little obscenity postal law
which Congress had enacted for him, and that if he
could use that upon me my conviction and imprison-
ment were certain. He accordingly commenced ope-
rations. The course 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 me 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, 1879, The term #rial, how-
ever, in this case is a misnomer. It was a farce—a
mockery. I was #ried for one thing, but convicted
for another, I was not allowed to intreduce the
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testimony of competent authors, writers, publishers,
dealers, and philologists, to show that the pamphlet
. * is not obseene, though nearly fifty of the ablest in the
oity were ready to give such testimony; in fact,
allowed to introduce no testimony save a little as to
“my good character through life. Even the pamphlet
itself was not peimitted to be read to the jury, but
such detailed passages only as the prosecating 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
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 conrse, how-
ever, was not pepugnant to the feelings of the jury,
for they were mainly members of Christian churches,
and the foreman a superintendent of a Sunday-
school. An Iufidel 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,
 were at first for acquittal, but all save one readily
':3_ | yielded to the majority. That one held out all night
- —fifteen hours in all-—when he finally yielded, though
*against his better judgment, and at the earnest en-
_treaty of a juryman who had a sick wife, who had
' seut word to her husband to return home at the
earliest possible moment. This 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 thought I counld
easily obtain a-new trial, he would not have yielded.
" My attorney, Mr. Abram Wakeman, had made
twenty or more exceptions to the ju&ge’s arbitrary
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rulings, and appealed, upon a writ of error, to three
judges, with the hope that they would dismiss the
case upon the 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 could be reviewed,”
together with the 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, May 21st.
The points and exceptions were printed and argued
at considerable length by my attorney, but all with-
out avail. The judge who had secured my conviec-
tion was one of the three to decide whether I should
have a new trial—a thing manifestly most improper,
as few things 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
my:elf. 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 things it could hardly
be expected a judge would decide against himself,
or that his two companions—brother Christians as
well as brother judge—swith the courtesy common
between judges, would decide against him. They
did not. Benedict was sustained, and a new trial
denied me.  June 5th was the day set for pronounc-
ing sentence. Accordingly, on that day, I again ap-
peared before Judgs Beredict, 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
gession in Qctober, sentenced me to ¢ thirteen months’
smprisonment at hard labor in the Albany Penitene,
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tiary and a fine of three hundred dollars ($300).”
Before sentence was pronounced I requested to speak
a few words, but this privilege was summarily denied
me. Numerous friends were present, and I wanted
to exercise the poor favor usually granted to the
worst of criminals before being sentenced ; but I
could not be indulged to that extent.

I was taken to Ludlow-Street Jail soon after.
Awaiting the action of the President, I was allowed
to remain there until July 28th, when, he declining
to pardon me, a United States marshal conveyed me
to this prison. My experience here is partially de-
scribed in the letters from this place. For seven
weeks I worked in the shop at shoemaking, when,
becoming an invalid, I was sent to the hospital,
where I still 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 octavo volume
of over 1,000 pagés. I trust it will be a work of
some value, and that it will be ready to preseut to
the public about January 1, 1880. All who wish a
copy are requested to indicate the same by writing
to Tur TruTE SEERER 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, and for
simply exercising the rights guaranteed by the Con-
stitution to every American citizen. But'as I am
destined to suffer this indignity and wrong, I can
only be glad that it is in so good a cause as free
thought, free speech, a free press and free mails, I
feel sure 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 its duty to inquire into the religious views of citi-
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
conscience, or to not worship at all, if he so prefers.
It is comparatively a modern thing that men are
sent to prison 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, though 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 poss
himself in my case will inevitably come to the con-’
clusion that “obscenity ” was only a pretext, 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 ofiicial stenographer of the
couri—a book of 275 pages. Price, cloth, 50 cents ;
paper, 30 cents.

Among the hopes I indulge is the one that Con-

"gress 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-
gregs ; its passage was almost surreptiticusly prue
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 onz man
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in ten knowing what he was voting for, and at the
time that the ¢back-pay,” ¢salary-grab,” .and
“galary-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 penally imprisonment for ten
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, 1e11g10us, or political reasons.
There aro millions in our country to-day who have
not the slightest idea ihat 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
understand 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
express, or by any other mode of conveyance, It
certainly is no part of the duty of the general gov-
ernment to huunt up and punish obscenity any more
than burglary, larceny, arson, assault and battery,
manslaughter, and murder. The state and munic-
ipal courts are ample for the punishment of all
these crimes. Obscenity forms no exception. A
little activity and watchfulness on the part of mu-
cicipal police will always prevent the prevalence of
this wrong, The fact that it was suppressed, and
by the activity of a single individual, before the
statute under consideration was enacted, sufficiently
proves this proposition. ' Let it be held to be a crime
to transfort 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 courts to punish. The states do
not own the express companies 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 gencral
government should be occupied in trying obscenity
cases. Let the Comstock law be repealed. ‘
To give additional information touching my case
before commencing the *Letters From Behind the
Bars,” my “Open Letter to Samuel Colgate” will
be given, published before my trial. My ¢ Circular
Letter to the Press,” after the trial, to be followed
by two editorials from Tax TruTa SERKER of June
%, 1879, printed the day I was sentenced, the second
of which contains the substance of what I would
have said in court bhad the judge permitted me to.
speak, and lastly my appeal to the President, asking
for liberation, 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,
D. M, BENNETT.
Albomy Penitentiary, Oct, 15, 1879,



AN OPEN LETTER
TO

SAMUEL COLGATE

[From The Truth Seeker of Feb. 22 1879.]

Dean Sik : My reason for addressing this com-
munication 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
of my good name, my property, and my liberty.
From the information 1 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 as any man’s, and
it is but natural that I feel some uneasiness in gon-
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,
struggling to deprive me of my liberty and my
rights, if not my life. I am, of course, deeply in-
terested in this contest, and wish to talk with you
about it with plainness, directness, and earnestness.

In some respects you and'I 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 as it was established by our fathers, In
other ‘respects-we are not equal. You are rich; 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
city and country, while, by -the same class, I am
hated and despised. You are the president of an
organization composed of rich and Lonorable men,
while the finger of scorn is pointed at me and I am
denounced as a criminal unfit for life and the bless-
ings of freedom.

‘What is the cause of this state of things? Is it
because I have really committed wrongs 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
think I will soon 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 sen may be as old as his father; I do not.
You believe in supernaturalism ; I do not. You
believe that your system. of religion has been .
handed down from heaven ; I do not, but regsrd it,
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like all other systems of religion, as of human pro-
duction. You believe that a certain individual of
illegitimate biith, said to hav been born nearly two
thousand years ago of a Jewish maiden, was be-
rotten by the Supreme Creator of the universe, and
was himself the creator of the universe and his own
father ; I do not. You believe that the blood of
this individual was very different from the blood of
all other human beings and possessed virtve enough
to save and make forever happy those who accept
the belief you do; I do mot. Iregard every per-
ron’s blood, who has lived upon the earth, as essenti-
olly the same. You believe that all who do not
aceept and acknowledge the faith you do must go to
itell and suffer eternal torture ; I do not. I cannot
believe 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,
und 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 thing 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
perfectly free for every form of belief, theological
or otherwise. It was intended that every religion
here rhould 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
to 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
“The Government of the United States ¢s not in
any sense founded on the Christian religion.”
Among our later Presidents some have been unbe’
lievers or Infidels, notably Abraham Lincoln.

¢ Under this view of the matter it would seem that
my right to hold my honest opinions ought to bs
" 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 70,000 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 chureh 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 expensive and
useless farce.

Yes, Mr. Colgate, my prineipal 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 amgnot and never have been a dealer in
obscene lite#iture. 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
agent 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
arraigned before the highest courts of our country.
Your agent, Anthony Comstock, visited my place,
searched through my publications, books, pamphlets
and traets to see if he could not find something on
which I could be arrested and convicted. He
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finally found two little tracts—one an “Open Letter
to Jesus Christ” and another a Scientific essay,
written for the Popular Science Monthly 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 for 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-
tious 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. 8. 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. 8. 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 lint, ora
bit of instruction from the authorities at Washinton
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 treatment 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? Fhere is scarcely another charge
in the whole catalogue so disgraceful, so odious, and
80 utterly ruinous to a man’s character among his
friends and acquaintances. . How would you like to
‘be arrested on an accusation of selling obsecene and
lascivious publications ¥ How would you like to have
your wife, your daughters, your near r: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 Samael
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 lasg fifteen
months, and I think as much of my eharacter 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 mueh 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 every ayticle
or thing designed or intended for the prevention of
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 post-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, o cause the same to be taken, from the mails,
for the purpose 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. 8. Statutes at Large, vol. 19, p. 90.
Approved July 12, 1876.

You will notice that it is a positive wiolation 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 fine 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 wvaseline 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
mzil. They were ordered from your house, they
were sent pursuant to order, the envelope having
your business card printed upon it. IHere 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-
modic 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 this
kind prevention is better than cure, and I am in-
clined to think, from some experiments, that vases
line, charged with four or five grains of salicylic
acid, will destro spermatozoa, without injury to the
uterus or vagina.”

Here 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, as 1 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 mnot 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 pamphblet, 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 prosecute 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’s. This is a very good illustration of the
kind of justice meted out by your Society for the
Suppression of Vied; 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 from 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 yourspeech 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 French 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 mueh money to successfully oppose him.
He looks for game more helpless and friendless.
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It is the same with the booksellers. There is hardly
a bookseller in the country but what sells the writ-
ings of Boceaccio, Rabelais, Montaigne, Fielding,
Shakspere, Sterne, Juvenal, Byron, and others, any
one of which has a hundred times more of obscenity
or indecency than “ Cupid’s Yokes” contains, but
they are never disturbed. They can keep on selling
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 ¢ Cupid’s Yokes” to their
heart’s content, and Comstock will not lay in wait
for them. The largest booksellers in the city have
repeatedly bought ¢ Cupid’s 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 sgaid, * To-day it is impossi-
ble to find one of those books [indecent] in any
store in this city, and obscene pictures and pam-
phblets 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 Society has expended some $50,000, and
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it hags done in the last five years little elge than to
prosecute, annoy, and persecute people who meant
t0 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 scores
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 years on the charge
of dealing in obscene -literature who has really been
guilty, ten or twenty have been needlessly arrested,
have been subjected to heavy 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. Toote, Dr. E. C. Abbey, John A. Lant,
Sara B. Chasé, Charles Mackey, Leander Fox & Son,
Mr. Weil, A. Prosch, Charles ¥. Blandin, Louis
Wengenrath, E. H. Heywood, 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 per-
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 inemrred. Should then the inquiry, be made—-
What great good has the society accomplished ? the
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answer would be: It has afforded a goed fat posi-
tion for Anthony Comstock and his lackey to live
upon the contributions made by well-meaning peo-
ple, where he ean 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 methods 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 conduet has been brought to your
knowledge, the feeling of charity alluded to is great-
ly dissipated.

Tt is not pleasant for me to charge any person
with wrong doing, and espeeially erimes that are
punishable by imprisonment; but I am not, after all,
afraid to speak the truth, and will not, when neces-
sary, hesitate to do so. I beg to assure you that the
charges I make are frue, 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
bim in the wrong he has done you make yourself
eqnsl in his guilt. i

The reverend speakers in your last nﬁeetivg denied
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that your agent used subterfuge, persuasion, aad
decoy letters to induce his victims to the commission
of crimes, and insisted that the letters he writes—in
which hypocrisy, falsehood, and persuasion are
about equally blended—are simply “test, letters,”
not to induce people to commit wrong, but’ to ascer-
tain who would do so. This assertion will not bear
investigation. A few only of your agents’s cases 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. Comstock sought to make them his victims,
He called upon them and asked for certain obscene
works. They informed him that they did not keep
them. Ie 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 times
on similar errands, asking for lewd and indecent
books, and he was invariably told th:t they kept
nothing of the kind, and never had done so. 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 fictitions 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, ete., but by no means obscene. It had
been sold regularly by the trade for twenty years,
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and was much of the same character as Dr. F. Hol-
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 barmless 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 tc 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
to thug 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 attendang
uponit. There is hardly any other charge so utterly
damaging as thig, and your 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
reputation is dearer to him than money—is as dear
as life—and it is extremely wrong 'to tarnish it
anjustly.

Here is a case where Comstock induced {wo excel-
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lent men to commit an offense, if an offense it may be
called,which they would never have thought of com-
mitting but for his decoy letter, and by that villain-
ous act of nis 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 mother are often
broken down with intense sorrow and grief at the
great disgrace brought upon them. The soul agury
and wretchedness that your agent has thus brought
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 M.
A. Prosch, manufacturer of stereopticons on the
eorner of Division and Catherine streets, where he is
still 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
to state that he has never played a game of cards,
he has never visited a theatre, 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 toils of yowr agent, and
thereby came to great grief. Daniel Walford, a
friend of Mr. Prosch, belonged to a temperance
organization, and it was proposed to have a re-union
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



18 AN OPEN LETTER TO SAMUEL COLGATE.

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 the 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,
Britton, 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 see if we cannot get you
to exLibit some of your picturesto 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 anxzious to have him
attend its meeting and show his pictures, assuring
him that they would pay hirh handsomely for doing
so. By continued persuasion of this kind the old
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‘gentleman thought that if he could afford pleasure
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. understand. We are
mostly young men, and 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
know 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. o
Britton called in this way several times upon the
old mechanic to see if the desired pictures had been
proéured, 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 was a scene from Pompeii or Herculaneum,
and Britton expressed himself pleased. He, of
course, communicated the intelligence to his chief,
your agent, and called upon the old man, saying he
was one of the clab before whom the exhibition was
to take place. The pictures were, of course, shown
to Comstock, who, as soon as he looked them over
and saw the one he deemed objectionable, rudely
seized the old man, and in a brutal, imperious man-
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ner, said, “You are my prisoner. I am Anthony
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 mnot hardly in cendition to go through the
streets in the plight he was, He gaid 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
had committed robbery or murder. An employee of
the old man followed with the coat, and, though the
weather was raw and cold, Comstock would not let
Mr. Prosch put it on. Ilis manner was exceedingly
" eoarse ana brutal all the way to the prison, and it
was not until the old man was placed im the hands
of the city police that a kind word was spoken te
him and he was allowed to put on his eoat. In this
-way your pious agent showed his Christian epirit.

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. IHe 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 all
was endeavored to be concealed from her ; but, by
dint of importunity, she learned that Mr. Prosch
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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
was charged. She has described to me, with tears
inher eyes, the intense agony she suffered. To
think that that good eld 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 it 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 counld be done for his
relief. You were visited and the facts were pre-
sented to you. It is believed that you felt shocked
at the cruelty and inhumanity of your agent. The
pesult was, Mr. Prosch obtained bail and his case -
was never called before the Court—was never tried.
It is believed that your influence led to this result.
But you still employ Comstock 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 to the case of Chas.
F. Blandin, whom your agent and his employee did
induce to commit an offense for which they cast
him into prison. - Blandin lived in Boston and had
uniformly maintained a good character. He removed
to this city in 1877 with a view of following his pro-
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fession here as a lawyer; but, finding busineas 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. His accomplice,
Britton was in and was very affable and .communi-
cative, He informed Blandin that he wished to
procure some fancy 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 line to let him know. Blandin promised to do
this, deeming Britton a friendly, good sert of fellow.
Blandin thought no more of the matter until some
- two months after being on a visit to Boston, a friend
casually showed bim half a dozen of what are called
fancy photographs, the first Blandin had ever seen.
The promise he had made to Britton immediately
came to his mind, and hé begged one of them asa
loan to show his New York frréend. The request was
granted, and after returning to this city the unsus-
pesting 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 Blandin out. He in turn left a note for
Blandin to call at a certain hour at the office of your
society, 150 Nassau street. Unfortunately he called,
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and found both your agents, Comstock and Britton,
in. He informed them that-while in Boston he had
> been shown some fancy photographs, and remember-
ing how anxious Andrews was to see or obtain some,
he had begged omne, and had called to redeem his
promise, The pictureseemed to please your agents,
and they wished to obtain a thousand such, inquir-
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, Comstock, stepped
from an inner room to which he had retired, bran-
dishing a club, and, showing his badge of o'ﬂiee, laid
bis hands roughly on Blandin, saying, “You are my
prisoner. My name is Comstock;” and without par-
ley, or a word of kindness, or a particle of pity, hur-
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
the Fly,” your agents taking the part of the splder
Blandin had been over-persuaded to ﬁnd?ancy pic-



24 AN OPEN LETTER TO SAMUEL COLGATE.

tures and bring them there. A note had been left
at his office inviting and pressing him to eall, and
then, as soon as he was in the power of your agents,
he was hustled off to prison without being able to
communicate 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
characters you boast of having arrested.

On the testimony of Comstock and Britton, Blan-
din was easily convicted of selling an indecent pic-
ture; but the jury, not believing.that he intended
any wrong, recommended him to the mercy of the
Court. His sentence was made thelowest 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
to undergo it.

Blandin was defended by B. F. Russell, afi attos
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 par-
don, and Went to Albany to present it. Gavernor
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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 Ruseell
had represented; and though your agent, Comstock,
opposed a pardon with all his power, and brought
out the credentials of your society, it was of no use,
The Governor pardoned him, thus rebuking the con-
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. Com-
stock can point the finger of scorn at him and say,
“He is one of my convicts.” Your socxety counts
this innocent man as among its victims in the cause
of morality.

Another instance, showing the way your Seciety
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 eertain indecent
devices in sugar, which confectioners have sometimes.
sold. Wengenrath assured him that he had sold
nothing of the kind and had nome. 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 proeure the articles, Britton
told him 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 Britton become in possession
of them than Comstock and himself :caused the
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poor man’s arrest, and he was compelled to go to
prison 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 presecribes
. —three months’ imprisonment and $100 fine,

Here 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 worst 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
what they were criminal 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. He 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, the husband
became deeply incensed at the wrong that had been
done and made a deddly assault upon Archer, doing
him so great an injury that his life was despaired of,
and the peor 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 consequence of the decoy
held out by the man your Society employs to per-
form that kind of service.

At an indignation meeting over the wrongs com-
mitted by your man Comstock, held last June in
Science. Hall, James D. McClelland, Esq., attorney
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of this city, made a statement of some things he
knew about the modes and results of the business
performed by your man Comstock, 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, wherenpon he was
thrown into prison and his wife and children left to
suffer. On the trial, notwithstanding the havrd swear-
ing of Comstock, and the severe rulings of Judge
Benedict, McClelland divided the jury, causing
them to stand six and six. He proved by ¢minent
physicians that the syringe -was -a valuable intru-
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 ?
Her landlord threatened to turn hev 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 afterwards
the attorney saw this unfortunate woman arraigned
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with low and lawless prostitutes in the police court.
He was shocked to see her in such a condition and
he took the occasion to ask Ler what it meant.
‘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 she 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 ! ”

He further stated that the cases of conviction of
which Comstock loudly boasted had cost the hottest
tears of angnish 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 decoyer 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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truth of every word he uttered. Itis, unfortunately,
too true! too TruE ! TOO TRUE! This 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
relentless ; 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 aristocratic medical schools -and
colleges, which form as powerful a ring or monopoly
ag exists in railroading, banking, insurance, office
holding, and theology. It is geting to be pretty
well 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 withous
the approval of the big professors and medical aris-
tocrats, he stands little better chance eof 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-
¢eive the sanction of the bishop, the Presbytery, the
8ynod, the Council, or the Conference. Comatock
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scems t0 be just as ready to prosecute and imprison
in favor of orthodoxy in medicine as im 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 wvpon as
being obscene ; 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 briefly mention
two or three cases. ,

Dr. E. C. Abby is a resident of Buffalo, N. Y.,
and is a gentléman of intellectual ability and moral
worth. He graduated in in 1861, 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 diseases 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. Tt.
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. 8. 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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sel in the state of New York, as well as the best
legal talent, including the Hon. Daniel F Day and
others, who pronounced.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
eopy of the work was laid before U. S. Commis-
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 Lad sworn should
not be laid before them. He was determined that
nothing treating upon 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 suppressed. His detective wasset at work. De-
coy letters were sent, and a copy of the work thus
procured through the mail. Dr. Abbey was arrested
on a charge cof ebscenity, and his books seized as
obscene publications, and this upon the mere dicta or
whim of your Mr. Comstock. He seems to be the
cengor of the American press and ali 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 officious ignoramus to decide what
the people of this country may read and what they
may not, what they may send through the mails and
what they may not, is hardly what our forefathers
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fought for when freeing themselves from the tyranny
of Great Britain.

