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NARRATIVE OF PROCEEDINGS BEFORE TRIAL.
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HuMparey Boyire left Leeds about the middle of last December, for the
sole purpose of making one that should battle the Constitutional and Vice
Associations, through the medium of Mr. Carlile’s shop. On the 27th
day of that month he was arrested, with Joseph Rhodes, who had come
trom Manchester at the same time, for the same purpose, and both were
committed to the Giltspur-street Compter, on refusing to give their names.
Before the January Sessions they were removed to Newgate, and at that
Sessions they were called on to plead, but refused to give their names, and
traversed to the February Sessions. There were four Indictments against
four shopmen, William Vamplew Holmes, John Barkley, Joseph Rhodes,.
and Humphrey Boyle. Three of the Indictments were found true n
the names of William Vamplew, John Barkley, and William Holmes;
and the fourth indicted ¢ a man with name unknown, but whose person
was known.” lHere no Indictment applied distinctly either to Joseph
Rhodes$, or to Humphrey Boyle, and they refused to plead; but one
Cooper, an officer, was brought forward to swear falsely that Joseph
Rhodes was known by the name of William Holmes. It happened that
Cooper bad arrested William Vamplew Holmes as William Holmes, in
the summer of 1820, on some publication about the Queen and Soldiers,
but of Rhodes he could not possibly know any thing, though he swore pusi-
tively to him as being Holmes. On this {alse swearing of Cooper the OﬁICfBI‘,
Joseph Rhodes was told that he must plead or stand c_onvlqted, but bell_lg. --
confused from the waut of a knowledge of what his enemies could do in:
the matter, he pleaded Not Guiity.

After Joseph Rhodes had pleaded, Humphrey Boyle, or the Man Un=
known, was called forward and addressed by Mr, Adolphus as follows :—
“ Well, Mr. Unknown, will you plead? | ,

Clerk.—Prisoner, you have heard the Indictment read before, what say
you, Are you Guilty or Not Guilty?

Prisoner.—I wish to hear the Indictment read now. < ‘

Common Sergeant (Knowlys).—Let it be read, and in an audible voice,
that every one may hear it. 5 _

The Clerk having read the Indictment, and asked the usual question as
to the plea, the Prisoner observed, *¢ I cannot plead to that Indictment, I

do not know that it applies to me.” oG, i
The Clerk kept repeating the question, ¢ Are you Gullty or not Guilty
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The Prisoner stood mute and smiled, which seemed to afford amusement
to the persons in the Court. The Barristers and Lawyers round the
~ Table rose up, and one of them walked across it to the Common Sergeant;
and after whispering together for some minutes, the latter observed, ‘‘ Pri- .
soner, we will give you till the other man is tried to consider whether you
will plead or not, if you then refuse to plead you must take the conse-
quences, but I will not now tell you what those consequences will be.”

Prisoner.—Very well. | |

In the course of the evening, beforé the other had been tried, the ¢ Man
Unknown” was again put to the Bar and asked to plead. Prisoner re-
minded the Court that he had been given time until the other had been

tried to consider of his plea, and observed, ¢ Try him, and T wil] pléad
immediately.” e

Common Sergeant.—We did no such thing, Sir, as give you time until
the person was tried to whom you allude, we gave you the time until the
next case was tried. - : |

The Prisoner was then about to address the Court, and after being re-
peatedly refused by the Common Sergeant, he persevered and said, ¢ I
wish to give my reasons for.not pleading.”

Common Sergeant.—We will not hear your reasons, Sit. ILet him be
remanded until the next Sessions; if he then refuses to plead he will
stand convicted.

On the 4th of March the Prisoner was again put to the Bar, and Mr.
Prendergast the Barrister having counselled him to plead a Demurrer, he
accordingly did so, and the next day the same Mr. Prendergast counselled
him that his Demurrer was not sustainable, and advised its withdrawal, to
the no small chagrin of the Defendant, who had a mind that could not
‘brook such trifling.’ The Common Sergeant assented to withdraw the
Demurrer, and on the Clerk asking the usual question, as to Guilty or Not
Guilty, the Prisoner pleaded Not Guilty.

Common Sergeant.—Prisoner, what name do you plead by?

- Prisoner.—By no name; as I have been arrested and imprisoned by no
name, and indicted by no name, I will therefore be tried by no name.

Common Sergeant.—That you cannot do ; neither you nor any one else
can be allowed to appear here, or act under a mask. You must give in
your name before you plead.

Mr. Prendergast.—1 gdvise you to give in, your name.

* Prisoner.—(angrily) I will not, Sir.

Common Sergeant.—Take him away.