The wrong dome to Dr. Abbey by seizing his
books and holding them without shadow of law, was
continued nearly three years. When he was brought
before Judge Wallace of the U. 8. District Court,
he readily admitted having deposited the books in
the mail, asgerting at the same time that he was
proud to do so, regarding it empbatically 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 believe
that the valuable volume was indecent and obscene,
and as the case was given to them late on Saturday
night, thay 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 doctor. It was a great mistake of opin-
ion and was subversive of the very principles of
American 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-
viet,” » -

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 valaable 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, a8 I know from 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-
trymen. I much doubt if he ever wronged a person
m his life. But he is not a physician 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 bringhim
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 pamphlet, and it was sent. ~For
this simple act, which every physician in the land
has & perfect right to perform, the United States
Government, at the beck and call of your Society
and at the immediate instigation of Anthony Com-
stock, arrested this man and held him .ander heavy
bail, the same as though be had committed a heinous
crime. His case, after being continued two or three
terms, was tried in the United States Circuit Court
in June, 1875, where, by the willing testimony of
Comstock, 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 princi-
ple of individual right than trying to convict
every case which comes before Lim, this excellent
man was convicted of sending obseene matter
through the mails, for which the judge, who should
have'been a merciful judge, fined him $8,500. The
costs of the case, attorneys’ fees, etc., made the
expense of the suit over $5,000, 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
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 and for transmitting under the sanctity of a
gealed letter such information as any physician in
the land would be perfectly justified in giving, was
treated like a cruninal, his 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 the homor and truwe manhood contained in the
Doctor’s little finger, denounces this worthy man as
“a cenviet,” thus trying to pile insult upon injury.
It is mournful to see a Society like yours, which
claims to be.a moral, Christian soeiety, 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 nmrournful to see the great Gov-
ernment of the United States so willingly lend itself,
its courts, and judges to bunt down innocent men
#imply because your Society points them out and
denounces them as eriminals, If there is any justice
in this country, and if wrongs are ever righted, the
Government, or the members of your Vice Society,
should be made to repair the imjury done to this
man. I hope some time in the mear future to see
this matter tested. When such huge wrongs are
committed, somebody ought to be responsible.
Physicians: in 8t. Louis, Indianapolis and ether
places have been treated by your agent in a similar
manner, but want of room precludes the 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 what thousands ef druggists all over
the country are selling every day; how he wrote
-decoy letters to her in the name of a fictitious Mrs.
Farnsworth, how he visited her with a lie in his
mouth ; how he eoarsely arrested her, confined her-
self and attendants in one of the rooms of her
house while he and several 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 Zribune
and other city papers. -
In the domain of art, Mr. Comstock has shown
little more discretion or gentlemanly bearing than in
other 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 ghare 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 bhave 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 sup-
pressed. Ie 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, hundrede
of thousands in Europe and America had gazed with
a high degree of pleasure, your agent pronounced an
indecent picture, and, on pain of arrest, 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 hig
usual authoritative manner, ordered Mr. Knoedler to
sell no inore of those picture or he would arrest him,
It is needless for me to inform you that the publica-
tions of this 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 Kifth-avenue, which occupied a place
of honor in the Salon of 1873 and also was the prin-
cipal attraction in the Loan Exhibition of November
last. Mrs. A. T. Stewart owns a copy, ordered from
the \artist by her late husband, and a well-known
collector in Philadelphia has secured 8 copy. The
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“ Fauns and Satyr” is alse 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 imperions 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 resi-
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 “ 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 svatuary.

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. e was a guiet, well-disposed eciti-
zen and indicated no inclination to violate either the
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 {or Lim if he, Com.
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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
of his own little boy in undress; this Comstock pro-
nounced “ obscene,” and made it the provocation for
reizing a quantlty of Mr. Weil’s negatives and other

"stock and carr ying them off and submitting him to
pot 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. Comstock
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 work of a strietly moral,

" upright society.’

It is toward publications of Freethought and what
is called Freelove that 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 sister 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 over the country pub-
lished far more freely and with perfect impunity.
He caused their imprisonment for 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.

John, A. Lant was another of his victims—a poor
printer, who came here from Toledo, O., and who
sublished a small Radical paper, called the Zbledo
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Sun. For publishing a few paragraphs of matter,
in perhaps questionable taste, but not immoral or
obscene, Comstock caused his arrest, conviction, and
gentence to a fine of $200 ana eighteen months’ im-
prisonment. It was indeed a trivial offense for
which to tear a man from his wife and little children
who depended upon him for their daily food, and
to immure him in prison with thieves and felons of
all kinds.

Ezra H. Heywood is one of his later victims. His
offense was mailing a copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes,”
a paniphlet of twenty pages, devofed 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 preJudlced
court, he was convicted and sentenced to imprison-
ment for two years. This was unquestionably one
of the greatost outrages ever perpetrated upon
an American citizen. Mr. Heywood is a grad-
uate of Brown University, and is a gentleman of
refinéd 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 fictitions personage, in response to a decoy letter,
sent by your man Comstock, he was most cruelly
and wrongfully forced from his wife and littlesbabes
and treated like a felon of the deepest dye. .And
this in free Columbia—proud America—the land of
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the free and the homie of the brave! Can it be
true that American freedom has degeuerated to this,
that a man cannot argue an any subject in the
world, and give his convictions on the same? Has -
not a man a right to advocate a fallacy, even? Hais
it come to this, that a man must be sent to prison
for telling what he thinks, and for giving reasons for
what he believes? Yes; American liberty has de-
scended just to that, under the influence of your Vice
Society and the power vested in the hands of its
agent, Anthony Comstock. : -
In his pamphlet on marriage, divorce, and the
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 theological? 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
a8 at present organized; he 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 he advocates a real rem-
edy ; but he may be mistaken. The question is &
live ong and is bound to come to the front for atten-
tion in spite of Anthony Comstock or the reports of
your Society. 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 thisidentical pamphlet, ¢ Cupid’s
Yokes ;” for this, in two weeks or thereabouts, I am
to be arraigned like a felon before the United States
Distriet Court, and for this a prison cell is awaiting

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

In August, 1878, I attended a convention of lib-
eral-minded people held at Watking, N. Y., and 1
took with me an assortment of my various publica-
tions with which to supply my friends. Near my
table Miss Josephine 8. 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. Heywood 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
rale, I handed him the same and gave the money to
Miss Tilton upon her return. One young man made
oath that Isold him a copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes.”
Probably I did, and I had a perfect right to do so.
For this I was arrested with three others and held
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to bail. For this offense the grand jury of the
eounty 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 [ 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- .

fcan citizen had a perfect right to do and that I had

been wronged and outraged in the name of law. 1
resolved that I would maintain my rights; and

though I took no special interest in “ Cupid’s -

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 Comstock’s opportunity. Backed by in-
structions from your Society—for his defenders say
he begins no attack upon\\én\y one gave by authority—

he wrote a decoy letter to me in the name of G.’

Brackett, Granville, N. Y., sympathizing with me in
the work in which I am engaged, 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 others,
and one with which my 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 sells them because his patrons want them and .
because he has a perfect right 1o sell them, I have
just done this—no more and no less. 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 langnage. Many experts in literature
have read it carefully, and have been unable to find
anything in it calculated to injure anybody, and
nothing for Whmh a person should be sent to prison
for reading, for pwning, for selling, or for mailing,

It would seem that a jury could hardly be found in
this city who would send a man to prison for selling
80 harmless a.little production. Among the many
thousands who have read the little pamphlet, I do
not believe one has received the slightest injury. " I

have never heard of a single case. It was not writ-
ten to excite passion 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 outlook
for your humble servant. I feel, however, that I
have committed no offense against 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 because I have bad the
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honesty to acknowledge to holding unpopular opm-
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 Restell, 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.ry, 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 best
place for them, and very few of the number were
guilty of real obscenity. In most cases, their of-
fenses were unduly magnified, and their punishment
was out of proportion to their offenses.

As a specimen of your 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, 1878, as was
proved by sworn testimony in one of our courts of
justiee. 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 Mr. Comstock commences operations
against no person except by the advice and author
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ity of your Sociefy If that statement is true, you
and your brother members in your Society must
share with Comstock in the damnable disgrace con-
nected 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 ¢ Cupid’s
Yokes.”

~ As an instance of the hypocrisy and foulness of
Comstock’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 SporTs.—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’s 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 ome of the books. He
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did so, giving his middle name instead of his sur-
name. Ie sent a registered letter..

In ashort time the registered letter receipt was
returned, bearing the signature of J. G. Phillips, and
soon came to my friend’s address a copy of the New
Testament—a very cheap London edition—and on
the wrapper 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 filthy book called ¢ Pleasing Memoirs,”
with a cut of the most indecent and obscene charac-
ter, Remember, the book was ordered in a nama
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 office, was
sent to that address, and the nasty, obscene book
was sent to the same address. These facts unmis-
takabiy connect the sending of each with Comstock.
Besides, I sent a persou. over to Squan Village to
learn of the postmaster there who was the owner
of box 49. He learned that that box was Comstock’s,
and that Anthony Comstock, J. G, Phillips, E. Edge-
well, S, Bender, and Eila Bender were all one and the
game person. This sending of obscene books by the
active agent of your Society for the Suppression 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’s aid
and assistant, and who for five years has been in the
employ and service of your society. T only repeat
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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 sell vile 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 conduet at New Canaan, Conn., about
" & 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 Vice, to do
your dirty work. ,

Comstock is no better. Like master like man.
He is guilty of more crimes than ought to disgrace
the blackest character of any state-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
unscrupuious 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 te
Jesus Christ.

It may be thought I speak extravagantly, bui
every word is true. Hvery charge can be sustained
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
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
ageut 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 characters against him that ever
disgraced a human being, then I am much mistaken.
Angd 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.
. 8till 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 attacks and
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tears even little children, and the fact of the dogs

conduct is brought to his knowledge, law and jus-

tice hold that man accountable for the outrages his
dog commits. 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. Iwas
peaceably and ‘honestly pursuing a legal and legiti-
mate business. He preferred false and disgraceful
charges against me. Ie 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 geized 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 vindietive
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
courts of the land to defend myself as a criminal
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against his false and disgraceful charges. Is it
sirange that I feel impelied to speak the truth about
him ? Ts 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. 1 am only
defending my inalierable rights.

T understand the disadvantages I labor under. He
is called a Christian. I am called an Infidel. He
has at his back your Som.etv comnoned of rich and
honorable (¥) men, the Young Men’s Christian Asso-
cia,tion-—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 mot. If I
could believe that Joshua stopped the motion 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 swallowed 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
be 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
powerful. © May I escape their toils, and remain a
free man yet a few more years when my body will
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
Comstock, hunt down and ruin well-disposed people,
Your agent, backed by your Society, the Y. M. C. A,,

“and the influence of the Christian church, aided by a

bagful of smutty pictures, procured the passage of
what is called the Comstock Postal law, by which
certain mail matter fs declared not to be mail matter,
and not to be carried ordelivered 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, eclerk, and letter-carrier

" who handles mail matter; for how ean 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 clerks 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 has made the
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iending by mail of certain matter punishable by
neavy fines and imprisonment, when all the other
avenues are left open for its 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 stretchéd 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 publi that ¢ Freethought
and Freelove publications would scon be stamped
out.” It was 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 doetrines as youn and your
Society see fit to demand.

Yes, it 18 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 vase-
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 legalmadil 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 sulphate of
zing, or two ounces of vaseline? I tell you, Mr.,
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Colgate, the enactment of that law was a great mis-
take. The duties of the general Government do not
lie in that direction at all. The punishment for all
offenses recognized by state laws belong exclusively
to the states. The province of the general Geovern-
ment does not legitimately consist in playing the
spy nor hunting down and punishing individuals for
any opinions they may hold. .Attorney- General
Devens was quite right'in saying, when writing to
a friend, touching this case of mine, “ Thig 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, the same as larceny, libel, forgery, perjury,
arson, manslaughter, and murder. The general Gov-
ernment has nothing to do with either. It is not
responsible for the morals or the opinions of indi-
viduals. -

Still, Comstock’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
gervice 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 obsocenity cases be-
cange the mails may he used in its service. He

“ said, with a great fiourisk, the ether night, when
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your Society held its fifth annual meeting, and he

tha nwninain al [11
was the PlluClt}aL speaxer, There are no state

mails ! How can the state prosecute these cases?”
The state 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 compaiies, no
freight lines, no steamboats, no printing establish-
ments, no stores, no individuals to produce or circu-
late obscene publications, yet it surely bhas 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 botter keep
its “hands off.” ,
. And I call upon yon, Mr. Colgate, to bear me
witness in the statement that the great bulk of
really obscene publications—fully nine-tenths of it
was driven from this market before the Comstock
postal laws of 1873 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 clear when you
said in the last public meeting of your society, that
“no obszens books are being printed or circulated.”
Bat this fact, My Dear Sir, as I said, is not due to the
United States postal law, to Judge Benedict, to the
United States oourts, to yeur Society, nor to the-
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expenditure of the $40,000 or $50,000 which your
Society bas used in prosecuting one hundred and
fifty comparatively harmless individuals and in
making five times as many more intensely wretched
ond unhappy. _
It does seem to me, Mr. Colgate, that there has
been no real necessity for the existence of your Soci-
ety, nor for keeping two  adents employed at high sal-
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 [orce of the eity and
country are fully able to combat it. Ten or fifteen
years ago there was a good deal of the vile-stuff sold
in this market, but this state of things grew out of
* a general laxity and indifference on the part of those
who should have been more watchful ; but when a
slight' effort was made to get rid of the offensive
trash, how easily it was accomplished, and without
“any United States laws or United States marshals or
courts, Your agent, it is_true, 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
you must yourself know that these representations
are untrue, They are all about as false as that in
reference to the Rochester advertising doctor, His
“millions of obscene circulars ” had not an obscene
word in them and contained noteven one obscene
allusion. He professed to sell a preparation to
prevent conception. You have done the same.
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
Bociety and to the world that five cart-loads of
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obscene pamphlets, costing $1,000 had been seized
from a Jokn-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-
gelf 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
.algo other means prescribed entirely harmless in
. their nature, but all are criminal according to, Com-
stock’s law, ana 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 hoew 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 trath are much like this
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Rochester case, totally without foundation in trath.
The big stories about the tons of obscene publica-
tions with which our schools and seminaries are
deluged, which Comstock and Joseph Cook delight
in telling to old women of hoth 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 cases 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'senseless scheme, how easy it would
be for the teachers of the schools to frustrate the
diabolical work by examining the mail matter of their
pupils before it is turned over to scholars. This is so
easy of accomplishment that § seems unneccessary
to attack and break down the very principles of a
free press and free mails under the pretense of pro-
tecting school children. The little children of course
have their rights, but American citizens have theirs
also ; and it seems a great pity that the rights of
the entire country should be destroyed upon false
premises and false representations. Zhe Methodist
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
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people’s dearest rights, may not cost more than it is
worth. It is bought teo dear.

It is, My Dear Sir, quite a debatable question
whether Vice Soecieties in England or in this country
have proved a blessing to the people. They eer-
tainly have been the means of depriving many per-
sons, rot intrinsically bad, of their dearest rights and
privileges, and have cansed the deepest and mos$
poignant sorrow to hearts not deserving of it. The
remarks of Sidney Smith uwpon the original Vice
Society in London, from which yours'was modeled,
- are worthy of being quoted here: “It is hardly pos-
sible that a society for the suppression of vice can
ever be kept within the bounds of good sense and
moderation. If there are many members who bave
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 objecta it is to
recommend themselves to their betters by a sedu-
lous and bustling inquisitien into the immoralities of
the public. The loudest and neisiest suppressors
will always carry it against the more prudent pars
of the community ; the most violent will be eonsid-
ered as the most moral, and those who see the absurd-
ity will, from the fear of being thought to emcour-
age viee, be reluctant to oppose it. . . Beginning
with the best intentions in the world, such socie-
ties must in all prebability degenerate into a
receptacle for every species of tittle-tatle, imperti-
nence, and malice. Men whose trade is rat-catehirg,
love to catch rats ; the bug-destroyer seizes on his
bug with delight; and the suppressor is gratified by
finding his viee. The last soon becomes a mere
tradesman like the others ; rone of them moralizs

[ 3
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or lament that their respective evil should exist in thé
world. The public feeling is swallowed up 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 no man of
respectability will ever undertake it. 1t is evidently
impossible to thake 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
Iawful for the lowest and most despicable race of
informers to do the same thing ; and then it is quite
clear that every species of wickedness and extortien
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 stiil
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
crime and vice are trampled cut, and the funds be-
gin to fall. low, they must try and make their sub-
‘seribers think there are nests where there are none ;
and knowing well how unpopular Freethinkers are,
how few 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 sec-
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 seern
about to come back again when it has been decided
that facts familiar 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 vo jail for it, and
they are, no doubt, hoping for more victims and a
flourishing business, with plenty of vice'to suppress.”
There is little doubt but that the love of money
has 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 his crusade against obscenity, and while
he was still engaged at selling dry-goods for Cochran
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& McLean, upon his making known to a friend his
purpose to prosecute venders of indecent literature,
and when he was asked why he had decided to
engage in a business that required so much decep-
ticn, intrigue, decoying, and craelty, 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, pecuni-
arily, he has done exceedingly well at his vile trade.
$4,000 a year, with perquisites amounting to several
thousand mere, 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 cost of heart-
aches, apguirh, 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 is dangerous for
societies and classes to. organize themselves for the
purpose of looking after the morals of others, and
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for throwing them into prison for holding opinions
unlike their own. Such societies will be exceedisgly
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, and swindling establishments in
great numbers. In these and other directions great
chances exist for doing good. If your fociety 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 and
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 justice.
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If your representative is to have so much power
placed in his hands to wield over. the heads, fortunes,
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, as appears from a
report of its anniversary meeting of last night (Jan,
29), which we print elsewhere, is beginning a new
year. _ Now, therofore, i the time for its most
excellent managers to revise its lists of employees.
The work to be done by them is 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, as I said, was the influence exerted by them
in the passage of the postal law of 1878, styled the
Comstock law, which, to my mind, is clearly uncon-
stitutional and is in positive opposition to the princi-
ples of free speech,sa 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 beiter
portion of the American people. It is not neeessary
for me to call attention to what influences of the
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church were brought to bear in inducing the enact-
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.,
ete. ; and this, too, without deliberation or consider-
ation, with hundreds of other bills, and when a large
portion of the members were absolutely in a state
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 American people ; it
was passed without the knowledge of the people,
and it was done even on the Sabbath day, which
fact, with many, would make it illegal. Tt 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 until 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 50 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 conviction [Heywood’s]
took place. The Governiment- has nothing to do
with the moral or intellectnal quality of the matter
transmitted through the mails. It has no right of
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discrimination. If it may discriminate for a good
purpose, it may discriminate for a bad purpose.
The power is fraught with too mnch danger of
abuse to be 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 inigui-
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 prmclples of likorty.”

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

NEewsvuryrort, Mass,, Sept. 29, 1878,

My Dear Friend: I think those Comstock laws,
as they are properly called, ought to be totally re-
pealed, and for these reasons:

1. Because they are Comstock laws, and not the
deliberate judgment of Congress,

2. Because they are useless. 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 which
ghall let the Song of Solomon, Rabelais, Juvenal,
and Tom 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 style
‘ postal reasons.” Dynamite may be. excluded ;
sealing-wax may be excluded ; lignids may be
excluded, because they endanger the fulfillment of
the contract with all the other senders of mail mat-
ter. But the Government is not called upon to sit
in judgment upon the moral character or intellectual
quaht of the parcels intrusted to it.

}g’ecause the laws in question are so liable to
abuse by & narrow-minded or provincial officer.
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They enable the prim and prudish village to judge
and condemn the metropolis, :
6. Because the state laws and munieipal 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
abl} and powerfully presented by yourself, I can
only say, being no lawyer, that it seems to be
‘ananswerable. It came upon my mind with convine-
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
havo no other than a corrupting effect. 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 citadel of
liberty. :

Yes}z 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 1. 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 gigned by large numbers of
freedom-loving people of the country. It was esti-
mated 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 occasion 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 Somety, it is wholly without
force.

As to the efforts of yourself und 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 justice to
myself and the signers of that petition. Ithas beer.
represented by Comstock, Joseph Cook, and others,
that the signatures 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 nurmer-
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, _

T will make an explanation vegarding a circular
‘in reference to the law under consideration, drawn
up by myself, to be addressed to those who were
presumed to feel interested in having the Comstock
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aw changed. I wished that that circular should
bear the names of some of the leading publishers,
druggists, ete., in this city. I caused the circular to
to be put in type, with the names of the desired
firms duly inserted. I had proofs enough taken to
give a copy to each 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. Ileft 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 wh$
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 eircular, 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 “ went back ” on their word and
denied to him that they had given such consent
Some men lack independence and courage. This is

also an instance of the terrorism which your agent . .

has employed in tyrannizing and lording it over the
citizens of this town. He feels that he has a power-
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ful society at ;Jis back; that the Christian churca
- 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 mlsrepresentatlons, 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 skies 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
imall 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 scores of dealers did ten years ago,
but for a long time he bad 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 punished for it, and which isin
violation of no law, state or national. Comstock ar-
rasted 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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if he failed to conviet him on that arrest he would
follow him up on other charges until he got him,
into prison. Conroy knew that he had broken
no law and that the arrest was an outrage upon an
American citizen. He was trying to make an honor.
able living for his wife and child and he keenly fel
the wrong that was being done him, and while brood-
ing over it on the way to prison his mind was worked
upto astate 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
np with other blows, or had he severed the jugula:
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 officer.” For this Comstock appeared against
him, and he was sentenced to two years’ imprison-
ment in the state prison in Trenton, N. J. When the
time bhad expired, Comstock was on hand, and, before
Conroy left the prison steps, had him arrested on the
original charge of receiving letters in a fictitious
name, appeared against him in the United States
Court at Trenton, and secured his conviction
and a sentence of another year’s imprisonment.
This is probably the only instance in the United
States where a person bas been imprisoned a year

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

This is the whole truth about the martyrdom of
Comstock which Joseph Cook and other elerical
gex tlemen are so fond of expatiating upou, making a
hero of the man who unjustly and cruelly committed
a great wrong upon a poor cripple and friendless man,
Conroy was the wronged man, not Comstock. But
the event served Comstock a very good turn. The
sympathies of his Christian {riends 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  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 & 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 Comstock 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 conviet. I am the editor, C.
W. Selden is the doctor, James Sullivan the ex-pugi-
list, and Conroy the convict. The charge of con-
epiracy is utterly and wickedly false. I had not
scen either of the persons named for months, and
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we never entered into a conspiracy at any time any
more than A. S. Barnes, Wm. E. Dodge, Parson
Newman, and yourself have entered into a conspir-
acy to steal the post-office building and carry it off,
Comstock is a liar of the most unscrupulous char-
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 has been to place
myself 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. Al I want is simple justice. I wish, for
the remainder of my life, to peaceably enjoy freedom
of thought, freedom of speech, freedom ef 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 extremwely unwilling to have them
wrested from me. I love my liberty and I do not .
wish to part with it.

I caunot conceive that I am amenable to you, to
Anthony Comstock, or to anybody else for my opin-
* jons and convictions. I hold I have a perfect right
to hold such viéws 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 pecaliar 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 a8 many rights as believers. Presbyterians,
Baptists, Methodists, Catholics, and Episcopalians,
211 have a right to maintain their opinions, to publish
books, pamphlets, and papers in deferse of them,



74 = AN OPEN LETITER TO SAMUEL COLGATE.

and those who are unbelievers in all ereeds have
equally the same right. In the United States there
/ are hundreds of thousands of intelligent men and
women Wwho exereise the liberty of thinking for
themselves and of arriving at their own conclusions -
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
of belief, and to give a fair chance to all to decide
for themselves which form of belief is right.
I will répeat, 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
make no statement that is untrue. Other facts
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 trisl
will be accurately reported and published, that
the world may know in what manner the
New York Society for the Suppresgion 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 tp 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 correct 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 pub-
ish me in behalf of God, they are undoubtedly over-

AAAAA PRSP PN

officious. If he wishes me to bé punished, he is
undoubtedly capable of doing so without the aid of
Anthony Comstock or any one elgse. I am perfectly
willing to trust myself in his hands.

Throughout my past life I have endeavored tobea
law-abiding citizen, and to duly support the Govern-
ment under which I live, I have been a hamble

A
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individual but I have added several thousand dollars
to 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 thousands 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 expeét 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 am 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.

_ 141 Kighth St., New York,
February 22, 1879.
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POSTSCRIPT.

Dear Sig: 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 unjustly 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 opportuani-
ties to know something of the facts in relation to the
intentions of your Society and its codperators, in my
cage, that it is your purpose to ¢ erucify ” 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 Sodiety on the
pretended charge of obseenity, and when your agent
makes the statement that of the cases that have been
tried omly 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 resalt with
calmness and trust. If T am deprived of my liberty,
and my property is taken from me, it will have buta
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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Y.kes,” which I sent you—for mailing a copy of
which I am to be tried for my liberty. 1f you have
perused it carefully, I think, though you found it to

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

Ithink you will admit there is something 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-
pelled to live together. It 18 a sorrowful truth that
there are hundreds of thousands of men and women
trying to live together as 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 harsher 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 best and wisest character. Let all
be heard who- have advice to give and suggestions
to make for the lessening of this great evil, and even
though they may be mistaken, send them not to
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prison, deprive them not of their liberty becanre
they have expressed their convictions. Let Mr,
Heywood’s propositions be listened to and accepted
by those who think them sound and truthful.

I trust you also read the little pamphlet— Parker
Pillsbury’s Letter to Ezra H. Heywood ”—contrast-

na of “Lanid’s Vaokag
IQ's X OKes

A wortio
Oruions o1 “u

ing the coudemned
with selections from the Bible. If you did, yom
must have perceived that the Bible contains a thou-
sand times more of indecent language and allusions
than Heywood’s 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 con-
struction that can possibly be placed upon the Hey-
wood pamphlet, that in jodecency of language and
gentiment it bears no comparison to the extracts
from the revered book. :
Parker Pillsbury 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 unusunal intelligence, perception, and
honesty, and his opinions are worthy of close exam-
ination, I hope they did not escape your attention,
I trust, too, that you perused the arguments of Mr.
T. B. Wakeman on the “ Unconstitutionality of the
Postal Laws ** which your Society caused to be placed
upon the statute books of our couptry and under
which Y am indicted and am to be tried. If you
read the pamphlet with care, I think you must come
10 the conclusion that the enactment of that law was
a marked departure from the principles which gov-
erned this' country for nearly a hundred years, and
that by doing this the provisions of the Constitution
were violated. If you have not read the pamphlet,
let me urge it upon you to do so. Every person in
the country would do well to do the same. 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 Tae TruTtH
SeekeEr. 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 same 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 ehild—while multitudes travel on the highways
who pay mnothing for their sapport. Yet,” he
asks, “who would dare to pry into or question the
aims, 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 ecrime
surges along our highways! There goes a pick-
.pocket, a sneak-thief ; here comes a house-breaker,
bank robber ; yonder is a murderer, with his soul
filled 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 books travel
through the mails when the fare is duly paid? If
the streets, 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-
tom houses, bonded warehouses, and revenue bureaus,
nobody raising 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 mails 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 mever 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 hind
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charged with fraud,. adultery, fornication, incest,
sodomy, bigamy, lying, hypocrisy, stealing, forgery,
perjury, and even arsen, and murder. A month ago
I cited in one issue of my paper nearly three hun-
dred cases where clergymen had committed these
crimes and I gave but a portion of those which the
public prints have recorded, while probably not
more than one in ten of their peccadiiloes are suf-
fered to come to public knowledge. You well kuow,
yourself, that there is hardly a case of embezzlement,
delalcation, high-handed swindling, on ths part of
savings banks, trust companies, insurance companies,
manufacturing corporations, ete., ete., 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 ?” 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 te_
go scot 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 ail 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 domain. It has been
thought that a man has just 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 Iufidel
that you have to be a Christian. Yoa 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 waild
and which is the truest philosophy. Now I am just
as certain that my views are mainly correct as you
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can possibly be that yours are. We differ very
widely, and one of us, at least, must be mistaken, I
am honest in my. belief that the Christian religion is
not divine any more than other systems, and that,
besides lacking divinity, it also lacks originality. I
find that every dogma, sacrament, rite, and cere-
mony of the Christian church which is generally
supposed to have originated less than nineteen hun-
dred years ago has existed in pagan nations from
three thousand to five thousand years. In other
words, I find that the Christian religion is borrowed
—its God from Judaism, its dogmas from paganism.

1 find that the legend or fable of gods cohabiting
with females of the human race, thus producing an
offspring half divire and half human, is at least a
thousand years older than Christianity. The old
idea of the virgin and child was held in Egypt, Chal-
dea, Syria, India, Thibet, and other ancient Oriental
countries, nearly five thousand years ago.

The same is largely true of the doctrine of the
trinity, immortality, veaven and hell, gods and:
devils, angels and demons, good and bad spirits,
baptism by water, the Xocharist or Lord’s Supper,
the symbol of the cross, belief in a final judgment,
confession of sins, fasting and prayer, nlonasteries
and monks, belief in sacred writings, the crucifixion,
the resurrection of the dead, the second birth, and
everything else that goes to make up Christianity.
They were known and believed by onc or many of the
- older religions long, long before Christianity had its
birth.

The fine morals teachings and beautiful sentiments
aseribed to the reputed founder of your system of
religion were promulgated and taught by the sages
and 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. Relig-
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 of the
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others. The younger systems were borrowed from
the older, an({ those comparatively old from those
older still. 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 patiently 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 to. prison because I do not accept the
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 his’
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 1t 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. Racks,
thumb-screws, pincers, pulleys, stakes, beheading
blocks, gallows, and dungeons have not proved to be
very winning arguments and not well calculated
to make new converts. A man would havo to be
kept upon the wheel or rack for a good many hours
to convince him that it was a mild, charitable, and
heavenly kind of treatment, and it is almost too far
along now, in the nineteenth century, to encourage
that kind of bnsiness. I would recemmend to your
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picus Society that you do not embark in any part of
that heroic treatment too strongly. It ig not likely
to prove popular with the masses. Good arguments,
historical facts, and strong reasons will prove far
more convineing than iron boots, breaking of bones
or damp, filthy prisons.

Yes, I feel a little argumentative, somewhat . as
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
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 or

“untruth of the Christian religion, whether it is of
divine or human origin, whether the Bible is divinely
inspired, and which 1s 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 have 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 subjects named.
And what is mere, 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 prices to Christians or
Infidels who may wish to purchase them.

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 bad much rather be right than any other way.
By sending me to prizon you will 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 discus-
sion, through my paper, with the ablest clergyman

ou can name, instead of sending me to prison. It
18 certainly worthy of consideration.

Let me assure you that persecution, whether by
torture, death, or imprigonment, has yot 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 craelties 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 writers

of our time, Victor Hugo, that five 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 have been
slain in" Christian wars, the number who have lost
their lives under the influence of this religion has
been estimated from 75,000,000 to 150,000,000 human
beings—ten times as many as have been slain by all
the other religions of the earth combined. So while
you and others imagine Christianity to be the most
beneficent religion in the wqyld, 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. If the scaffold,
the staké, and the torturve machines. with the increas-
ing good senre and intelligence of mankind have
been cast aside, truth compells the confession that
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trials and imprisonments, social ostracism and sun-
dry annoyances have still persistently been visited
upon the heretic. I will mention 2 few of the cases
that are historical, the accounts of which have been
handed down to us. . :

On July 18, 1793, a Mr. Cook, a baker in Cam-
bridge, England, was imprisoncd for having, three
and ahalf 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
manulacturer was indicted for having in his posses-
sion a copy of * Paine’s “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,
hookseller, 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 élsewhere geveral arrests and
convictions were made for selling Paine’s works.

" At Nottingham, Aug. 1, Mr. Hall, printer of the
. Newark Herald was convicted and punished for sel-
ling Paine’s “Address to the Addressers.”

In the same month at Taunton, Messrs. Robinson,
eminent publishers wern sentenced to a fine of £100
for one of the firm and £50 each for the three others
for selling the ¢ Rights of Man,” :

A young man in Sutton was impriconed a year,
besides a fine of £20 for avowing himself a believer
in the doctrines of Paine. .

George Eden for a similar offense was imprisoned
six months and fined.. ,

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

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

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

A Mr. Phelps, bookseller of Leicester, was impris-
oned seven months for selling some of Paine’s
works. . ) i :

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 “ Rights of
Man.” _ '

For several years a persistent persecution by fines
and imprisonment was kept up against various per-
sons, in 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 complied with,

This kind of persecution 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 Eng-
land ever produced, felt so strongly that the ‘free- .
dom of speech and freedom of the press.had been
outraged by this unjust sentence that he wrote a let-
ter to Lord Ellenborough upon the subject. It had
the ring of a true lover of liberty and I take jleas-
ure in reproducing the letter in this issue of my
paper. I ask you to read it.

In 1827, ex-Rev. Robert Taylor, a2 man of grest
learning, for becoming a Freethinker and disavowing
his former belief at Guildhall, was indicted, tried,
and sentenced to prison fona year. In 1831 he was
again arrested on a charge of blasphemy, was con-
victed, and sentenced to two more years of imprison-
ment,

fn 1819 Richard Carlile, publisher and lecturer,
in London, was indicted by a Christian court no less
than six times for heresy and blaspbemy. He
was easily convicted, and was sentenced to imprison-
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ment and a fine of £1,500 ($7,500). While he was
serving out his term, prosecution was also commenced
against his wife, wno was endeavoring to continne
his business, and the Christian 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 in a most comfort-
less cell. Upon the imprisonment of Carlile and
his wife, his sister was brave enough to attempt to
sell some of his books, but she also was arrested and
sentenced to prison and fined £500 ($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, with 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
raonths for not paying church rates.

Among those nowliving who have been imprisoned
in England for heretical opinions, is ‘George Jacob
Holyoake, a most gentlemanly and worthy man. In
1841, when he was less than twenty-five years of
age, while engaged in lecturing upen co-operation,
etc., a direct question was put to him as to his relig-
ious belief, which he answered with honest. direct-
ness, 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 Ergland.
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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 Viee,” 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 £200. 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 inconvenience of going to
prigon. .

In this country, 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., ete., 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 persou was sent to prison for opin-
ion’s sake until we come to the operations of your
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Society, which seems to be endeavoring to revive the
old spirit of persecution 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 that a
erime punighable 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 remewmered that a year ago you
publicly announced that Freethought publications
would 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
sappress 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
erushing any particular line of belief for a while, it
will surely Tevive again with more vigor than ever.

A man of your judgment and diseretion should be
able to see that persecution and oppression are not the
means to combat an honest error of opinion and that
they cannot redound to the honor of the'eoppressor.
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You should understand, also, that what is #ow being
done by your Society—oppressing and crushing
honest thought and opinions—must 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 us. 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. Ihave 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. 1
have committed no crime in the offense with which
I am charged. I have not been guilty of obscenity.
I 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 construetive one, by calling ob-
scene that which is not obscene, as thousands will

testify." ’
- My record through life has beer good, while hun-
dreds of your own clergy and prominent chuarch
members have made bad rccords and still have not
been punished. The right of one class to punish an-
other for opinien’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. This 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 meant no harm,
have done no harm, and do not deserve punishment.
Under all these considerations I ean 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
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. M. BeNNETT,
141 Eighth St.

A

! New York, March'1, 1879,



A Circular Letter.

To Tre Eprrors, PUBLISHERY, AND THINKERS OF THE
UNITED STATES, Qentlemen :

A jury were constrained to render a verdict.against
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
conceres 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,
Mass., which had been sent to Anthony Comstock at Gran-
ville, 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
‘¢ obscene,” under the Uaited States postal law on that sub-
ject, which Mr. Comstock caused to be passed 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.

1. To show this, my counsel offered to prove by forty or
more expert witnesses, editors and literary men'and book-

" gellers of great experience and established reputation, that
this work, for mailing the whole of which I was indicted,
was not of ‘“an obscene or indecent gharacter,” but a social
polemic, and would not be claseed as an obscene work in
the trade or in literature or in the general use. The Judge
8t once excluded all such evidence.

2. My counsel then offered to prove, by experts of great
knowledge and experience in the use of words'and 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.

8. 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 mark. 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 pointed out by the
progecutor, and which were largely notes quoted from Plu-
terch and other-standard authors,

4, My counsel then, in summing up, began to compare
those twenty-two passages with similar ones in the commoun
literature of the language, s0.as to show that neither in ex-
pression nor thought could they be classed as obscene, and
that if they were 8o classed near'y every library, periodical,
and newspaper in the land must also be condemed, from the
Bible down to the New York Herald. The counsel was
stopped by the Court, and all right of comparison was ex-
cluded and forbidden.

5. My counsel 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 so0 in themselves. The Court limited counsel in so
doing to such context as i¢ 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, in my
view, renders perfectly harmless the isolated passages and
notes objected to.

8. This being a oriménal cage, I claimed that the jury
were ‘‘the judges of the law and fact” under the statute,
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»10 snousd letermine and apply the definition and pur-
poss of its words. The Court held that the jury must take
. the law and ‘“ test definitrons” only from the Court, and
stopped counsel in his efforts 0 show the jury what the true
meaning and purpose of the woiJs of the statute were,

7. After these rulings the charge of the Court was, in
manner, effect, and influence, an authoritative direction to
the jury to bring in a verdiet of guilty. It magnified the
evil and extent of obscenity (of which tuere is very little),
exiolled the importance, necessity, and corastitutionality of
the law, and gave *‘test definitions,” which the Court said it
bad used in previous cases, and which, at the request of the
foreman of the jury, was sent in to them. This to me aston.
ishing definition, therefore, took the place of the jiatute,
which was not before the jury, and of course compelled con-
viction, a8 it had done, I am informed, in every previous
case of the kind before that Judge. This ‘‘test” reads as
follows : .

“The TEST of OBSCENITY is, whether the
TENDENCY of the matter is to deprave and
corrupt the morals of those whose minds are
open t9 such influences, and into whese hands
a publication of this sort MAY fall.”

“LEWD means having a TENDENCY teo
excite lustfal thoughts,” ‘

‘¢ Passages are INDECENT within the méan-
ing of the statute if they contain obscenity,
that is to say, matter .having THAT FORM
of indecency which is CALCULATED to pro-
mote the general corruption of morals,.”

Under this eharge and test, delivered in the most authori-
tative manner, the jury doubtless felt that they had no
choice but to approve the marked passages as blameless in
the point of conventional morality, in whosesoever hands they
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nuight fall, or to bring in a verdict of guilty, and of course
they did the latter. What may not be corruptive to minds
sufficiently corruptable? One of the jurymen held out slI’
night, from 4 o’clock P. M. 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 owa.

There certainly are few books and papers of a religious,
polemic, literary, artistic, scientific, radical, or reformatory
character, in which some isolaied passages, or pictures, quo-
tatiouns, 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 the morals of those open
to such influences, and into whose hands the publication may
fall. The Bible would be the first book to be condemned
under this tes!, as Mr. Parker Pillsbury has plainly shown
in his pamphlet, comparing passages from it to thoee ob-
jected to in ** Cupid’s Yokes.” - Our general literature, past
and present, would fare no better, as would have been shown
in this trial had the Court permitted.

1t is plain that Mr. Comstock’s society, and similar socle-
ties now being formed througﬁout the land, armed with this
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 officers to listen to
them. Mr, Lant, Mr. Heywood, and myself, all editors of
Liberal newspapers, have been.attacked under this law, evi-
dently, and I may say avowedly, for the purpose of destrey-
ing our papers. This I offered 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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ological subjects, the ¢ freedom of philosophising™ in vur
s)-called *“ free” America, is no greater than it was with

Bocrates at Athens, Galileo in Italy, with Vanini 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 the charge against Socrates, ** that

he was introcucing new gods, and depraving and corrupting

the morals of youth.,” Upon these pretexts, juries seldom

have firmness and intelligence 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 press, and of the mails. I have always announced that
I did not approve of it, but as long as Mr. Heywood did, 1
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
given it, is in my view the most mistaken possible. They
have not tried to answer it at all, but have resorted tq 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 grod 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, iz desirable, and that our
marriage laws and customs should be amended or abolished
in the interest of a higher morality and purity, which this
_ wuthor thinks will be one day realized. A Ohristian phi-
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lanthropist, a Baptist clerggyman of Boston, s few years aco,
g+ve us a very.able little book (published by Campbell
& Co.)in favor of polygamy. Rocv. J. H. Noyes, of the
Oueida Community, has for years circulated his pamphlets,
advocating community marriage, or coinogamy. Now leg
those who are in favor of monogamy as it exigts under our
present marriage laws, sustain it against these assailants by
facts, reason, and fair arguments, and not resort to Mr.
Comstock’s inquisition under the pretext of * obscenity,”
which, if it 1eally 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 obscen-
ity as the works I have referred to.

That this 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 Devens, 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 perhaps
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
changed by Congress so that the seven instances of injustice
1 have enumerated above may never be repeated again
even under this United States law.

(2.) That the power of arrest and prosecution for obscen-
ity under any laws should be withdrawn from amateur
criminal societies, formed and supported by clerical and sec-
tatian influences, and be left to officers impartially responsi-
ble to the people as in ether eriminal cases,

(8.) That the bringing of these prosecutions in the United
States Courts by means of decoy, when they could be better
and more fairly brought in the Stote courts is a perversion of
the purposes cf the National Gorve roment and its eriminal
jorisdiction in eorder to get ‘‘the victims ” of this society
under a ‘‘test ” where their conviction is certain and the
‘penalty may be fen years in the state prison and five thou
sand dollars fine, .

(4.) That these U. 8, Postal Laws though declared consti-
tutional by a déctum 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 exphin
them « ffectively before Congress and the people so that the
law that permits these outrages may be repealed or modified.
It is for that end only that I have sold this pamphlet, suf-
fered this prosccution, and been advertigsed as a ‘‘ Free-
lover,” and ‘“obscenist” from one end of the country to the
other falsely. 0n<the trial the only thing I was allowed to
prove was that mycharacter ag g citizen, business man, and
practical monogamist was A No. 1.. Indeed, the prosecu-
tor admitted that. :

1 hisve sacriftled much in my reputation &nd in my meana
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1o make this fight, for it seemed to fall upon me tO make i
but I pray you not to let me muke it witheut your reasoua-
ble aid and approval. .
D. M. BENNETT, -
Editor of THE TrRuTH SREKER, Publisher and Bookseller,

Ol

w

Letter from the Attorney-General.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
W ASHINGTON, Jan. 13, 1879. )

Eligur Wryight, Esq., Boston, Mass., 8r: 1 hav received
gour letter of the 10th inst,

Any prosecution against Mr. Bennett in New York for
selling the book published by Mr. Heywood must be a pro-
ceeding under the state law with which the United States
suthorities bav no connection. '

With regard to Mr. Heywond’s case, the aciion of the
President, as well as my own, has been misinterpreted if it
is s‘upposeu that any approbation was givea to the publi-
cation of the book. The evidence in the case was that Mr.
Heywood’s health had suffcred severely by his imprison-
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 publication not desirable to be made, I am aware that
there may be much difference of opinion upon the sibject,
and do not confound it with those obscene publications the
effeet and object of which iz to excite the imagination and
inflame the passions. Very respectfully,

’ Cuas. DEVENS, Attorney-General,



AGAIN IN THE INQUISITION.
[From The Truth Secker of June 7, 1879.]