At the April Sessions Hui.nphrey Boyle was again put to the Bar, and
&BEBdlf he would plead. He answered that he had pl&aded 1 the former
Session,  The Common Sergeant, Knowlys, had by this time been made
Recorder, and he asked the Prisoner if he would then be tried ; to which
he replied that he wished then to take his trial, but on still refusing to put .
in his name, he was remanded for another Session. |

After this unprecedented proceeding, measures were taken to move
the Court of Kln'%'& Bench for a Writ of Habeas Corpus, to try the legality
of the conduct of the then Recorder Knowlys, but the pressure of busi-
ness in the Easter Term being so great, it was delayed, and it seems

- Murray; Adolphus, and Knowlys got intelligence of what was passing, and
were glad t5 force on the Trial before another Term arrived. |

On F “da‘.?bfﬂay the 24th, Mr. Law moved the Court at the Old Baﬂe):, é
that the Man with name unknown, now i custody of the Keeper of

- Newgate, should be removed to the Grand Jury Room in proper custodys

there to be identified by the Jurors, for the purpose of a fresh Indictment.
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This motion was acceded to, and between two and three o’clock in the

- afternoon the Prisoner was removed to the Grand Jury Room, where
Murray and his swearing yeomen were In attendance. Smith swore to
the purchase of the pamphlet from the individual before the Jury. The
Foreman of the Jury asked the Prisoner his name, which was refused.
A Juryman asked if he acknowledged the publishing of the pamplet; to
which the Prisoner replied, ¢ This is.not a proper place to answer such a
question.” Several of the Jurors instantly supported the Prisoner, and
said he was right not to answer such questions.

T T T LN Y

THE FOLLOWING INDICTMENT WAS THEN FOUND A
TRUE BIZLL. scé1

The King against a Man with Name unknown.
ILLondon, |
Indictment of May Session, 1822..

States,

THAT ————— . late of London, Labnurer,l being an
evil disposed person, and disregarding all Religion, and particularly-the
Religion of our Lord the King, and the subjects of this Realm, and also

disregarding the Laws of this Kingdom, and being greatly disaffected to
our said Lord the King, and the Constitution and Government of this
Kingdom, and wickedly and profanedly devising and intending to bring the
Holy Scriptures and the Christtan Religion into disbelief and contempt
among the People of this Kingdom; and also wickedly and sceditiously
devising and intending to traduce and vilify and bring into hatred and con-
tempt our said Lord the King, and the Kingly Office, Royal Family, No-
bility, Constitution, Government, and Laws of this Kingdom, with the
Liege Subjects of our said Lord the King, and cause it to be believed by
the said Subjects that our Lord the King and the Royal Family, Nobility,
Constitution, Government and Laws of this Kingdom were corruptly and
partially administered ; and thereby, as much as in him said Defendant
lay, to render the said Subjects disaffected to, and discontented with, the
Christian Religion, and with our said Lord the King, and the Kingly
Office, Royal Family, Nobility, Constitution, Government, and Laws of
this Kingdom, on the 27th day of December, in the Second Year of the
Reign of our Sovereign Lord George the Fourth, by the Grace of God of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, King, Defender of the
Faith, with force and arms, at the Parish of Saint Dunstan in the West, in -
the Ward of Farringdon Without, in London aforesaid, unlawfully and
wickedly did publish and cause to be published, a certain scandalous, im-
pious, blasphemous, profane, wicked and seditious Libel of and concerning
Religion, and particularly the Holy Scriptures and Christian Religion, and
of and concerning our said Lord the King, and the Kingly Office, Royal
Family, Nobility, Constitution, Government and Laws of this 'Kingdﬂm,
and of and concerning the Administration of the Government and Laws of
this Kingdom, containing therein amongst other things, in one part of said
Libel, according to the tenor following: (that is to say) *“ The Greeks are
- still struggling with their oppressors, and what amuses me most in this
affair is that the Grand Turk has taken a lesson from the Despots of
' Europe, and cries out “ Religion is in danger.” He, too, calls upon his
Turkish subjects to rise and defend their Religion! The Christian Des-
pots of Europe are crying out against the Deistical and Atheistical Infi-