On Saturday, May 31st, at 11 a. M, according to
the time previously appointed, we appeared at the
U. S. Circuit Court rooms to hear the decision of
Judges Blatchford, Benediet, and Choate as to grant-
ing us a new trial wpon the points and exceptions
argued by our attorney sixleen days earlier. Many
of our friends who felt a lively interest in what this
decision would be were present; and as the three
judges marcbed solemnly in and seated themselves,
if not on their thrones or the “bench,” at least in
luxurious chairs, doubtless many felt the awfulness
and augustness of the power in the presence of
which they bad 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. Benedict,
and thus allow us a new trial, or at least to differ on
gome 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 8o hard to be found in the lower courts. But

.



12 ' FROM BEHIND THE BARS.

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 dne consideration of
the magnitude of the case, and at least interpose a
word to save an old man from being-igrominiously
gent 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-locking physique we had failed to see the
magnanimous jurist, the intrepid dispenser of jus-
tice. Ie had not a werd 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 fully 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 determined bigot, but that he would
unyieldingly 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
hfee 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
- conrt 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 peo-
ple to prison on the decoy system and perjured testi-
mony of Anthony Comstock and his own narrow
definition and test of obscenity, and in this appeal
he was virtually on trial himself. Judges Blatch-
ford and Choate, brother Calvinists and equally
susceptible to the influence and pressure of the
clergy and the church, which in this case were care-
fully kept back of the scenes, were of course not
oblivious to this fact, and very naturally wished to
do what they could to save him, and they did. The
disposition that professionals 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 geperally. There is e¢ven 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. He szid that, in the case of the United States
ag:iost D. M, Bennett, on application on exceptions
for a new trial, upon duly looking into the matter,
they had ubnanimously come to the conclusion to
deny the petition. The rendition of the opinion
was very brief, He had written out at length an
opinion upon the subject but deemed it not necessary
t0 read it. It will go upon the records of the court
in this caise. We have been to the expense of hav-
ing it eopied. It is too long to introduce here, but
we give it in the account of our Trial, which con



14 FROM BEHIND THE BARS.

tains all the proceedings in the case subsequent to .
the trial, '

As soon as Judge Blatechford had rendered his
opinion, District-Attorney Fiero requested that we
at once be remanded for sentenrce. Oar attorney,
Mr. Wakeman, moved that a future day be set for
the sentence to be pronounced. After some sparring
between counsel and the judges, the time for the
gentence to be delivered was set for Thursday, the
5th inst, at 10 a.m. The question then arose as tc
‘the bond under which we are held, whethir it was
sufficient to hold us until the sentence is pronounced,
or whether we would bave to go to jail and await .
the sentence. By producing the bond, and its being
read by the judges, it was decided to be suflicient,
and that we could be free till Thursday morning.
‘We shall then be sentenced, but how severe it will
be is a matter of conjecture. But taking into con-
sideration Judge Benediet’s past sentences and the
enmi'y of the clergy, the Young Meuw’s Christian
Association, and the church generally towards Tug
Trura Spexrer and its editor, a light, merciful
sentence need not be expected. The spectacle will
probably be witnessed of a man of three-score years,
who has committed no wrong either against the
state or his fellow-man, being sent to prison with
thieves and pickp.ckets.

An cffort wil' be made by our attorney to get the
case before the Supreme Court of the United S-ates,
but probably with no success. The Supreme Court
dvoes not sit again till October, and there is no prob-
ability that Judge Benedict will allow us to be at
large on ba'l until that court sits. He undoubiecfy

~ would rather «nj-y the «xquisite plrasure of s: nterc-
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ing us to a term of imprisonment at hard labor for
exereising the right of an American freeman. Even
if the case can be ecarried to the U. 8. Supreme
Court it cannot reasonably be expected that the
decision here will be materially changed. Every
judge on the Supreme Bench is said to be an ortho-
dox Christian, and to expeet they will reverse the
rulings of their Christian brethren here, or that they
will be just towards an obnoxious, outspoken
Infidel, is nearly as unreasonable as to suppose &
pack of hungry wolves could be merciful to a hap-
less lamb tbat might fall inte their power. As a
eourt of last resort it is of little value when the
rights and liberty of a heretic are at stake. The
yedple of the land is the only court to which we can
look with apy hope of ultimate success. The Ameri-
can people have an inherent love of liberty and fair
play, and when they become informed of the unjust,
unconstitutional charaeter of the law under which

.......... +ad d th fal Qg
WEe are arresiea auGa vne uuidkiraess shown us upon

our trial, we believe they will largely and-loudly
protest against the injustiee and wrong, and e -pe-
cially demand that the monstrous law nader. which
we have been arrested and convicted be repealed.
Every honest, liberty-loving man in the country
ought to insist, unfalteringly, that that obmnoxious
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,
hnd requested that he might be permitted to read it
in court previous to being sentenced; but he was not
allowed to do so.]

An aggravated wrong has been done me, in the
forms of law, in my arrest and conviction in one of
the highest district courts of my country. I have
been arraiguned here as a gross criminal and charged
with an offense sufficient to send me to prison, at
hard labor, with felong and law-breakers of various
kinds. I bave, in the sixty years that I have lived,
striven to lead a good life, to be loyal and faithful to
my government, and - to do no wrong to my fellow-
men. I feel confident that the charge upon which I

“have been convicted is no offense what.ver. Every
person in the country has a perfect right to dupo-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. Piobably one hundred
thousand people have read the pamphlet, and thcre
is no account or cuomplaint that a single person has
in the slightest degree been injured by it. The
greater part of those who have read it, though they
may not indorse the doctrines of the author or h's
manner of presenting his arguments, give him eredit
for honesty and sincerity, and pronounce the work
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not obscene. That is the position I occupy. Tdo

not indorse tha namuvhlet. and hbelieve the authaor to
HOL IDGOTSE Tne pampinaly, ana OCileye e aulasr o

be mistuken ; but a man has a right to be mistaken,
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-
guage. . ‘
I fully belxeve that the statute under which I am
convicted .is wholly unwarranted by the Constitution
of the United Sta'es, which confers upon Congress
no power to establish a censorship of the mails or
an espi-hage over them. 1tis a new thing for the

aovernment, to undertake to recoulate the morals and

government to rtake to regulate the morals an
opinions of the people, and to say what books they
may read, or what quality of literature they may
send through (he mails, It is 2 new thing in this
country for the spy system to be established in our
post-offices and fur every postmaster and clerk to be-
* come a censor of the press, empowered to open and
look at the morul guality of-the people’s mail, after
the same has been stamped as the law demands, and
then decide whether it is of the right moral grade to
be forwarded. Thisis the very nature of the statute
tho passage of which was nrocured hv ﬂ«)mstoc](

and uqder which I have been arrested am’i convicted.

I am satisfied that hundreds of parcels that I have
deposited in the ma l in this city, though duly and
Iegally stamped, have been stopped.”In endeavoring
to find cut something about it, I wert to several of
the officials of our post-office to. see what I could
lears. I arked As<i-tant Postmaster -Plerson if
Authony Comstock had a right. to enter the post-
office and examine the outgoing mail and throw out
such parcels as he saw fit,  Mr, Picr on replied in
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the affirmative, and - said -Mr. Comstock, as secret
special agent of the postal department, had the rigl:s,
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 knew 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 has been done at the
instance of Anthony Comstock; and, in confirmation,
I have the avowal of Mr. Pierson that Comstock
has the power to overhaul the mails if he wishes to
do so.

I have never been a dealer in obscene books, and
bave never deposited one in the mnil. The ouly ob-
scene book I have seen for many years was mailed
by Anthony Comstock to a person of my acquain-
tance, of which I possess the positive proof. That
book, or part of a book, was of the most indecent
. charaeter, both as regards the text and the cuts, It
was but a small part of the stock which Comstock
possesses in large gqnantitiex, and takes special pleas-
ure in exhibiting to his friends, and in using to pro-
cure such legislation as the statute under which
I «m convicted.

A few words as to the relative characters of my
accuser and myself may not be amiss. The only
thing I was allowed to prove on my trizl was that
for over forty years I had borne zn unblemished
character, anl that I Lal been known as a tra h 11,
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honorable, moral man. The prosecution admitted
this to be true. I have always endeavored to do
my duty, and to wrong none of my fellow-beings.
But what is the character of my accuser and perse-
cator? From early life he has been known as a
low, unprincipled person. Those who knew him ag
a boy testify to the mean, contemptible, and low
‘tricks he was guilty of. As he became a youth it
was the same. 1 have proof, as good, perhaps, as
there is 1n the state of Connecticut, of some of
young Comstock’s dirty conduct. I can prove that
he confessed or boasted to his companions of a spe-
cies of Dbestiality by bhulding a vile and unnatural
comerce with a dog.! And bad he, upon his own
confession, been tried by what iy called the Mosaic
law, as given in Leviticus xx, 15, he would havo
been put to death; and by the laws of modern times
he could be imprisoned. This was but a precyzser
of Comstock’s subsequent life. 1f he or any of his
pious friends wish totake issue on this statement the
proof can be forthcoming.

o is a man of low, vulgar character. IHis con-
versation among his intimate acquaintances is often
coarse and low; he has often carried on his person
the most valgar and immoral pictures and bocks,
and these he has exhibited to his friends with pecul-
iar gusto. That he iy not a man of the purest
meral character can easily be shown, Little episodes
n his Life, where something like Maisons with the
posite sex are concerned, may yet be brought to
light. Instances of this kind, notably at Buffslo,
N.Y, and Corry, Pa., may at some 1utare time be

“tested to. The time for this is not now,

Iis carcer since he becamne the conservator of the
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morals of the people has been one of hypocrisy, de-
coying, trap-setting, inveigling, enticing to crime,
perjury, and the grossest falsehoods, as can be
proved over and over again. A a public meeting’
of clergymen in Boston, May 30, 1878, he was ques-
ticned by the R.:v. Jesse H. Jones in this wise: 1.
Mer. Comstock, did you ever use decoy letters and
false »iguatures ? 2. Did you ever sign a woman’s
name Lo such decoy letters ? 3. Did you ever try to
make persous sell you forbidden wares, and then when
you had succeeded, use the evidence thus obtained
to conviet them ?”  To each of these questions Com-
stock avew.red “Yes.” Then the gentleman re-
plied, «ith firmness of manner, thit he considered
C :mstock had b.en yuilty of conduct that would di--
grice a Bston policeman. .
‘This Comstock is the man who, on the 14th of
June, 1878, with a sum of money, hired three frail
young woman at 252 Greene street to exhibit thewm-
- selves in a perfectly nude condition before himself
and five other men, nearly as sensual as himself, for
an hour and a quarter or more, and then dragged
them off to prison for doing the thing he had hired
them with money to do. These facts- were proved
on the trial of tho g rls in Judge H. A. Gildersleeve’s
court, Sept. 24th and 25th 1878, when the girls were
di-charged by the Jndge upon the ground of the
direputuble means that had been employed to induce
the commisrion of the offense. But the arrest and
the costs connected with it cost Malam DeFor-
est, who kept the house, but was not present when
the exhibition took place, the sum.of $2,500.
Com-tock hisused great persistepey and cunning
iu trymg o indice urii-ts tv muke indecent piciures
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that he might be able to arrest them and causc 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 some 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 his convictions, He com-
mitted perjury in my case, which I could have
proved by three truthful witnesses could I have
been allowed to do ro. I Lelicve he bas committed
perjury in nearly every case he has prosecuted. I
aill 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 $4,000 per year.

This is the man who has been able to control our
state and national legislation and procure the pas-
gage 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 &
private detective and censor of the people’s mails.
This is the man whom a Christian society of this
city has 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 conviction, and who has been
able to send me to prison 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,
Lacked 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 he did at the time
of my trial, that he is always sure of a conviction in
Judge Benedict’s court, and that he “always wins
here.” When the contrast is noticed between the
success that Comstock meets with in the United
States courts in Philadelphia, St. Louis, Chicago,
Indianapolis, Buffalo, and in the state courts in this
city, where he finds little or no success, and the
court presided over by Judge Benedict, it is easily
seen why he can boast of Judge Benedict’s par-
tiality towards bim and his cases. Yes, thisis the
man whom Judge Benedict patronizes and assists by
rulings and charges which, to say the least, are
most extraordinary. If Benedict sustains Comstock
~ he participates in Comstock’s guilt and condemna-
tion. If Judges Blatehford and Choate commend
Judge Benedict’s course in sustaining Comstock,
they must be held as participators 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 he had prosecuted me here in revenge
for what I had said about him ; and that he would
not have commenced this prosecution against me
had I not “pitched into bim ” the way I had dome.
Said he, “I did it in self-defense.” Thus I am to
be gent 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
has been forced upon me by his persistent attacks
upon me with the determination to degrade aund
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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. Coartney, Samuel Colgate, and
Joseph Britton to aid him I was not utterly anni-
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 and go to prison. But
it is the victory of might and not of right. Alas!
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 becausge 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 arrest
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, but 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 this 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 Infidel
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 been arrested and convicted. The desire
and inflaence of the clergy and the Young Men’s
Christian Association, and the Christian Viee So-
ciety, that I should be convicted, has been marked.
I have been a troublesome oppovent which they
wished to have removed. To be assured 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 Associa-
tion to work up a ease 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 Comstock, and defend his vile conduct, and
speak in ‘the 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 defends the position 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 Society, and an active
member of af orthodox chureh, lend bis aid and
influence during my trial and in opposition to me?
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What did it indicate when Samuel Colgate—that
man of unlimited piety, and vaselive, and roap,
President of Comstock’s Vice Society, and his main
backer and sustainer—on the 31st of May, after, by
the unanimous opinion of the three judges, my
petition for a vew t:ial upon exceptions and errors
‘presented by my counsel, was denied me and a day
set for my rentence—what did it indicate, I »ay, that
the bigot Colgate should visit the sneak Con.siock
at h s cfice, al 150 Nassau stieet, to chuckle over my
defeat, and congratulate thems lves that the three
judges 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 be 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 Michael Servetus should
be burnt at the stake. The joy of Colgate s partici-
pated in by the brilliant and high-salaried clergy of
this city and thousands of their imitators all over
the country. There will be a general rejoicing when
Bennett, the Infidel, is behind the prison bars. May
their happiness be unalloyed ! The support of Col-
gate during the trial was so conspicuious that the
_ prosecuting attorney, Fiero, availed himself of the
mention of 1t to intluence the Christian jurors
against me. IHis assertion that no objection was
made Lo me on account of my religious views was
probably as truthful as the repeated assertions by
the Judge that the question of the fréedom of the
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press was not involved in this case. It was directly
involved.

It i hard to realize that in this land of boasted
freedom, fought for by the brave Washington, who
did not believe the fundamental doctrines of Chris-
tiauity to be true; a land whose freedom was largely
wun by the patriotic pen of Thomas Paine; the
land whose Declaration of Independence and whose
glorious Constitution were mainly the work of
Thom.s Jefferson, who was as thoroughly an unbe-
liever a3 mysdf; the land presided over by John
Adams and Abraham Lincoln, who were also unbe-
lievers! this land which, in its organic stiucture,
recogaized no form of religious faith; a land whose
rathers and founders laid it down as a fundamental
principly that every man and woman in the country
thould ever enjoy the privilege of worshiping God
according to the dictates of their own conscience—to
worship 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 fally protected by the government as
the other—it is hard, I say, to realize that in such a
Jand, within one century from the establishment. of
its government, a man should be sent to an ignomin-
ious prisnn because his belief does not tally with the
ruling class, and because he dares to proclaim what
he honestly does believe. It is, indeed, a retrograde
movement which should not be looked for in the last
guarter of the nineteenth century. It is a departure
from the original programme of “perfect freedom
for all creeds, all forms of belief,” which was the
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boast of our country for many decades, most sadden-
ing to contemplate.

That it is not obscenity in my case, and that
“Cupid’s Yokes” is only a pretext made use of to
Secure my imprisonment, hardly need proof. Itisa
palpable fact that every library of any size in the |
country, whether public or private, and 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, and Iialian, and sold by
every book dealer in the country, contain infinitely
more that is objectionable than Mr. Ileywood’s little
pamphlet. Every copy of the Jewish and Christian
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
scientific and medical journal infinitely more objec-
tionable and more indecent than ¢ Capid’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 makes my Christian
enemies 80 incensed and vindictive towards me as to
pursue me behind the prison 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 preachcr and the fashionable
choir; if my paper would talk about Jesus and the
wonderful properties of his blood, and the gréat 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 mauvkind are cast into the eternal and un-
quenchable fires of hell, I would be thought all
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 ;
Comstock would not pursae me with venom, hypoo-
risy, and hate; Chancellor Crosby would not speak
8o vindictively of me and show so plainly that he
wished me behind the bars; Joe Cook would not
utter falsehoods about me, Samuel Colgate would
not use his money and influence to prosecute me and
roin my business, and Judge Benedict would not
now have the pleasure nor the opportunity to con-
sign me to a prison cell. It is perhaps a misfortuce
that I have not the flex\ble and elastic faith which
my Christian opponents count 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 popu'ar tide, and
receive patronage and adulation 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 ocecupy. I do not regret what I have done, for I
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have been true to my honest convictions, I have
been true to what I deem right and just, In the
sincerity of my soul I believe I am a better man
than those who have imprisoned me with the hate
aud venom of demons. I believe I am a better and
truer man than Anthony Comstock ; I believe I am
a better and truer man than his aid, Joseph DBritton;
I belicve I am a better and truer man than Samuel
Colgate ; I believe I am a better and truer man
than Joseph Cook ; I be'ieve I am a better and truer
man than IHoward Crosby; I belicve I am a better
and truer man than William P. Fiero, who did his
* utmost to place me to disadvantage before a Chris-
tirn jury; I belicve T am nearly as good and true as
Charles L. Benedict, who was a most efficient.proge-
cutor in my ease. - As unenviableas my position is
here “to-day, counted among Comstock’s convicts,
soon to be sent by the judge who prosecuted me to
be pumbered with imprisoned felons and to wear
the prison 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
condemncd heretic, than to be either of his cruel |
Christian persecutors.

I am pot 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
Socrates, four hundred years before the Christian
era, who was deprived of his life because his views
did not cotrespond with the views of those in
power, and on the miserable pretext that his teach-
ings were corrupting the morals of the young—or,
ja the language of Judge Benedict, because the l
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“tendency ” of his teachings was to *“deprave and
corrupt the morals of those whose minds are open
to such inflaences, and into whose hands” such
teachings as 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 gencration, This is
oftien the pretext which they 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 did not suit those in authority. So it.was
with Bruno § so it was with Vanini ; 8o it was with
Servetus ; so it has been with thousands upon thou-
sands who, in ingnisitions more bloody but not more
cruel or unjust than this, have received their terrible
sentence, a8 I am about to- rec¢ive mine, either to
be consigned 'to a dangeon, sent to the rack, the
wheel, the scaffold, or the stake. 1 repeat, I do not
recoil 2t 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 ask not for
its clemency. 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-
nical power. My confidence is in the liberty-loving
people of America. They have a strong love for
justice and fair play. They are the “court of last

+ resort,” to which I fervently look for the correction
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of the great wrong that is being done me in this
court.

I devoutly hope t,hat the freemen of America,
when they see the great injustice that is being per--
~ petrated under this vile Comstock statute, the num-
bers of comparatively innocent people who, with the
co-operation of a tyranmcal bigoted, and heartless
judge, have under it been comsigned to an unde-
served prison, will decide that this odious law and
its odious exeeu’or shall be superseded by a better
law and a better man. May our fair—and should
be free—country not long be curred with such
iniquitous laws, und not suffer the great iofliction of
having heavy-handed and merciless judges to exe-
" cute them !

I shall endeavor .to be reszgned to my fate, and
strive to let the glorious examplé of the noble souls-
who have suffered in a similar way cheer me on to
reconciliation and hope. D. M. B.
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" [From The Truth Secker of June 7, 1879.]
THE SENTENCE,
THIRTEEN MONTHS AT HARD LABOR AND A FINE OF
$300.

‘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 dis®

appointed. At 10: 20 Judge B.nedict took his seat,
and asked 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, eounsel
for Mr. Bennett, asked that the sentence be post-
poned 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 1n]ustwe should the prisoner
be compelled ta lie in prison pending the decision of
that tribunal. He argued that the law was uncon-
* -stitutional and was likely to be reversed, as had other
laws of the same nature.