\
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dels, and the Turkish Despot touches the same string, but bids the Maho-
metans beware of the Christian Infidels!!! "This fiend, Religion, (mean-
ing amongst other Religions the Christian Religion) is again 1 her right
element, again at her cut-throat work. The Patrmarch of the Greqks,
who is the Pope of the Fastern Christian Chureh, has been hung before
his own church at Constantinople ; every Christian place of worship m
that city has been destroyed; thousands of Greeks have been cruelly
massacred, and all upon the old score, the Glory of God, and the pre-
servation of the true Religion. Thus every sect possesses this true Reli-
gion, and destroys every other for not changing theirs. We (meaning the
people of this Realm) have now a fresh proof (if another be necessary)
that the word Religion 13 strictly synenymous with massacre, misery, and
devastation, aud 1 have found a i{urther stimulus (if that was necessary)
to proceed 1n my endeavours to erase it from the vocabulary of mankind.
At home the bellies of the people are about to be filled with the squander-
ing of another million of money for a few bours gew-gaw. The pageant
of a Coronation is at length fixed for the 19th of July, and 15 to be cele-
brated under the auspices and amidst the glittering congratuiations of fifty
thousand drawn swords and fixed bayonets. If his most Gracious Majesty
(meaning our present Lord the King) was not quite so huge he ought to be
served as the Roman emperors were served, hoisted aloft upon a shield
and proclaimed King by the soldiers, amidst the clattering of their arms.
Cannot this much beloved King (again meaning our present Lord the King)
trust himself openly at this great national festival) as certain fools and
rogues call 1t) without a body guard! let him take his wife with him to
partake of the ceremony, and he will not need a soldier to protect hinu.
However we (meaning the people of this Realm) have some further proof
that Kingcraft i1s on the decline, and the office of King (meaning King of
this Realm) become quite unseemly in the eyes of the Sovereign People.”
(meaning the people of this Realm) And containing therein, amongst other
things, in another part of the said Libel, to the tenor following: (thatis to
say) ¢ One of the chief objections to Thomas Paine’s Age of Reason, and
one of the passages always selected for the prosecution, is that which con-
demns the obscenities of the Book called the Bible (meaning the Holy
Bible) and particularly the obscenity or the incontinency on which the

Christian Rebgion has its foundation, and which relates to the conception
of Jesus Christ. No part of these assertions and condemnations in Mr.
Paine’s Beok have ever Leen charged as false; it is that dread of a full
exposure of the foundation of their Religion (meaning the Christian Reli-
“gion) which makes.the Christians prosecute this book.” And containing
therein, amongst other things, in another part of the said Libel, to the
tenor following: (that is to say) ¢ The firiends of Religion (meaning
amongst ather Relicions the Christian Religion) have no more kindred
with the friends of morality, than the friends of vice bave kindred with the
friends . of virtue, All Religion (meaning amongst other Religions the

Christian Religion) I proclainr a vice in society ; it is Idolatry, and nething’
more than was the mythology of former ages. It is the offspring of igno-

rance and crédulity, and now eunforced by Priesteraft, and can exist only
with. an jgnorance of the laws of Nature.” And containing therein,

amongst other things, 1o another part of said Libel; to the tenor following :

(that 1s to say) ¢ Archbishop Tillotson says, ¢ The difference between the

style of the O]d and New Testament (meaning the Holy Bible and the.
Holy _Gospfﬂ_ of God) 1s so very remarkable that one of the greatest sects

in the primitive times did upon this very ground found their heresy of two

Gods, the one evil, fierce, and cruel, whom they called the God of the

Old Testament; (meaning the !loly Bible) the other was good, kind; and

"
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mereiful, whom they called the God of the New Testament ; (meaning the
Holy Gospel of God) so great a difference is tl’tere betwgen the represen-
tations that are given of God in the Books of’ the Jewish and Christian
Religion, as to give at leafst some colour and pretence to an imagination of
two (Gods.”. Thus tar Tillotson. But the case was, that as the Church
had pickE,d' out several passages from the Old Testament (meaning the
Holy Bible) which she most absurdly and falsely calls Prophecies of Jesus
Christ, (whereas there is no prophecy of any such person, as any one may
see by examining the passages and the cases to which they apply) she was
under the necessity of keeping up the credit of the Old Testament (mean-
g the Holy Bible), because it that fell the other (meaning the Holy Gos-
pel of God) would soon- follow, and the Christian System of Faith would
soon be at an end. As a book of morals, there are several parts of the
New Testament (meaning the Holy Gospel of God) that are good ; but
they are no other than whut had been preached in the eastern world
several hundred years before Christ was born. Confucius, the Chinese
Philosopher, who lived five hundred years before the time of Christ, says,
“ Acknowledge thy benefits by the return of benefits, but never revenge
injuries.” The Clergy of the Popish countries were cunning enough to
know that if the Old Testument (meaning the lloly Bible) was made
public, the fallacy of the New (meaning the Holy Gospel of God) with re-
spect to Christ would be detected, and they prohibited the use of it, and
always took it away wherever thev found it. The Deists, on the con-
trary, always encouraged the reading it; that people might see and Judge
for themselves that a Book (meaning the Holy Bible) so full of contradic-
tions and wickedness could not be the word of God, and that we dishonor
God by ascribing it to him. A true Deist.”” And containing therein,
amongst other things, in another part of the said Libel, to the tenor fol-
lowing: (that 1s to say) “ I hope and trust, that if ever we (meaning the
people of this Realm) enjoy another revolution in this country (meaning

this Realm) that no members of a Royal Family (ineaning the Royal Fa-

mily of this Realm) or of the Aristocracy (meaning the Nobility of this
Realm) will meddle with or countenance it. Sucﬁ men (meaning the