In reply to Mr. Wakeman’s motion, the distriot-
attorney said he had carefully considered the argu-
ments of Mr. Wakeman, and he could not reconcile
it with his sense of duty to conecur 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 passed 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
sent¢nced. Waving him imperiously aside, although
Mr. Bennett repeated his demaud, he said : “You
Lave been indicted by a grand jury, tried by a jury,
and found guilty of violating a statute of your lahd.
The Court has heard the arguments of your counsel
and given the case sericus thought. The sentence
qf the Court is that you be confined, at hard laber,
for a period of tlirteen months, and to pay a fine of
£300. The stntence to be exeéuted in the Albany
P(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 sympathy
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 walle.
He had committed no crime, and he would a thou-
sand times rather be in his placé 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 transact some
business, after which he was taken to Ludlow-St.
Jail, where he was placed in a miserable cell. His
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first meal in the prison consisted of a piece of bread
aud cup of tea. Afterwards, on agreeing to pay his
board, he was. removed to cell 36, a larger and more
comfortable one, Here he remained seven and a
half weeks, in pursuance of orders from the attorney-
general in Washington, while the President was
considering his application for release, which, in the
latter part of July, was refused.  Petitions bearing
the signatures of nearly 200,000 good and true peo-
ple were forwarded to Mr. Hayes, being the largest
petition ever laid before an American executive.
Bat 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
p'aced at hard labor in the shoe shop, where at this
date, Oct. 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.

[The following is’ a copy of a letter addressed to
the President by D. M. Bennett, and of a petition
for the latters’s pardon signed by nearly two hun-
dred thousand citizens of the United States.]

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

Sie, Whereas I, D. M. Bennett Editor of a’ week-
ly newspaper called Tex TruTH SEEKER, author of
soveral books, and a publisher and bookseller of
many years’ standing in the clty of New York, was
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the United States Circuit Court in the city of New
York; Judge Charles L. Benedict presiding, tried
and convicted on a charge of depositing prohibited
matter in the United States mail, to wit., a pamphlet
- by E. H, Heywood, of Princeton, Mass., entitled
¢ Cnpid’s Yokes, or the Binding Forces of Conjugal
Life,” the same being an essay on marriage and the
relations of the sexes ; and on the 5th of June fol- -
lowing ‘was. sentenced by Judge C. L. Benedict to
‘thirteen months’ imprisonment at hard labor and to

‘pay & fine ‘of $300; now, therefors, I, D. M. Bennett,

_a law-abiding citizen 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-
stitution, and to do no injury to my fellow-men, beg
leave to submit to you the following considerations
why I should be pardoned:
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1. The statute under which this arrest and convie-
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 circulation of printed matter in the
mails,” The Constitution does not confer upon Con-
gress theright to set up indirectly a censorship over
the press, nor to take cognizance of the moral, polit-
ical, or religions quality of the matter that passes
through the mails, and does not anthorize a law re-
quiring that letters, papers, or books to be mailable
must conform to any prescribed rule, nor to any
stereo'yped 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 this statute was originally ob-
tained in the Forty-Second Congress, not after rea-
sonable publicity, but principally by the semi-secret -
influence of a certain theological society and’ the ex-
hibition of indecent books and pictures. The ensct-
ment of the statute was not called for by any con-
siderable number of the American people, as they
had lived for a century without anything of the
kind. The proposed statute was not publicly dis-
. cussed, eithe~ 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- -
bate, in the expiring hours of the session, when some
two hundred and sixty bills were rushed throagh in
a few hour-, and several of them such bills as are
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largely thought to be no credit 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 statute books, or are entirely lgno-
rant of its character and consequences, -

3. I bave not indorsed ard do not indorse the
opinions of the pamphlet for which I am convicted.
1 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 subject, and is answerable for any abuse to the
common lawof the states. But while I regard the
pamphlet as crude and in bad taste, and as present-
ing its arguments in a harsh and somewhat objec-
tionable manner, I do not regard it as obscene, either
in a general sense or even within the intent of the
statute under which I was indicted. Thousands of
American citizens, including authors, artists, editors,
-publishers, lawyers, physicians, and people of every
grade of education and intelligence in the various
walks of life, have read it, and while they may not
indorse it, nor agree with its sentiments, they pro-
nounce it not obsceme. ‘The pamphlet is classed
merely as 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 T sell the work secretly nor clandestinely as ob-
scene books are usually soll, but openly, as I sold
all other books [ have kept in stock. I have gold 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 &

spirit of revenge and hatred, by the decoy informer,’

' Comstock, and is one of a long series of persecutions’
by bim. Iuostead 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 wpon the trial were such as to
work manifest injustice. I was not allowed to pre-
sent my cate 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 téstimony of publishers and book dealers,
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 ont. 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 rebattal te show that he had perjured him-
self in the evidence he gave—which could have been
done by three truthful witnesses—was ruled out.
The effort of my counsel to read the pamphlet in
evidence to the jary to let them judge whether it is
obscene or not, was ruled out. Only such few dis-
jointed or disconnected parts as the prosecuting at-
toroey had marked were permitted o be regl,
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“though the ontire pamphlet was included in the in-

- dictment; The reading of the last page, even, which

confains the gist and summing-up of the entire pam-
phlet, was ruled out. ‘In short, everything was ruled
out that my counsel deemed important to-a fair pres-.
entation of my case. His efforts, in summing up,

to show that the condemned passages” comparcd

favorably with much of the standard literature of

the day, were also ruled onut. The effect of the law,

as ruled by the Court, was only to secure the com-
plete ignorance of the jury in regard to the subject.
before them, and to excite prejudice and terror, as

though some terrible offense had been committed.

6. The charge of the judge, after his rulings had

excluded all possible defen se, had the éffect to co-

erce the jury 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, under which

there was no alternative but a verdict of guilty.

This definition of obscenity as a * test” was umau-

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 “tendencies.” The same

ruling applied to general literature would utterly

condemn thousaunds of volumes by standard authors;
nearly every publisher of daily and weekly news-:
papers, nearly every publisher of books,and nearly

every bookseller in the land would be sent to prison.
The Bible is certainly *non-mailable” under it.
Finally: o
7. This prosecution has been waged against me,

not because I sell obscene books more than other
beokdralers of the country, but bccauce my theolog-.
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ical views do not harmonize with current opiriicns.
The charge of “obscenity’” was the merest pretext,
asI 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 vindicate 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
close of my existence.

Believing the Ezecutive of the United States will'
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 social 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 give my case due
- eonsideration and to extend to me an early pardon.

Dutifully yours, D. M. BENNETT.
141 Eigara StreeT, Ngw YORK.

.

To His Excellency, 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 Tue Trura SEEkER (for sending
by mail the pamphlet called « Cupid’s Yokes” in the
regular course of his book business, to a decoy name
uaed 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 petition that a pardon

may be issued to him without delay.

And as good citizens, we will ever pray, ete., ete.,

ete. )

~
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FROM BEHIND THE BARS.
Y LETTER 1.

Ce1rr 36, Luprow st. Jain, N. Y, Ciry.
Dear Reaprrs or Tar Trurh SeEx=rr : 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 so con-

dAratad meoaalf ramaviana e smaatin N b anls

aucrea mysed, previons to oy Luccuiug uumnuuun,
Colgate, Britton, and Benedict, that my fellow-men
did not think it needful to shut me up in a dungeon
or within prison walls, It was not till after I entered
my seventh 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. Hey-
wood’s pamphblet, “ Cupid’s Yokes,” that it was
thought necessary to separate me from 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 Charles 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 shut up with pick-
pockets, counterfeiters, swindlers, burglars, robbers,
thieves, and murderers—that all the pious Christian
papers of the land might raise a holy howl and say:
“Lo, behold ! how great a sinner, 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 1”

You have already learned how I was arraighed
for sentence on the morning of the 5th inst., 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 so that certain
points involved in it might be 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 ; aud how the very learned
and very agtjive Assistant District-Attorney, and the
very august, merciful, and self-sacrificing Judge
could not see any reason why they should consent to
.any sack arrangement and not carry out the behests of
the aristocratic clergymen of the uptown pulpits,
who really were tie power behind the bench and
who were pressing for my incarceration. It seemed
not difficult for them to decide that my case should
not be taken higher than their court, and that I
should 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
thirteen months in the Albany Penitentiary and pay
a fine of $300. It was milder than I expected. I
had rot thought that a Judge who could fine my
excellent friend, Dr.” E. B, Foote, Sr., the sum of
$3,500 for imparting by mail, in a sealed 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 entendre 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 simple syringe—
such as every druggist in the country keeps for sale
—and varjous offenses of no greater magnitude—in
view of all these precedents, I did not expect that I,
who had mailéd a copy of “ Cupid’s Yokes” and
publish Ter TrurE SEExEr, would get off from
such a mermful Judge with less than nine or ten
years’ imprisonment at hard labor and a finc 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 wicked act ! I hereby tender to Judge Bene-
diet 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 his stomach, and his champagne did not
disturb his cerebral organization to an alarming ex-
tent. He must have had a good season of prayer at-
family worship before he left home in the morning.
To some 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 mo
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many holy and devout Christian clergymen, from ~
Howard Crosby down to Peter Dwyer, that angels
might gather around me and protect me from all
barm, 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
truly benignant mind and decided him for once to
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 AMIABLE 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 8o 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 eome 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 that he had dceumulated, a nickel at a time.

Other friends of the dear pet of the Y. M. C. A,
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should not be forgotten, to wit: Rev. Dr. John
Hall “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 144,000 are gathered with a meek lamb in the
foreground, and the very truthful Flavius
Josephus Ananiags Cook, who has such a supreme
© regard for the truth that even a small lie no bigger
than a grain of mustard seed would choke him, and
inflame his throat to an extent worse than a double
attack of diptheria, the measles, mumps, and sec-
ondary syphilis all combined—the man who, though
he might chop down a dozen cherry-trees of a morn-
ing before breakfast with a nice new little hatchet,
could not possibly, that 1is, “hardly ever,”
tell the least little fib about it or anything "else—
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 bave such an affin-
ity for each other in life that it seems cruel that
they should be parted in death. How 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 the Equator to the North Pole. How lovely
would be the sight ! How congenial the compan-
ionship ! how appropriate the employment!

TO RETURN,

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 of time 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
spe/cial 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
Britton, Tract House building, 150 Nassan St., first’
lieutenant and confidential clerk to the heavenly-
minded A, C. aforesaid. Should he be out on
official business, trying to entrap some unwary citi-
zen, just step down 1o 55 John St., and call upon
Bro. Samuel C., and ask bim 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 instructive pamphlet, which he
mailed 80 many thousands of. When found make a
note of it, and send haif to Judge Benedict, and
the remainder-to 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 I am running astray again. The fact is I am
locked up here in a small cell, and there is no such
thing as a “ Consensus of the Competent ” this side
of Boston—and the head center of that is about to
take a trip to the Azores—that I can consult as to
what I should say, and I am left to my own fallible
“individualism ” as to what my pencil shall write.
Oh, for a Consensus! Why don’t the authorities
supply one to occupants of all well-regulated prisons
like this? 'Was it ever thus? and will it ever thus
continue ? _ v

I would speak of the greetings of friends. It will
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be noted all along that since my incarceration I-have
lost professional dignity and use the personal pro-
noun I, instead of the editorial wr. I am not sure
that I shall ever feel that there is enough of me left
to say we 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 sentence upon me,
and 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 woald
have given me the assurance, though I was con-
demned and imprigoned 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 ot 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-
ship and remembrance 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 J udge 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 Comstock made two or three
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.
But 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 nexb 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 ».nm.
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 here, the
keys being turned upon her as well as myself, It
was the first time a prison key had ever been turned
upon either of us: 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 grale,
and take the worst cell and fare they bad 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 sheets nor pillow covering, and under the
coarse blanket all was dirty and offcnsive. 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 morning
and I knew it was better than a moldy dungeon
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 ecrookedness 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 Eugene
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.” ¢ 0,” gaid I, “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
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company 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 some 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 is 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, ] am a prisoner of state and I must expect
to take prisoner’s fare.”

At 5.30 the turnkey Tocked the door to my cell
and then I was safe till 7 in the morning. Fourteen
hours seemed like a lohg night, but I thoaght I
would try and get used to it. I reclined again on
the iron cot and said, “Now for a good long rest.” I
had been in that position hardly half an hour when
the turnkey umlocked my door and said I was
wanted down in the jailer’s office. Upon descend-
ing, the Sheriff’s son said to me that he and his
father were friends of my attorney and they wished
‘to make everything as pleasant 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 accommodations 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 dlﬁerent phases of prison
fare ,

-
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N A PROMOTION,

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 -
with some of mty fellow-prisoners who are also board- °
ers at the table, but retired early. While my new cell
is three times as 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 table, no wash-stand,
basin, or pitcher, no carpet, no looking-glass, In size
the cell is about 8 by 10.feet, between solid brick
walls, with three thick stones for the floor and three
others 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. Rut I passed my first night in prison
rather pleasantly. My sleep was sweet and my con-
science undisturbed.

My cell was unlocked at 7 am., and at 8 the
breakfast for boarders was ready. Some eight of us
sat down to a well-supplied tablein 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 as
prisoners, Some of them looked dignified enough
for senators or {udges——far better looking men than
Judge Benedict'and probably equally as honoralzle.
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THE JAIL,

This 18 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 bundred prisoners here in all,
and are in for various offenses, prominent among
- which are counterfeiting, forgery, swindling, ete.,
etc., ete. Many are awaiting trial,and 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
few days ago. The cry went the rounds, “ Bob is
discharged 1” and all seemed to rejoice with him.
Bob’s owm 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-
gelf in a room, with the key 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 row of
seven cells in the L. where I am. Two or three are
unoccupied, and as many are used by the assistant
jailers or keepers, I feit like being a little aris-
tocratic and exclusive. I was informed on Friday
.that as Iwas a United States prisoner, in accordance
with the rules of the institution, I must be kept
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 uld be brought
to me. My only change is to walk dn the balcony,
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" or corridor, three feet wide, upheld by iron brackets,
and ranning 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, says, “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 are 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, Calvinietic 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 order me up to the Albany Penitentiary. I
prefer to remain here, of course ; it is nearer to my
business, and here I can sev my assistants from day
to day, and direct matters in my esta.Sllshment, 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. KEvery man has to
toil ten hours a day in silence, the prison garb has
to be donned, only 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. 1 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.

" Marshal’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. to4r.M “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-gkinned
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 much
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 I 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 Q) Chaxles L.
Benedict.

A MARRIAGE 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,
was able to beguile a trusting damsel under the as-
surance that he would marry her, obtained certain
indescribable favors from her, and placed herin 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 his 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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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 madé such positive
promises. “No;” he “would not do it,” but after
a few days in the desolate cell, with the provisions
i inconveniently limited quantiti=s, 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
chaplain, and the knot was legally tied, and away
they went together as happy as could be expected
- under the circumstances. Similar occurrences take
place here not unfrequently. Alas, for man’s villainy
and woman’s credulity !

A CASE OF GREAT MEANNESS.

There has been but one female prisoner here thus
far, since my advent, and that is a lame old Irish-
woman. She is nearly seventy, and so. lame with
rheumatism that she can scarcely walk or evenstand
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 agoshe-did well and laid
up a little money, but her hushand’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 cost her much
money, and interfered with her business. Of courseit
ran down, and the profits came to nothing. The
man who supplied her with mitk for the last two and
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a half years claims she owes him four hundred dol--
lars, but she says the sum due him is not the tenth
part of it. She paid him as long as she had a dollar
to pay with, In fact, she gave him her bank book
and let bim eollect the last idollar she had in the
world. Siill 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
rhewmatism, she was arrested and committed here
for contempt of court. What kind of a eourt 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 eontempt of court? Verily there are some courts
for which one can feel little else than eontempt. I
begin to think my rase was not the only hard one,
and that the old lady was treated even worse than
myself, and that Comstock and Benedict are not the
‘only mean men in the city.

The old lady occupies the eell next to mine, and
when our doors are open I visit her, and hear the
facts of ber case, and when she is lonely she hob-
bles into my eell for eompany. I wrote to an
acquaintance of her unjust imprisonment, and to come
and get her out. Shecame in late Saturday evening
lagt, and hopes soon to be liberated.

SUNDAY WORSHIP.

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 Sunday ;
it came to me. It was held immediately before my
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cell on the next floor below, 8o all Ihad to do was ta
stand by the iron railing and look over, or sit in my
chair when the old lady was not usmg 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 cells. The meeting was held
on the lower Hloor, thus giving the prisoners on the
* four corridors a chance to hear. Rev. Carter, Epis-
copal, comes 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 filled with prisoners, and

"+ as many more hung over the railings above and lis-

tened indiffcrently. The portable organ on castors
was rolled from the library into the main corridor.
A young lady who came with the clérgyman 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
Genesie, He went through the Episcopal service,
which consisted of numerous readings of prayers
and psalms, in which the small audience took part.
He kneeled several times on a thick cushion, some-
times on one knee and sometimes on two. He took
his text from John xx, 29:  Jesus saith unto him,
‘Thomas, because thou hast seen me, thou hast be-
lieved : blessed 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-
tery and perfectly unexplainable, but still there was
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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 POSSIBLE 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 pardon being obtained for me., e will
doubtless go well armed with letters from such Rev-
erends as Crosby, 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 religious 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 fight, but may the right side win, That
it will all result in a final benefit to the canse of
truth and human liberty there is siight room to
doubt. o D. M. B.
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LETTER IL

CeLL 36, LupLow St. Jarr, June 16, 1879,
Dzear Reapers or TuE TrRuTH SEEKER: Another
week has passed 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 thic gort of ]1(':; and do not think there is

much probability of my becommg 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,
and do not appear to grow thin in flesh. Probably a
justified conscience is in my favor.” Knowing 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 a8 an injured individual, but I

cannot find it in mv heart to sav of mv enemies

hatndaeh i b Bt A bR G b
“ Father, forgive them, for they know 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 carefuiiy
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 as I am concerned. It is doubtful if posterity
will forgive them. It is too great an ountrage upon
the rights of a citizen to be disregarded or 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 therday, and am glad to
keep myself informed as to what is transpiring in
the domain of Tue Trure Serker. The faithful
wife, the attentive superintendent, and other
attachés 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. Lanra Kendrick, and Mr. B. F. Tucker,
of Boston. The first iz on his way to Pittsburgh
and vicinity to fulfill 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 Club on Friday evening last, and returned
in time to attend an indignation meeting in Boston
yesterday on the unjust imprisonment of Bennett.
A rousing meeting was expected.
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NEW FACES HERE.

Many new-comers have taken quarters at Hotel
de Ludlow within the last few days. Some arehard-
looking cases and some look as though they should
be rocming at a different kind of a hotel from this,
Ilaving very limited intercourse I do not become as
much acquainted with the character of the different
cases a8 [ otherwise would. I still remain a tabooed
character. If any of the ordinary prisoners are seen
speaking with me for more than a minute they are
ghouted at and made to understand that if they thus
break the rules of the prison they -will be locked 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 last
report. Some have been tried and discharged, some
have been sent to other prisons. Among the depart-
nres that of Mrs. M , the aged crippled Irish
woman, is mentioned with pleasure.” After waiting
with great impatience for three days she was liber-
ated on Tuesday last, but she had become somewhat
lamer from being upon the stone floor, and she was
so crippled that it was with the greatest difficulty
she could 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
fifty 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-
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
more, unable to walk and without money enough
to pay for a carringe. Finally some sympathetic
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
since, I have no means of knowing,

It is indeed a 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 thiskind? A, 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.

. In bidding adieu to the crippled Irish woman, I
must again express my utter abhorkence for the kind
of justice that 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 CHRISTIAN GRATITUDE.

A prisoner is in this jail by the name of M s
who has lived to see half a century or more, and who,
like many others, has s:en a great diversity- of for-
tune. A few years ago he was a wealthy man, and
could count his treasures by the hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars. He belonged to a Fifth avenue
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church, He was a generous Christian, and thinking
to secure a reserved seat mear the white throme
(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 purposes of the church, making
forty thousand dollars altogether.

Well, time rolled on, and reverses came. ITis
earnings of years took wings and flew away like the
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 clean
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
stated as a fact that the benevolence of the kind
pastor was aroused to such a degree, by seeing the
needy condition of his whilom afflnent brother, that,
remembering the generosity which this brother had
evinced a few years ago to his church, he opened his
heart aiid 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

N
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to efect a monument to the memory of that benevo-
lent Christian clergyman.

A FEW OTHER CASES.

With my limited opportunities, I learn 2 partial
history of some of the other prisoners in this estab-
lishment, a few of which I will briefly mention :

Mr. B , was 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 his business, but owing to the vicissi-
tudes of financial life, or possibly rome errors of
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 i
friends very naturally felt sore over the loss of such,
a snug sum of money and blamed him for it. They
caused his arrest on a charge of frandulent conduct,
and gent 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 well-
selected volumes. ‘

A Mr, G— 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 thousands.
T am told he had $160,000 in bavk at the time he
was arrested, all of which was attached. He seems to
endure prison life very philosophically and looks
bealthy 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. .

There are several in here for much smaller opera-
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tions. A good-looking sailor, for instance, has been
here some months for the value of a suit of clothes.
A Jew persuaded him to buy the clothes, and trusted
him with them, and when about to embark on a ves-
sel 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 bis money. He murmurs at his confinement, and
wishes to be liberated, when he could in a short
time make enough to pay the clothes dealer.
Anotheris Wm. H— , of the Teutonic persua-
sion. He is here for selling beer, but he did not sell
it on quite the most approved plan. Ile was tending
bar for a German widow, whose bump of honesty
would probably not be marked by phrenologists at
gseven plus. She instructed William to say to the
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
him. Atthe 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
money, that he was simply tending bar for the
widow. ¢Bat,” said the man of beer, “why did
vou say you and the widow were married 27 ¢#Qh,”
answered William, “ she told me to say that.” 'This
style of business was not satisfactory to the brewer,
and he arrested William on the charge of frand, and
~ he was sent here without a penny, while the widow,
who is at liberty, remains in possession of the pro-
ceeds 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 report,
he readiiy cousented. '
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He chafes at being here in prison for a little mat-
ter in which he got not a cent’s advantage, and
yearns to be out mak’ng an honest living. The
heartless widow will neither pay the beer man, nor
the wages due William, nor even send him his owa
clothes. William shou!d remember the elder Weller’s
advice and “ beware of the vidder-.” e hag beenin
jail five weeks, and could easily get oat on what is
called the “fourteen day act” if he had the money
to fee a lawyer necessary for the busines-, but law-
yers are not apt to be willing to work gratutiously
or to wait till a poor man can earn the money to pay
tHem. There are several others here in the condi-
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 all

uhc da_y at B'v'v'ﬁttuu&,, lu\r,_vlalua, duk’tlub, vlvulllus cut

the cellg, ete., ete., for which he receives no remuner-
ation except a few extra privileges.

‘We have here also the rather noted Elkmgton,
sort of young English “blood,” the gon of a Birming-
ham magistrate, who has achieved a somewhat un-
enviable notoriety by marrying Miss Miles, his
contests  with his new mother-in-law, his sharp
practice in obtaining money from a retired groceer

_upon fraudulent securities, seiling bogus bonds, etc.,
ete. He has been several times before the courts,
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 here a short time aigo the Swedish murdarer
of a letter carrier, He is now on his way back to
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Sweden, with a fair prospect of " stretching rome
hemp in due course of time. _
The law in this state which admits of men being
confined in jail for years because they owe money
which they cannot pay is extremely hard. A design-
ing, dishonest man can swear that another has used
frand some way in money matters, in not paying
him his dues, and thus hold him in confinement for
years. 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.
But 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 liberty, petted
and bowed to by the admiring populace. That, I
fancy, is somewhat my case. The wrong man is in
prison. I have committed no crime, no immorality.
1 have wronged no person, but I am behind the
bolts and bars; while the designing villain who
placed me here, and whe 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.

v I’

AM I TO BE RELEASED FROM PRISON ?

~ This is a problem not easy to solve frotn 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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beun 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 they 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 churches
have wristen letters demanding that “no leniency
be shown to Bennett.” Comstock has also been to
Washington to do his utmost to prevent a pardon.

The only strictly religious daily newspaper in this
city, The 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 qmte 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 so 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
jndicted in Watking, N.Y,, in the state courts for
seiling the same, as follows : “ We will hand them
to the purchaser, or send them by mail or express as
desired, Anthony Comstock, Frederick Davis (Dis-_
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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 defi-
ant spirit was manifested and contempt of law ex-
pressed, while he continued to advertise, sell, and
send by mail the said book. In one issue before this
arrest he boasted he was “ well along on the second
thousand since our Watkins arrest.”  ~

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

4. Because on his appeal to the highest counrt 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,
unanimously gave the same decision in substance as
was then cxpressed 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 requires an execution of
the sentence.

8. Because to grant another pardon on this same
book is to rob the community of all the benefit and
protection that the laws are designed to afford.

9. The only security of the public lies in.execut-
ing the laws and making them a terror to evil-doers,
To pardon this defiant eriminal is to trample justice
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in the dist, 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 element of defense
on behalf of criminals when their counsel plead for
the non-trial of their clients.

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

12. Because E. H Heywood and this man Bennett,
in their published statements, insist that the Govs
ernment, by the pardon of said Heywood, indorged
the said book as being proper, and at a Freelove
meeting in Boston, held May 24th, 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 D. 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 public
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. Becanse there is no sound reason in morals or
equity why the President of the United States
should set aside the deliberate verdict of the jury
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ard the oalm judgment of the courts, where no in-
" justice has been done.

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 a concerted
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 prisen ;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
influence. The 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 sces 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 convicted, 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 liberty. 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 wonld 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 officials '
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-
bered 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 thou-
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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 cousideratiop, an idea
may be had of how difficult it will be for me to
obtain a release. The sawme prejudice and oppres-
sion that have placed me where I am are perhaps able
to keep me here.

But however this may be, I shall not lose confi-
dence in the principles of eternal justice and truth.
I shall not falter in my allegiance to the right and
the true, If the President opens my prison doors
and says, * Old man, go forth into the world and be
free again; I cannot see that you have done any-
thing that deserves this severe punishment,” I shall
be truly grateful to him, and will ever think he
performed a righteous act. But if the pressure
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 doors
locked and barred upon that man ; let 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
gerve 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. Its Inquisition-cham-
bers, its dungeons and prisons, 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 eruel
executioners, its wicked and tyrannous priesthood,
its perfidious judges, its mock courts and trials, its
cruel and unjust verdicts, its vindictive sentences,
its intolerance, maliciousness, and hatred manifested
in thousands of ways, have by no means been an
bonor to it, nor remunerative. All these have so
cursed the name and reputation of the church that
it can never recover from it. It stands to-day, in
the eyes of all well-informed, impartial people, as
the most red-handed, murderous power that has
ever existed on the earth. There is no wiping this
out ; 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. Thesa
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 will ever condemn her, and will ever impart to
the careful student of history the great truth that
the church bhas 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 as bloody
or cruel as many that have preceded it in the cen-
turies that have passed, simply from the fact that
despite this unprogressive systemn of religion the
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human race has advanced, and, by the effects of"
science and education, the horrors of the Dark Ages
have had 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 case 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. 1t 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 honest
" . in prosecuting me for obscenity. The charge was
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used as a pretext, because in that way their law
would be made to reach me——constractive obscenity—
similar to scores of cases of comstructive treason
which were prosecuted in the courts. of England
some two hundred years ago. Then, when it was
desired to prosecuie 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 trials
of the English courts are full of these cases. In
many instances,’ under the rulings and manipula-
tions of corrapt and unjust judges, most unrighteous
convictions were secured, the juries were dragooned
and bulldozed as the judges pleased, and most un-
reasonable and cruel sentences were inflicted upon
innocent people upon the most frivolous pretex:s.
I will take pleasure in soon eiting numerous cases of
this kind as copied from the official reports.
But after a while that sort of thing 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 treasen. Treason' was only
prosecuted when it was treason, and the simple .
expression of opinion wupon political, social, and
religious subjects was no longer tried and punished
as constructive treason. So it is believed it will be
in this country. People after a time will not be
-prosecuted for heresy and radicalism upon a charge
of obscenity. Obscenity will be the alleged offense.
only where obscenity really exists, and holding the-
_ ological views not in unison with those of the Popg of
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Rome, the Archbishop of Canterbury, or the Rev-
erend Chancellor Mloward Crosby of New York city
will not be deemed sufficient 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 thny see that the church is
in the wrong, they will condemn her, and she will lose
in trying to coerce the opinions of others and in try-
ing to send a man to prison on a charge of construct-
tve obscenity. Thousands are becoming informed
of the facts in this case, and thousands more will
learn the same facte. 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 so manifestly unjust ; they cannot
afford to trample 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
gide of injustice must correspondingly go to the
wall. The verdict of the people will ultimately be
right.

' EFFORTS OF MY ENEMY.

After Comstock got me into prison, he at once set
to work to crush mwy paper. Knowing well that
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there was not proper ground upon which he could
take legal steps to suppress it, he attempted to do it
by intimidation, the same game he tried a year ago.
He went in company with his miserable tool and
partuer, Joseph A. Britton, to the place of Mr. John
Scott—who does the presswork on my paper—and
forbade his foreman to print Tur TrurH SEEEKER
under penalty of fine or imprisonment. The sneak
cffected very little by this, Both Mr. Scott and his
frreman, Mr, May, are well acquainted with Com-
stock and his numerous villainies, and are able to
estimate him at his correct value. They are the
last men in the city to be frightened at anything
Comstock can threaten. He was told that I duly
paid them for printing Tar TruTH SEERER ; that I
put in its eolumns what I pleased, and they should
continue to print it for me so long as I wished them
todoso.

The vile pair also called upon Mr, James Brady,
who folds, wraps, and mails TeE TrRUTH SEEKER,
and warned him in the same way to wrap and mail
no more Trure SrrxErrs if he did not want to get
into serious trouble. But Mr. Brady is not at all
troubled with fear of Anthony Comstock, and told
that individual that he considered himself able to
astend to his own business, and that it was entirely
unnecessary for him (Comstock) to busy himseif
about it. He should, he said, continue to fold,
wrap, and mail Tee Trure SEEkER as long as I
wished iiim to do so. Again was the contemptible
Comstock thwarted ; and it is now thought he is
helding conference with Fiero and Judge Benedict
to see if he cannot. bring an action in the United
States Clircuit Court againgt Messrs, Scott and
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lirady, on a false charge of “obscenity,” and thus
throw them into prison because they print and fold
Tae TruTH SEEKER. A gentleman informed me on
Saturday that Comstock is now exercising his brain.
most vigorously to decide upon a course by which
" he can suppress my paper. He may succeed in eaus-
ing considerable annoyance, and put me to a heavy
expense, but he cannot crush out Tug TruTn Sgx-
®e. He may seize my type and books, 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 this paper; and then Philadelpkia, Bos-
* ton, or some other city will he applied to to bring
it out. So let the detestable representative of modern
Christianity do his worst. Let Joseph A. Britton,
Samuel Colgate, and Howard Crosby do all in their
power to help him. Tor Trura Serxpr will still
be published. I defy the whole hypocritical perse-
cuting pack. If the postmaster will only not allow
Comstock to interfere with my papers after they are
deposited in the -mail, I will have no fear of what
else he may do.

COMSTOCK'S COMPLAINTS.

The ground upon which the pet of the Y. M. C.
A. complains of me is that I have said so much
against him, and for this reason he is determined to
pursue me to the bitter end. This was the reason
he gave to my attorney in the court room imme- ,
diately after the jury retired in my case. IFe said
he would not have commenced proceedings against
me if I had not said se 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
Tname when he caused my arrest for sending
through the mails my ¢ Open Letter to Jesus_
Christ.” He cilled it obscenity, and caused it to be
published in all ihe papers of the city and tele-
graphed to papers of other cities all over the coun-,
try that I had been arrested for sending obscene lit-
erature through the mails. When thus stung by a
miserable viper it was but natural that I should
strike back and state some truths about my villain-
ous assailant.

CHARGES AGAINST COMSTOCK.

‘What Isaid about him was the trath, but I did
not say about him all that is to be said ; there is
more to come yet. He says I havelibeled him. That
is as false as his very nature is. I have not libeled
him ; aiibel is a false statement, an untruthful and
injurious representation of another. 1 have made
none such about Anthony Comstock. I can prove
by good witnesses the truth of all I have said about
him, and much more. True, I have made somd
pretty damaging accusations against him, concerning
deeds that no honorable man would be guilty of, but
there is proof of all of them. Let us see:

1. T 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
enticer 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 witnesges.
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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 proved.

‘8. 1 have charged him with forging others’ names
to his decoy letters witha view to the commission of
crime. It is true. I can prove, it and he has himself
in a pablic meeting confessed its truth.

4. [ have char ged him with signing the names of
females to such shameful letters. It is true ; it can
be proved, and he has confessed its truth,

5, I have charged him with using his utmost
efforts to induce his selected vietims 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 disgrace them for
life. It is true. It can be proved, and he has in -
public admitted its truth.

6. I have charged him with arresting people for
insuflicient canse and charging them with ignomi-
nious crimes which they had never committed, This
ig 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 unnecessary
court and legal expenses to the tune of hundreds of
thousands of dollars. It is true, too true, and can be
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 the deepest and most poignant grief
and wretchedness, It ismost true, and can be proved
to the fullest extent. o

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. This 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
premises of many different persons, seizing their
property, carrying it off wrongfully, and never
returning it. This he had done repeatedly, as can
be amply proved. He did it in my case.

11. T have charged him with hiring, with a con-
giderable sum of money, three young women in this
city to expose 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, hbowever, is unreliable.

12. T have charged him with baving advertised un-
der a fictitious name as having fancy or unlawful
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 bhaving sent through
the mail the most filthy obscene books and pictures ;
and, if mailing “ Cupid’s Yokes” is justly punish-
able with imprisonment for two years, he, for his
crime, ought to be imprisoned for ten thousand

_years. Itistrue, 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 ruffianly
conduet towards his victims and to those he had
entrapped. It is true, and can be fully proved.

16. I have charged him with following up, per-

auadine, and entrannine a noor g¢ld man, sixty-five

““““““ & ¢ 2ppiig & pe = i
ears of age, to procure some fanc 1cLures for a
b

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.

17. I have charged him with entering photograph
galleries and using his utmost endeavors to get the
proprietors to make nude and indecent 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.

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

20. I have charged him with keeping in his em-
ploy for years, as a tool to 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,
and can be abundantly proved.

21. I have charged him with having boasted of
having held an unnatural ard eriminal connection
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with a dog. This is true, and the evidence can be
produced whenever it is called fox in the ploper
form.
22.' 1 have charged him with having sent a wor-
 thy man+to prison for simply sending a syringe
through the mail, such as any druggist in the coun-
try has a perfect right to sell, and with having been
the means of driving his wife to prostitution and
. degradation to keep herself and little ones from
starvation. It is sadly, sadly true, and ¢an be proved
unequivocally.

23. I have charged him with having boasted that
Judge Benedict always convicts the eases which he,
Comstock, takes inte Benedict’s court, and with
having raid he “always wins” there, when it_is
notorious that it is almest the. only court in the -
country where he ean win, This is true, and is easlly

-proved.

24. T have charged him with inducing a-well-
known female physician and editress of this eity to
gell him a female syringe, as he stated for his wife,
then arresting her, rummaging and overhauling her
‘house, and taking her off to prison, thus causing an
immense injury to her repatation and business ; and
after that causing it to be published that she was
another “ Restell,” when it was utterly false, This
charge is true, and can be, and will be, duly proved

in the Superior Court in this eity.
- 25. I have charged him with pursuing and prose-
cuting another physician of this city, one of the most
worthy men in the country, and securing his convic-
tion in Judge DBenedict’s court upon his favorite
charge of *obscenity,” thus casting opprobrium and
dishonor npon his fair name _and bringing the most
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intense grief 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 villainous prosecution and
" conviction cost this physician over $5,000 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 thaan $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 business; 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 possible for him to arraign me before his
favorite Judge, who would send me to prison and im-
poee a heayy fine upon me ; with wrongfully seizing
my property, carrying it off and never returning it ;
with subjecting me to costs and expenses amounting
to thousands of dollars. This is most true, and can
be made clear to any reasonable jury.

27, I have charged this man with letting his poor,
feeble old father wander hungering and starving,
with the toes sticking out of his shoes, in' cold
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 ger-
vices performed for Colgate, Barnes & Co., the sum
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of $4,000 per year. This is true, and can- be posi-
tively proved.

28. I 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 bave charged him with threatening and pro-
claiming in different cases that Freethought litera-
ture, Infidel tracts, and publications of that kind
would soon be stamped out and suppressed. This is
true, and can be shown so by the very best evidence

30. I have charged this man with being an unprin-
cipled, untruthful, dishonorable, intriguing, entrap-
ping, decoying, false-hearted, malicious, vindictive,
revengeful, tyrannical, eruel, meddlesome, ungentle-
manly, coarse, vulgar, indecent, profane, dirty,
contemptible, and detestable individual, a disgrace
to his kind and to the cause of which he is the cham-
pion. Thig 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 purploses. 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.

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

a position under the general Government, and has

~ oL
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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
Christian church and the Young Men’s Christian
Association, This is the man whom the first clergy-
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
with in convicting his decoyed victims and loading
them and their families with expense, grief, wretch-
ness, and disgrace. This is the man who pretends to
be the conservator of the people’s morals, and is so
outraged that a man has deposited in Uncle Samuel’s
mail bags a little pamphlet, which scores of thou-
sands of intelligent people pronounce not obscene,
that he 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 Courtuney,
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,
said to be the purest and best person that ever lived,
atid who disowned every form of jnjustice and
wrong.

This is the man who complains that I have vilified
him and spoken falsely of him, and for this whines
around and punishes 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, where he can prose-
cute me criminally and send me to prison; or eivilly,
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and mulet me in heavy damages? He and his
friends, Colgate and others, are whining around and
saying the charges 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
champion. They and he think it better, if not more
honorable, to take me before Judge Benedict, who
is paid a very handsome salary with the people’s
money to dispense justice, 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 would 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, Smamz, 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 charges against Anthony Comstock
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he can easily punish me upon a suit for libel in
our state couris, and the very fact that he does not
do so is an absolute admission that the charges, dam-
ging as they are, are 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
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
such a man for leader ? Will they not all find before
many more years that he is too heavy aload to
carry? So much for Comstock.

FEATURES 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
obscrvable, in the first place, that a large proportion
of those called npon know little or nothing of the
merits of the case or of the nuture 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 charzcters who have been
engaged in the spreading of lewd and lascivious
books, they readily conclude that my comviction
was just. Many of them object 1o signing a petition
for pardon, and some have had the kindness to
say that they would sooner ask that my sentence ba
increased than lessened. This only shows to what
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extent I have been wronged in this whole business,
An unmerited stigma has been cast upon my charac-
ter that will follow me to the grave. “Ah! he was
convicted in a United States court and sentenced to
prison at hard labor for circulating obscene litera-
ture.,” Christian maligners will repeat and reiterate
this after my body has mouldered to dust, the same
as they now repeat the vile and cruel slanders against

. the memory of that great and good man, Thomas
Paine. Little else than malignity and vituperation
can be expected 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 aecorded
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 DBenedict brought under the same
statute as was my case. e 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 District-
Attorney Fiero coming in and 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-
pressing 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 be removed at omce. . The fact of the
matter is, this ex-judge has many cases in Judge
Benediet’s court, and wishes to stand well in that
tribunal. He was so unwilling that it should appear
that he had given a semi-indorsement to a cepsure
of Judge Benedict that he wished to undo what be
had done. He is most anxious to be “all right”
with the judge before whom he has cases. And
this is the feeling which has a controlling influence
with many of our lawyers. They would sacrifice
justice and throw it to the dogs rather 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 beings, as I will show you in my
remarks to you next week. I will give you con-

“densed reports of many trials in Eonglish 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. Ithink it will not be very
difficult to show that judges, though eclothed 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 scaffold. I shall leave it to
my readers to decide how far Judge Benedict and
als o Judges Blatchford and Choate deserve to be
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classed with this class of men bearing the honorable

title of Judge who have preceded them.

Our judges are siraply 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 eriticism

from their employers and superiors as any other class

of public servants.

The antiquated idea that judges are a superior
class of mortals 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
bave divine rights, and govern and tyrannize over
their fellow beings by authority from heaven.

The judges in our United States courts are an
aristocracy not in keeping with the genius of Amer-
ican liberty and 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
difficult of accomplishment as making a ship canal
over the Rocky Mountains or across the Isthmus of
Darien, or Lailding a railroad from New York to
Liverpool. They are practically beyond the reach
of the people except so far ag public opinion is con-
cerned, and in that direction I deem it perfectly
legitimate for me to work., I shall try to glve in-
formation 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
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courts, American jurisprudence needs simplifying

- and purifying. Justice is like the man who seeks it
—a mere shuttlecock, knocked from battledore to
battledore, or from judge to judge, from court to
court,and from lawyer to lawyer, until the poor
suppliant gets nothing but disappointment and bank-
ruptey. The more lawyers, the more judges, and the
more courts, the less justice. We have in this city,
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
of it in this city’ alone costs many millions of dol-
lars annually, and the smallest modicam is obtained. -
I have often thought it would be far better to have
no lawyers, no judges, ne courts; but for the people
to settle their little differences among themselves by
arbitration. If we had no lawyers, judges, nor
courts, save simple courts of deliberation, there
would not be one-tenth part of the litigation and .
contention there now is, and it would not cost the
people one hundredth part as much to settle their
dissensions as by the present miserable and ruinous
processes. In the “ good time coming ” it is to he
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.

JUDGES BLATCHFORD AND CHOATE.

I have been a trifle free in my censures of Judge
Benedict for his unjust rulings and decisicns in my
own case, but feel sure I have not said a word more
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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 particularly
exerted himself to sustain 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 indictment the par-
ticular offense with which a person is charged, and
that it may be alluded to vaguely and indefinitely.

He 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 opinjon of a jury, to corrupt
the minds of a susceptible person into whosé hands
it might happen to fall, without the slightest proof
that any person had been corrupted or affected
by it. '

He sustained Judge Benediet 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 iny 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 sexes, and which was not shown to have
done the slightest injury to any person living or
dead. ,

It must not be forgotten that Judge Blatehford is
an orthodox Christian judge, and that the person
 mostly interested in this case is an ofiensive oppo-
nent of thatsystem. 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, Jefferies, Clark,
and Benedict, I will leave with my readers to decide,

THE NEW YORK PRESS.

The matter most to be regretted in connection
with this business, and the one for which I feel most
ashamed, ig the position of the editors of the New
York piess. Here, one of their brethren—humble it
is true, but, nevertheless, a brother, and who ex-
presses his convictions as 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 press, 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
several of the dailies of this city short articles,
touching my case and on the side of truth and jus-
- tiee, and they have been persistently excluded.
Letters of explanation from myself have been
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treated in the same way. Friends have called in
person upon some of the editors whose papers had
contained untruthful and unkind notices of the caso,
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 this city, probably because my paper is not quite
80 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 send nearly every one of them to prison
algo, for in the reports of trials for adultery, sedue-
tion cases, trials for divorce, etc., time and time
again, they well know they have pubhshed plainer
and more objectionable matter, and still not a word
have they to say in my behalf. So long as it is not -
their castle that is attacked, they care nothing as to
what may befall another’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
by'a concert of effort they could soon ery down those
laws and compel their repeal ; but knowing that the
aristocratic clergymen and the wealthy churches sus- -
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tain them and are in favor of their retention uponm
the statute books, they will not give the first

note of warning 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 independence and moral honesty, and

will not be subsidized or bulldozed by the ecclesi- -
astical power and influence,

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 ceuntry 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-school, and that a part of them have
said, since the trial, that but for the charge and
definition of the Judge, a verdict of acquittal would
have been rendered. What should be said of a jury
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80 easily influenced against their better judgment ;
go 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
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 IIL

CerL 36, LupLow St. Ja1L, June 23, 1879,
Dear Rrapers or THE TruTtH SEEKER: One
more week of prison life has passed away. All
things coneidered, perbaps I stand the confinement
and indignity as well 48 could be expected for an
"old man. Yam 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 following
unwelcome notice was sent to my attorney from the
U. 8. Distriet-Attorney’s office :

Orrick or U. 8. DISTRICT-ATTORNEY,
New York, June 17, 1879. ;’

Hon Abram Wakeman, Sir: Mr. Fiero, being detained
at his home by sickness, desires me to state that Mr, Bennett
must be transferred to Albany on Friday, the 20th inst.,
with other prisoners. _ Respectfully, i

C. P. L. BurLER, Jr

This, of ¢ourse, 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 prisoners, where there is
very little chance for communicating with the out-
side world, either by writing or seeing friends.
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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,
where 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
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 mocked instead of sub-
gerved, 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 Daily Witness, of this city. There
can be very little doubt that they are the pro-
duction of Comstock’s brain, because théy 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. 1
have become accustomed to exposing his falsehoods
and showing up his -villainies, and I shall now expose

N
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the forty lies contained in the following “ Fifteen
Reasons.” I ghall take them up seréatim :

1. Becsuse the book he sent out through the mails is
obscene, and has so been declared by every jury that has
passed upon it; three persons having been convicted in
different 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
crude, 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
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 virtually 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 ags I am in-
formed, I am the only Comstock vietim of any kind
now suffering imprisonment.
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9. Because he openly defied the laws after the courts had
declared the book obscene and unmailable, and advertised
the said book after he had been indicted in Watkins, N. Y.,
in the state courts for selling the same, as follows: ‘“ We
will hand them to the purchaser, or send them by mail or
express, as desired, Anthony Comstock, Frederick Davis
(District-Attorney), Oliver P. Hurd (Judge), and all the
cit:zens of Watkins and Schuyler county to the contrary
notwithstanding,/ Let those who wish copies semd in the
price and they shall be 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 perfeetly

_justified in despising it, I have only defied Com-
stockism ; and that I perfectly detest. Feor the Con-
stitution of our country, and the laws based upon it,
I entertaih the profoundest respect. I have only
agserted my rights, and in this respect I may be -
somewhat of a disciple of Davy Croekett—when I
know I am right, I go ahead.

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

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, ag others had to read it, of which right I did
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niot propose that Comstock should deprive me.” The
pamphlet is not such a work as was contemplated by
the statute, and I really defied no law, but simply
Comstock’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
conrt. The origival panel from which the jury
were to be chosen was found by actual canvassing
by an iuntelligent 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 gelect-
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 mnot 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 judge 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
gustained them, and of course Judges Blatchford
and Choate—also Christian judges—strained a point
and sustained Brother Benedict. That is the whole
of it. ‘

5. Because the Circuit ¢ mrt, in and fof the district of
Massachusetts, in the case of Heywood, unanimously gave
the same decision in substance 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
geverity 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 different
from him, The whole thing is easy to be seen
by every one not blinded.

6. To pardon this man now is to embolden others to con-
tinue the same unlawful businees, 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 establish the truth that selling or mailing a copy

of “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 just,
and the public good requires an execution of the sentesce.

Here are three positive falsehoods. No erime
was committed. The conviction was not Jnst, and
most assur edly 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 is benefited by my imprison-
ment.

8. Because to grant another pardon on this same book

is 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 the
book. It is equally just to imprison every person
who has a copy of Shakspere, Byron, Burns, or the
Bible. The assertion that the protection which
laws are designed to afford have any connection with
“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 bave 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 any one,
and Comstock cannot point out one person who has
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been in the slightest degree damaged by it. .To
imprison a man on a supposed “ tendency” it might
bave apon some imaginary and very susceptible
individual is monstrously unjust and tyrannical,

9th. The only security of the public lies in executing 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 public
does not lie in doing injustice to any-one. TFar
greater dauger 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 pot
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, hypoe-
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
as 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 falsehood. 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 be dis-
couraging and aggravating to Comstock to have the
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unfortunate victims he has entrapped by his arti-
fices, 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 country.

11. Because the only way to stop the nefarjous business
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 “ 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 Bene-
dict has helped him to do, and is what he wants
President Hayes also 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 busivess. It is to impart knowledge,
science, reason, and truth—as I understand them—
to my fellow-beings. Can it be that the President
of the United States will think I ought to be con-
fined in prison to prevent my doing that?

12. Because E. H. Heywood and this man Besnett, in
~ their published statements, insist that the Government, by
the pardon of said Heywood, indorsed the said book ag
being proper; and at a Freelove meeting in Boston, held
M-y 24, the said Heywood boasted that the * Government
found out I was rig t avd it was wrong, and here [ am
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_holding these meetings again.” Also, ** Let them dare im-
prison D. M, Bennett for mailing my bock, and see which
is the strongest.,” To pardon Bennett is to confirm the
above defiant and lawless exhbibition, and further bring the
laws, courts, and Government into contempt,

Here is more falsehood and sophistry. ¢ This
man Bennett” Las not insisted that the Govern-
‘ment, by the pardon of E. H. Heywood, had decided
upon the chbaracter of the pamphlet, and fully be-
lieves the pamphlet would never have attracted
much attention from the Government or anybody else
had not the meddlesome Comstock commenced a
very foolish persecution against it, cansing a hun-
dred persons to read it where one read it before.
Bennett is not at all responeible for anything Hey-
wood may have said in a meeting in Boston, but
will guarantte that Heywood, in this meeting, came
nearer speaking the truth than Comstoek 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 case.

13. Because good order and the highest public interest
demand that nothing that tends to degrade the courts, im-
. pede the course of justice, set at deftance the laws, debauch
the minds of the young, or corrupt tkeir morals should be
encouraged or permitted by the Government, ’

This iy the merest bosh, and is unworthy of a
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reply. The courts have not been 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 po sound reason in morals or equity
why the President of the United S:ates should set aside the

deliberate verdict of the jury and the calm jaudgment of the
courts where no injustice has been done.

False and sophistical. There is the best reason
in the world for the President’s stepping in with
the pardoning power where he thinks m]ustlce 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 Ly 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 cilizeas to gign a peti-

“tion for his release on the ground that the false and mali-
cious statements he has made against the officers and cour¥
that caused his 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 shielding from the law any more obscere pub-
lishers who abuse the public mails in furtherance of their
nefarious traffic?

Here are some half a dozen falsehoods, and malice
enough to smother them. I do not-assume speocial
penitence, because Ido 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. Ihave
sought to deceive no one. I have done no injustice
to the Court, nor have I misrepresented it. The
published official 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-
sider these so-called reasons, as well as the some
forty falsehoods, direct and indirect, with which
they abound. 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 * 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 comma-
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 clear 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 the
great wrong that has been done me. Comstock has

; published from one end of the country to the other
that I have dealt in obscene literature, when ‘nothiug
of the kind is true.

The candid reader cannot fail to see the malice
and falsehood which pervade these fifteen rea-
sons,” and that the object is to keep in prison one
whom their author has so deeply wronged. These
fifteen reasons he took to Washington, and has be-
sides used his utmost exertions to prevent all
clemency in my case. And Ilearn from Washing-
ton that since his return he is writing and telegraph-
ing various parties there whom he thinks he can
influence against me. He has even telegraphed to
senators’ wives 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 means 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 vileness of that
man’s heart they must indeed be hard to convince.

- As day after day slowly passes by, as I sit here in
my lonely cell, and as I hear of the vigorous efforts
that are made upon the part of my enemics to pre-
vent liberty being restored to me, I am more and
more convinced that the fight upon the question
which has been raised in this case—whether a man
may think what to him seems good, read what to
him seems -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 settle this question for him—must be settled on
its merits, If American freemen are not Lo enjoy
these rights ; if an individual, a society, the courts,
or the state are to determine what a man may think,
speak, or print, then our liberties are gone. We are
no longer free men. We have become slaves, and
we must absolutely look to our masters for permission
" to breathe, permission to think, permission to speak,
permission to print. But no/ No ! this shall never
be. The people of America will never submit to
such exactions as these. These privileges, these
rights, are too dear to them to be thus tamely 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 life
is left them. These rights are the foundation of
American liberty, and they must and shall be pre-
served.

A great strugg]e 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-
erty and the enjoyment of my rights, the same as
my fellow-citizens all around me are enjoying, = The.
man who has pursued me for two years, who by
hypocrisy and falsehood secured my arrest, and by
the help of an over-willing judge secured my con-
viction, backed 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
argnment is being exhausted, and every influence
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is brought to bear. What the result will be, time
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 rect assured that we are now making history.
The deeds now being enacted will go down to pos-
" terity ; and if justice 1s denied me now, it will, I
trust, be accorded to me by those who come after us.

T am by no means the first who has been impris-
oped unjustly or accused wrongfully. Thousands
of worthier men have endured far greater hardships
than I have yet been call upon to suffer. Since the -
days 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 persecutions is true — was
arraigned before the 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.

For hundreds of years after his time great num-
bers of people 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 truths of the universe, %e
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
earth, with thé other plants, revoived around it.
This was thought to contradict and upset the theo-
logical arrangement of the heavenly bedies, 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 Servetus was another who was 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 the most excrucialing 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 Lunted down by some Com-
stock who has found rome Benedict to condemn
them to imprisonment; torture and death have been
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their fate. DBut it was all done in the name of mo-
rality, religiony 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  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 in those days and there were Bene-
dict’s alse. Ouae notorious one was George Jefferies,
as poor Richard Baxter and handreds of others

“léarned to their sorrow.

It has been a sad thing for large numbers of men
to differ 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-
rapting 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 Abner 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
Hayes 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 2 man
will be torn from family, friends, and business for
not thinking right or for teaching contrary to pre-
seribed 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
power were of the same character. For a few cen-
turies after that conquest the making of laws and
their administration were performed directly by the
people. At times they came together in convenient
bodies and passed such statutes as they thought
were needed, and at the same time tried such cases,
quarrels, and disputes as arose among them. These
popular courts were of different sizes, sometimes the
frecholders of a township with only a certain num-
ber of families, and sometimes a whole shire or
county. They were usunally presided over by a reeve

ot bishop, who acted more as moderator than as

officials possessing much power. These were incipi-
ent English judges, though at that time they pos-
sessed but a small fraction of the power which
judges afterwards exercised.

The historian, Hume in speaking of those times,
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says : “Suits were determined in a summ%u'y man-
ner, without much pledding, 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 direet justice continued
with but little change 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 freeholders 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.
In 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 tyranny towards the people. As they
obtained their power from the king, they acknowl-
edged no fealty to the people, and were most cruel
oppressors of the. people.

Many of the English jndges within the last few
centuries were notorious for their oppressive rulings,
their arbitrary aud insolent conducs, their cruelty,
and their perversions of the very principles of jus-
tice. ~ Often the very worst of men, by their snpple-
aess to the wishes of a corrupt king, were promoted
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to a judge’s 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 Tresilian, Thomas Billing, John Fitzjames,
Thomas Flemirg, Nicholas Hyde, John Brampton,
Robert Heath, Robert Foster, Robert Hyde, John
Kelyng, William Scroggs, Frauncis North, Edmund
Saunders, Robert Wright, and the notorious George
Jefferies, 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 the seventeenth century, during the
reigns of James IL and Charles II. Among the.
most villainous of this class of jndges stands con-
spicuous George Jefferies, a disgrace ta the judicial
‘ermine as well ag a disgrace to markind.

Jefferies was born in 1648, His father was a 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 profes-
sion. His manner was marked by a wild, brutal
ferocity, which was never matched or even ap-
proached by the worst of bullies and prostitutes that
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he himself condemned to be flogged at the cart’s
tail, Charles II. deseribed him as “a man who had
no learning, no sense, no manners, but ‘more impu-
dence than ten carted street walkers.” 'To describe
his impudence in brief compass has been said to be
beyond the power of language. In his wilder moods
it ceased to be impudence or even impudicity, and
rose into paroxysms of a terrific and half maniacal
frenzy. When to these quahtles are added the cun-
ning of a wild beast, the cruelty of an inquisitor,
and the malignity that gloated and reveled in the
ghrieks and groans of its unhappy 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 Christian
court, and by the means of his vile arts rose to the
highest position a judge can hold. In 1673 he
became Chief Justice of the King’s Bench, goon
after which came the failure of the Duke of Mon-
mouth’s attempt to secure 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 exeycised the extremest cruelty and
barbarityéoward the hapless wretches who fell un-

* der his power; his malignity and vengeance seemed
to know no bounds. He convicted 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 estlma.ted from 350 to 700. Lord Lonadale,
who possessed good facilities for knowing, placed the
number at the latter figure. The numbers he gen-
tenced to be cruelly whipped at the cart’s tail are
not to be computed. For these very important ser-
vices James IL. 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 browbeatei and insulted, 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 eourse civilization and progress have done a
good deal for the English-speaking people, especially
since the time of Jefferies, but probably my readers
will not think strange if in tyrannical bearing, -
unjust rulings, severe sentences, indifference to the ’
rights of the accused, disregard of law and justice,
in arrogance and sensuality, in efforts to coerce and .
dragoon juries to render a desired verdict, in acting’
the part of prosecutor rather than the just upright
judge, etc., ete., I see in the judge who dealt ont
such heavy-handed justice to me some of the charac-
teristics of George Jefferies, or that I have bech 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



86 FROM BEHIND THE BARS,

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 cases in the English courts, that it may
be seen that the cruel injustice on the part of some
of our judges iz not without precedent.

THEODORE PARKER’S CASE.

I shall use somewhat freely the compilation
made by Theodore Parker to use upon histrial before
"Judge Curtis of the United States Circuit Court in
Boston, June, 1855 (the proceeding’s having been
commenced several months earlier, in the previous
year), for a misdemeanor—a chargé of having
aided a fugitive from slavery, Anthony Burns, col-
ored, to retain his freedom. This whs a charge
nearly as heinous, at that time, as depositing a copy
of “Cupid’s Yokes” in Uncle Sam’s mail bags is
now. 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 Q. 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-
dom. 'There is in our time but little that is equal to
what that was, except it be spreading light and
truth among the people, advoeating heretical opin-
ions, or sending over the couuntry 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,
marghals and deputy marshals being dragooned into
gervice for this purpose. They were taken before a
United States commissioner, Edward G. Loring,
and were required to give bonds or be gent to prison
—the same as I was ; they were duly presented to
the United States Grand Jury (one of whom was
brother to the U. 8. Judge), true bills were found
against them, and at the instance and by the aid of
the U. 8. District-Attorney, Benjamin F. Hallett,
they were duly indicted and held for appearance at
the regular session of that august eourt, 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 vicirity of Boston, as well as in
various parts of the country. Thousands regarded
the whole business as a shame and an ontrage—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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trodden and oppressed. The arrest, indictmient,
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, only
in my case my persecutors have been more severe,
. more vindictive, and more disgraceful than were
those in the cases of Parker, Phillips, Higginson,
et al. The prosecutors in the 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 nolle prosequi in each of
those cases, and the accused were set free.

MY OWN CASE ONCE MORE.b

Not so in my own case. That infamous sneak,
Comstock, backed by the Young Men’s Christian
Asgociation, 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
pretenee of wishing to purehase Liberal literature,
and findirg 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 country followed. Everything wentswimmingly
with Comstock and Colgate. Their victim wasg
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 disgrace followed. Lsistrict-Attorney Stewart
L. Wood ord scorped the business, and did net wish
to prosecute it. He did not believe it was such a
case 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.

ENGLISO JUSTICE.

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-
golved to punish the obnoxious men, and the busi-
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 parpose. By
this means they gratify their master and prepare
future advancement for themselves.

¢ 3. The precedent thus established becomes the
basis of new operations in the future, and may be
twisted and perverted to serve other causes 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 officio
oath, were thrown into jail by the commissioners.
They were brought on Zabeas corpus before a court,
and a Mr. Fuller, their counsel, a learned lawyer,
insisted that they were imprisoned without due pro-
cess of law. For this “contempt of court” he was
thrown into prison by Archbishpp Bancroft, whence
he was rescned only by death. (Pierce’s Vindication,
p. 174.)

2. In 1613 there were many murmurs among the
people of England at the tyranny of King 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,
and 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 prisen, and all his
papers seized. The Government officials, in concert
with the judges in deciding upon the charge that
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 Comstoeck 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 he
procured an extra-judicial opinion of the judges
appoiuted for such services, who gave him the
assurance that they would declare the act of the
minister to be kigh treason.

But even for those swift and willing authorities, a
manuscript sermon, never preached nor designed to
be published in any way, was hardly evidence
enough to conviet 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 prepaved by the Gov-
ernment officials and propounded to him. The
following is in the verbatim record of Secretary
‘Winwood, which is still extant in his own handwrit-
ing : “ He was this day examined before torture, in
torture, between torture, and after torture ; net-
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withstanding nothing could be drawn from him; Te
still persisting in his obstinate and insensible denials
and former answers.” Bacon was present at the
torture, which took place in the Tower, Jan. 19,
1614, 0.S. In August following be was tried for
high treason—* compassing 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 is 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,” avd that the
rulings and charge of the judge controlled the ver-
dict, a strong parallel may be seen between the case
under consideration and my own. But publie opin-
ion, even at that early date, caused fear and trem-
bling to come over kings and despots. The people
were go 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 was 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 aud despots could not trouble him
more. (State Trials, 869 ; Montague’s Bacon, clxvi ;
2 Campbell, 291.)

Thus it will be seen that that most unfortunate:
man was forced to a wretched death upon construct-
tve treason, when he had not been guilty of treason
at all.  Constructive obscenity in our time is little
better. , ’

It may be interesting to read the opinion of the
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good King James upon this case—the sovereign who
had the Bible translated :

%80 the only thing the judges can douot of is of the
delir quent’s intention, on his baire demand to clear him
[uimsel 1 since nature teaches every man to defend his life

" us he may ; and whether in case there was a doubt herein,
the judges should not rather incline 1o that sids [aamely, the
side of the Guvernment] wherein all probability lies ; but
if judgis will needs trust rather the bare negative of an
infamous delinquent—then all the probabilities, or rather
infallible co nsequences upon the other part, caring more for
the safety of such @ monster than the preservation of a crown
in all ages following, whereupon depend the lives of many
millions  Happy, theo, are all desperate and malicious
knaves, but the fortune of this crown is more than miser-
able, which forefend ” (2 St. Tr., 878).

3. In 1633, Laud, a tyrannieal, ambitious man, and
a gervile 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
“for counsels of state contrary to his oath of a
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privy counsellor.” He was sentenced to pay a fire
of £10,000 (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-
sides he wrote private letters to Mr. Osbalderstone,
and called Laud “the little great man ”; for this he
in 1639 was fined £5,000 (fully equal to $50,000
now) to the king, and £3,000 ($30,000) to the arch-
bishop. Osbalderstone in his letters had spoken of
the “great leviathan” and the “little urchin,” and
was fined £5,000 ($50,000) to the king, and the same
to the archbishop, and sentenced also to stand in the
pillory with his ears nailed to it. (3 St. Tr., 767 ;
Campbell, 400.)

This was indeed beautiful justice. The offense
thoze 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
suppose 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 met the tender mercies of Comstock, Colgate,
Britton, and Benedict.

4. In 1629 Richard Chambers, a merchant of Lon-
“don, complained to the Privy Cenncil of some ille-
gsl and unjust treatment, and declared *that the
merchants in no part of the world are so screwed
and wrung as in England; that in Tuarkey they have
more encouragement.” Laud, who hated freedom of
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speech and liberal comments on the Government—

as much as our exalted clergymen and 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 £2,000 ($20,000),
and was condemned to make a * submission for this
great offense,” which the sturdy Puritan refused to
do and waskept in prison till the Court of the King’s
Bench, faithful to the law on habeas corpus, 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 £8,000 ($30,000). (3 St. Tr., 372
Franklyn, 362 ; 2 Hallam (Paris), 1841, 6 ec ectam
13; Mrs. Macauley, 18, 45, 65.)

O, yes, no doubt the ecclesiastics were in favor of
making the fine heavy. They always entertain a
profound respect for pounds and dollays, while in the
qualities of mercy and forbearance they have not
especially distinguished themselves. It is certainly
to be doubted whether our modern -Star-Chamber
would have been quite go 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
Bliot, 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 as patent as that the liberties of the people
_are to-day being 4rampled under foot. in the forms of
laws and by prosecutors and judges who stand bigh
among church aristocracy. But a few days after
" the king (Charles I) had dismissed his refractory
- Parliament, Eliot, with Hollis, Long, Selden,
Strode, and Valentine, most eminent members of the
Houxe of Commons, 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 at 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 fo
good behavior, Eliot was fined £2,000 ($20,00-),
.and Ilollis- and Valentine in smaller sums. Eliot,
the truly brave and great man, refused submission
and died likesa hero in the Tower, a martyr to
human liberty. (3 St. Tr., 293; 1 Rushworth; 8 ITal-
lum 2; 2 Parl. Ihst 488, 504 Foster’s Eliot; 2 Mrs,
Macaulqy, ch. i, u) N
* 6. In 1630, the very flrst year of the settlement 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. Hehad published “An Appeal to the
Parliament, or a Plea Against Prelacy,” a work
still well known, but, of course, not as bad as my
“Open Letter to Jesus Christ ; ” but it remonstrate/!
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against oppressive grievances in church and 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 “a most odious and heinous
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, devilirh, and dangerous assertions,” The two

chief justices declared if the case had been brought

in their courts they would have proceeded against.
him for treason, and it was only ‘“his Majesty’s

exeeeding great merey and goodness ”” which selected

the mildest tribunal. His sentence was a fine of

£10,000, to be set in the pillory, whipped, have one

ear cut off, one side of his nose slit, one cheek

branded with S. S.—sower of sedition——and then at

gome 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 escape

out of prison, but was recaptured, when the odious,

and terrible sentence was fully executed. (3 St. Tr.,

383 ; Laud’s Diary, Nov, 4 ; 2 Hallam, 28.)

What glorious times those would have been for
Comstock and. Benedict ! They could have exer-
cised the matural 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 cruelty their pious souls could
wish. That was the hey-day for cruel and vindictive
prosecutors and judges. I shall try-and feel joyful
that my brief career oun the earth did not come off
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in those times, for I would have been sure to have '
got into some trouble. If T 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
ecclesiastical tyranny.

7. William Prynn, a zealous Puritan, and a very
learned lawyer, wrote a folio against theaters called,
- “A Scourge for Stage-Players,” said to be “ dull,
learned, unreadable, and uncomm on thick.,” But for
this offense he was brought to the Star-Chamber in
1632-3, and Chief Justice Richardson, who, even 1n
those times, had but an indifferent reputation for
honesty and veracity, gave this scntence : “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, omnium malo-
rum nequissimus—the wickedest of all scoundrels,
I shall fine him £10,000, which is more than he is
worth, yet less than he deserveth. I will set him at
liberty no more than a plaguned man or a mad dog,
who, though he cannot bite, yet will he foam. He
is so far from being a sociable goul that he is not a
rational soul.. Ho is fit to live in dens with such
beasts of prey as wolves and tigers 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
fth and 10th of May, 1633. (3 St. Tr., 671; 2
Hallam, 28.)

It must be admitted that Judge Richardson’s
crueity 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 Il. was in reality a Catholic. He
wished to restore Romayism in England and abolish
the work of the Reformatlon, the better to establish
the despotism which all of his family had sought to
plant. He was determined to punish such 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 sbundantly fit for the WO}‘k de-
manded of him. The pious and venerable Richard
Baxter, who had written elaborate works on religi-
ous subjects, was selected for the vietim. The
historian Macaulay describes the shameful aﬁaxr in
the following langunage :

. “In a commentary on the New Testament, he had
complained with some bitterness 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 Lestrange, the champion of the Government
and the oraclé of the clergy, sounded the note of war
in the Observator. An information 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 his 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
the most eminent nonconformist divines. *The two
Whig barristers of great note, Pollexfen & Wallop,
appeared for the defendant.

“ Pollexfen had scarce begun his address to the
]ury when the Chief Justice (Jefferies) broke forth :
¢Pollexfen, I know you well. ' I will get a mark on
you. You are the patron of the faction. This is an
old rogue; 2 schismatical knave, & hypocritical vil-
lain. He hateé the Liturgy. He would have noth-

“ing but long-wmded cant without book.” And at this
his lordship turned up his eyes, clasped his hands,
and began to sing through his nose in imitation to
what bhe 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 bad thought Baxter deserving
a bishopric. ¢And what ailed the old blockhead,
then,’ cried Jefferies, ¢ that he did not take it ¥

¢« His fury was now almost to madness. He called
Baxter a dog, and swore that it would be no more
than justice to Whlp such a villain through the
whole city.

“ Wallop interposed, but fared no better than his
leader. ‘You are in all of these dirty cases, Mr.
Wallop,” said the judge. ¢Gentlemen of the long
robe ought to be ashamed to assist such factious
kuaves.” The alvocate made ancther attempt to
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obtain a hearing, but to no purpose. ‘If you do not
know your duty,’ said Jefferies, ¢ I will teach it you.’

“ Wallop sat down, and Baxter himself attempted
to put in a word, but the Chief Jastice drowned all
expostulation in a torrent of ribaldry and invective,
mingled with scraps from Hudibras. ¢My. lord,’
said the old man, ‘I have been much blamed by
Dissenters 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, sniveling Presbyterians.’

“ Again Baxler essayed to speak, and again
Jefferies bellowed, ¢Richard, Richard, dost thoun
think we will let - thee poison the court? Richard,
thou art an old knave. Thou hast writteh books
enough to load a cart, and every book as full of
sedition as an egg is full of meat. By the grace of
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 erush you all.’

¢ Baxter held his peace, but one of the junior coun- - -

gel 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 upvn them
by the information. With this view he began to
read the context. Inamoment he wasroared down,
¢You shan’t turn the court into a conventicle.
The noise of weeping was heard from some of those
surrounding Baxter.. ¢Sniveling calves,” said the
judge.” (1 Macaulay, 456-8, Harpers’ed.)
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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 Jefferies
wished him to be whipped at the tail of the cart,
but the king remitted the fine,

Poor Richard Baxter stood just about as much
chance for receiving justice before Jefferies as Com-
stock’s 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 for 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, I 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
Wright, 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. DBritton,
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, bowever, they
will not put themselves out of the way to come and
see me. I am not particularly 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.

Belore these lines reach the readers of Tnm:
Trura Seeker the President will have been pre-
sented with petitions bearing twenty-five thousand
names, asking for my liberation. Boston alone has
sept, ten thousand. Theaggregate 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 8o ma.ny
people, asking for but an act of justice, ought to
have an immense influence with the Executive, but
it must be borne in mind that 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 bebalf. A friend
in Washington writes that letters are coming in
from bishops, ministersy their uncles, “ their sisters,
their cousing, 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.

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 opiniont 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. But if he reflects that it has not
been the province of those judges to decide the
question whether the book is obscene or not, tLat they
bave not done so, and that even' if they had, it
does not change it one way or the other, he will
probably be able to decide 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 benefit 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 ‘
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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
adultery 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 Mr. 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 becanse my religious
views are unlike those of another class.

As 80 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 friends and sympsthizers who thinks injustice
has been done me, and who wishes me restoreda 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. B. 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,
Néw York, Brooklyn, and Jersey City, have peti-
tioned the President for my pardon, as well as many
of the ablest legal gentlemen of this city. This
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 instrudtions to the con-
trary come from Washinton within a very few days,
Ishall 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 that eventually the right will come
uppermost and that justice will be done. ‘

D. M. B.



FROM BEHIND THE BARS. 107

LETTER ITIL

CeLL 36, LupLow St. Jars, June 30, 1879.

Drar Reapers oF Tue Trura 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.
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
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 Tur Trurm SeEgER office, a brief
account of the letters that have been received, ete,
After her return to her onerous duty, Superintendent
Eugene Macdonald makes his daily visit, and is
usually followed by others. Some days I have six
to ten visitors, and on others only two or three
The visits of friends are always welcome. About
two p. ¥, dinner is served, and my appetite often
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proves unequal to the task set before me; ‘but when
T have done the best I can, I feel that I have done
just as well as any one could do under the circum-
stances. Supper comes about seven, and if it did
not come at all I should not be offended. It seems
redundant. Visitors seldom come in after five p. .,
and the evening is spent in reading and writing. At
balf-past ten the turnkey comes around and locks me
in my little 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
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 the windows heavily guarded
with iron gratings, Yes, the feeling of security is
marked. One instinctively feels, Why this must be
the place I have read of, “ where thieves canmot
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 borrors of
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the Albany Penitengiary. So, if it is all the same 10
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 so fortunate ag’to
have these prison doors opened for me 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. Andright 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 shall 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, reacliing one hundred thou-
sand names in all, and within three weeks’ time,
ijs 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 realize it as I sit here within
my prison cell. It is a comfort that my Christian
enemies cannot depmve me of.
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But my opponents are also bugy. Comstock has
beén exultant in the victory which Benedict has

aided bim in achieving by placmg me in prison,
and this great joy has been participated in by many
pious, hypocritical Christians all over the land, and
especially by what is called the orihodox 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 as 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. DBut the hope is with me
that our Chief Magistrate will have the justice and
descretion to set me free.

The meanest treatment T 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 T am in prison, and would exult still more were
I fastened to the stake and the fierce flames leap-

ing up around me.
. L d
THE NEW YORK  OBSERVER.”

T svia £, aof
T 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-
1y and intolerance of the Presbyterians ¢f the Unit-
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ed States. This is what it had. to say of my sen-
tence on June 12th;
A JUST SENTENCE.

D. M. Bennett, a publisher near Astor Place, in this eity,
suihor of several -very offensive works, and a prominent
member of the party that opposes the laws of the United
Siates forbidding the sending of vile books by mail, having
heen convicted of violating those laws, has been sentenced
to the Penitentiary for the term of thirteen months and to
pay & fine of $300. The sentence is very light compared
with the enormity of the crime, the possible penalty under
the law, and the well-known character of the convict. He
may congratulate himself on the tenderness of the court,
the three eminent jurists and judges, Benediet, Choate, and
Biatchford, concurring in the fairaess of the trial, the justice
of the verdict, and the fitness of the sentence. ‘

An effort is already on foot to secure a pardon for this
man from the President of the United States. Itis to this
point we would 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 Pregident Hayes for pardoning a man
convicted under the same law which has now consigned
Bennett to prison. But the applause with which the denun-
ciation was received (untimely as the eensure was) showed
that the heart of Christian people was hurt by the Presi-
dent's act. Nor can we expect the Governor or the Presi-
dent to examine personally into the merits and details of
every case invoking their elemency.

It is to this end that we make the declaration that if any

" man ever deserved the full measure of punishment the law
permits, it is the man Bennett, who has now been convicted,
We would pot punish him fer other sins till he is con-
victed of them also, but therc is nothing in his antecedents
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to justify clemency, and there is everything fo forbid it. He
is a man whose trade has been to publish and sell books that
are in our judgment demoralizing, 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
Christanity would be a deed well done. We think such
men as he the most dangercus persons in the community,
And as his business is to issue such publieations, 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 hig
cell a better as he will a sadder man.

The hypeerisy and falseliood of thia tirade must be
obvious to every candid reader. It cannot be sup-
posed- that this disciple of Jobn Calvin is so anxious
that I should serve out to the last hour my very
“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
sentences that that old Jew book contains which the
Observér worships and enjoins upon everybody to ac-
cept a8 God’s own handiwork ; but the true reason
is becausc I publish books—* offensive works,” “de-

‘moralizing publications”—that Ilet the light of truth

into the false and vile system which has been worse
than a millstone upon the necks of the people of
Christendom for nearly a score of centuries. This
is what is the matter with the Naw)York ‘Vbserver.
It don’t like to have me tell such plain and palpable
traths. It is “afraid I may give the people so 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 orgn of intol-
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erance . and self-righteousness squirm 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 recanted 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 rot do? Has
he never been guilty of an act as bad as dropping a:
philosophical pamphlet into the U, 8. mail ? 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 #nd heavenly-minded
as he would have his admirers believe.

I happen to have in my possession damaging
proofs againet 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 greatly revere, Thomas Paine, I
felt like giving the matter a little airing, and would
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have done so had not charity whispered, ¢ Stay -yet
awhile,” But now, when bis paper so exults over
the victory which a miserable sneak and fraud bas
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-
action. 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 “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 other
organ of Calvinism—modified somewhat, with a
portion of the sulphur taken out—Z7%e Christian
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Union, editors Henry Ward Beecher and Lyman
Abbott. From such a pure pair of course only purity
and chastity must be looked for. This first article
appeared in its columns soon after my eonviction.

THE BENNETT CASE.

Oar readers will not forget the meeting that was held in
Faneuil Hall to protest egainst the imprisonment of Hey-
waood for gelling obscene literature, as a violation of the
sacred liberties of the press ; por his subsequent pardon on
grounds which have never been made officially public.
Some of the newspapers, constituting themselves a court of
appeal, declared that the free lust literature, for the circula-
tion of which he was condemned, however fa's2 in its -
theories, was not obnoxious on the charge of obscenity ;
snd it wasg even gravely asserted that the question of its
moral charecter had not been sufficiently considered, and
that the judge before whom the case was tried had signed a
recommendation for the publisher’s pardor. There is now
another opportunity for another Faneuil Hall meeting, and
another appeal to the newspapers from the verdict of a jury
and the decision of a United States court ; for the book has
a second time b:en condemned. The history of the
caze just concluded is more iustructive than interesting ;
but it is one of which no one can afford to be ignorant whe
cares fcr the well-being of the community, or even the
purity and safety of his own household.

Mr. Heywood had hardly gone from the Court House to
the prizon before the free-lust wing of the Free Religioniste
(if we do not get their denominational title right, they will
pardon us ; Infidelity has its sects as well as religion, and it
is not quite essy to keep the titles from being sometimes
mixed) held a convention at Watkins Glen, at which the
book which h:d been condemned in M.ssachusetts was sold
in open market, The sellers were arrested ; among them
the sister-in-law of the Massachusetts convict, and one D,
‘M. Bennett, the editor of a weekly journal, as immoral as it
is Infide!. Released on bail, he came home (to New York
city), and publicly announced his purpose to continue the
sule of the condemned book, the law and the courts to the
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contrary notwithstanding. If he went to jail for o doing,
others, he boasted, would take up the work, and when they
were arrested successors would be found, till the jalls were
full. He began to fu!fil his promise ; the facts, with a copy
of the book, were laid, by the district-attorney, before the
grand jury ; without a dissenting voice it brought in a bill
against him ; and last week be was tried before Judge Bene-
dict and a jury. The case lasted three days ; on the first
vote the jury stood eleven to one for conviction, after an all-
night session the oue yielded, and a verdict of guilty was
recorded. _

The President made a great mistake when he pardoned
Heywood, although he did so on evidence satisfactory to
bimself that Heywood's health was suffering from covofine-
ment, and on*the representation that his death was not im-
probahle, and that for him to die as martyr to a bad cause
would do more harm than bis pardon. The President made
a still greater mistake when he pardoned Bimpson, who ig
koown to the officers of justice as one of the worst ¢rimi-
nals of the country in this most criminal business. He will
meke the grestest mistake of all il 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. Benunett. ~ It has been made
a public boast by Mr. Bennett’s counsel that the Attorney-
General has in writing 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
the President to hesitate before he allows the opinion of his
Attorney-General to outweigh the opinrion of three United
States judges, one of them the senior judge of the Bupreme
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 very
large geographical province, of which Bostrn may be re-
garded as the center. Most of them were believed by their
friends to have given themselves up to a life of shame, This
is the terrible fruitage of such seed as’ Heywood aad Beu-
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‘nett are sowing, It is a monstrous doctrine that deaies to
society the right to protect itself against such a crop as 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 & crime which they really abhor, bug
which they allow tbemselves by their theories of {ree speech
so effectively to defend.

A National Defense Association has heen formed to de-
fend the right of these men to poison the souls of our sons
and daughters. Doubly, therefore, ought the Society for
the Supression 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 same
zodly paper of June 11th—the next after my sen-
tence :

Mr. D. M. Bennett, to whose trial in this city for circulat-
ing immoral literature we recently referred editorially, was
sentenced last week to thirteen months’ imprisonment at
hard labor and to pay afine of $300. The case had previously
been heard on appeal, and 2all the rulings of the Court on
the trial had been sustained. Respecting the main
point in issue, there is. really no question, viz, the
liability of every publisher to & 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 the minds
of its readers. There is quite as little room to question the
fact that this was the tendency of the book for the publica-
tion of which Mr. Bennett has been sentenced. His counsel
have given notice «f 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 deflance of the law, and who should be made
to feel the full welght of its penalty. "There ought to be no
clemency to the man who breeds moral malaria in the com-
munity for personal profit. -
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It is, perhaps, very fitting that the old lecher who
is capable of committing adultery with half of the °
females of his large congregation, and then of com-
ing into court and for thirteen consecutive days
perjaring himself, and a yoke-fellow willing to be
harnessed up with him to work for Jesus, should be
the men to prate about “ the purity and safety of the
household,” ¢ free lust,” *an immoral Infidel jour-
nal,” the terrible fruitage of the seed sown by Hey-
wood and Bennett,” “breeding moral malaria,” ete.,
as well a8 to cry out against my being a recipient of
executive clemency. If they will confine them-
gelves 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
“ 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 Messrs. Beecher and
Abbott that Thave not been an adulterer; I have not
committed perjury;°I have not been a liar. If Ican-
not quite say in Pinafore language that, “I never,
never, never ” uttered a falsehood, I can truthfully
say, ¢ Well, hardly ever.”
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* ZION'S HERALD,”

The next fine morsel of Christian slander, mean-
ness, and uncharitableness’ is from Zion’s Herald,
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 editoriale denouncing Anthony Comstock and his
measures, and especially criticising his unjust attack, as
they esteem it, upon 8o good & citizen as D. M. Bennett,
editor uvd publisher of TrE TRUTH SEEKER, of New York.
This man was arrested for circulating the same form of de-
morslizing literature a8 sent our Massachusetts Heywood
deservedly to jail. The courts have sustained Mr, Com-
stock by finding Bennett guilty; and upon appeal, the high-
est court affirms the constitutionality of the law under
which he has been condemned. He has now been sentenced
to thirteen months’ imprisonment in the Albany Peniten-
tiary, and a fine of $300. Already efforts are being made to
secure bhis pardon. It is to be ardently hoped that the
President will not again interfere with the course of jus-
tice, a8 in the case of Heywood, but permit this bad man to
suffer the really light penalty inflictcd upon his infamous
course, in view of the enormity of the offense.

‘We hear with amazement and grief that there is & strong
presumption that Presideot Hayes will pardon Bennett—
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
mode¢rn idea of the secularization of government and educa-
tion and a fatal forgetfulness that every citizen is necessa-
rily a mcral being, and, that no state can stand if the
moral nature of its subjects is not properly trained, and at
“least saved from perversion. The enemies of purity and the
‘friends of license are loudly prociaiming the prophecy that
Bennett will be out inten days. We hope our religious
sssociations will give ample protestation against such'a
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step on the part of the President. Whatever way be his
personal opirvion, or the opinion of his advisers, he holds
vot his high office to override the courts and constitutional
law, ’

Here is the same meanness, the same untruthful-
ness, the same intolerance, the same desire to crush,
the same want of charity, of fairness, so conspicuous
in others of the same ilk. Hereis the same author-
itative instruction 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,” ete. 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 out, he will be found to be guilty of the
same immoralities and impurities for which clergy-
men are so notorious. They do not wait for the
injunction of Jesus, “Let him that is without sin
cast the first 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
ab their betters,

THE ‘DAILY WITNESS.”

The following very choice article is from Com-
stock’s favorite, the Daily Witness, of June 27th,
From its style and venom I jndge it was written by
the pure-minded young-lady inspector, St. Anthony
himself. That it teems with the true ¢ Christian
spirit ” no reasonable person will deny.

UNAVAILING MALIGNITY.

A miscreant who is most justly sufferiog a term of im-
prisonmeat for sendiog a vile book through the mails, and
whose incarceration was brought ahout by the indefatigable
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- Anthony Comstock, -publiches