Royal Family and Nobility of this Realm) are void of all honour, candour,
anc{ humanity; and no treachery or villainy will remain unpractised to cor-
rupt and destroy the new state of things. Such has been the case of Naples.
The atmosphere of a pure Representative System of Government is not
that in which Royalty and Aristocracy can exist with its present dis-
tinctions. If not abolished, it must be reduced to a state m which it
could no further disturb or disgrace society. I, for ove, will not pro-
mise it security, but I would willingly leave it to the deliberate correction
of the Representatives of the Nation.” And containing therein, amongst
other things, in another part of the said Libel, to the tenor following:
(that is to say) ‘I would exhort the male and female Reformers of Stock-
port (meamn% Stockport in the County of Chester) to perseverance In the
good cause 0 obtaining a Representative System of Government. Hitherto
~they have acted nobly and stand distinguished, in conjunction with their
neighbours of Manchester (meaning Manchester in the County Palatine of
~ Lancaster) and its vicinity. 1 see no cause for despair. The dastards of
‘Naples micht have retarded but cannot defeat our hoped for triumph.
p 5 AT - . up
We have an ally in this Island which other countries have not, I mean the
debt called national. 'Tbis is a moving power towards a Reform ; all we
“can do at present 1s to prepare and make ready to takﬁ: advantage of allits
workings. ~ Our armour should be always ready for buckling on at a mo-
ment’s notice, that we might be prepared to combat our enemies, if neces..

(]



8

sary, or to assume an overwhelming attitude, which in my opinion is to be
preferced. [ am sure that if the Reformers could be cougregated, and
heir full strength displayed, there would be nothing left 1n the country
tme'ami'ng this Kingdom) that could venture to oppose them. I am for a
Reform at any rate, and as speedy as possible ; if it.can be obtained with-
out bloodshed by a slight delay I would prefer it, but at any expense 1
would have a Reform.” And containing therein, amongst other things, in
another part of the said Libel, to the tenor following : (that is to say) “ 'l o
talk about the British Constitution (meaning the Constitution of this
Kingdom) is a sure proof of dishonesty. Britain (meaning this Kingdom)
has no Constitution. If we speak of the Spanish Constitution we have
something tangible; there is a substance and meaning as well as sound.
In Britain (meaning in this Kingdom) there is nothing constituted but cor-
ruption in-the system of Government (meaning the Government of this
Kingdom). Our very Laws (meaning the Laws of this Kingdom) are cor-
rupt and partial, both in themselves and in their administration. In fact,
corruption as notorious as the sun at noon-day is an avowed part of our
system, and is denominated the necessary oil for the wheels of Govern-
ment! (again meaning the Government ot this Kingdom) It is a most per-
nicious oil to the interests of the people” (meaning the people of this
Kingdom). And containing therein, amongst other things, in another part
of the said Libel, to the tenor following : (thatis to say) “ Reform will be
obtained when the existing Authorities (meaning the Government of this
Kingdom) have no longer the power to withhold it, and not before. We

shall gain it as early without petitioning as with it, and I would again put

forward my opinion that something more than a petitioning attitude is ne-
cessary. At this moment, I would not say a word about insurrection, but
I would strongly recommend union, activity, and co-operation. Be ready
and steady to meet any concurrent circumstance.” And containing therein,

amongst other things, in another part of the said Libel, to the tenor following :
(that 1s to say) “ 1 will repeat it again and again, both with my tongue and
my pen, that the whole of the Legislature (meaning the Legislature of this
Kingdom) is abominably corrupt; that the Laws (meaning the Laws of
this Kingdom) as a matter of course, as corrupt and partial and oppressive,
and that the necessary administrators of Laws from such a Legislature,
(meaning the Legislature of this Kingdom) must be corrupt and wicked
men ; the whole together stink in the public nostrils. 1f two private indi-
viduals have a law-suit about property, justice might be obtained if neither
possessed much influence with persons in power; but wherever an indivi-
dual is prosecuted who has been bold and honest enough to decry the
system of Laws (meaning the Laws of this Kingdom) and Legislature
(meaning the Legislature of this Kingdom) under which we (meaning the
people of this Kingdom) exist, he is sure to find a corrupt Government,
corrupt Judges, and a corrupt Jury all in array against him, or like a well
whipped pack of hounds, eagerly attempting to run him-down by their joint
‘clamour and exertion.” And containing therein, amongst other things, in

~“another part of the said Libel, to the tenor following : (that is to say) ¢ To

%

‘think of making any impression upen such an assembly (meaning the
Commons of this Kingdom in Parliament assembled) by argument or

Eﬁieechifying is madness; the Members (again meaning the Commons of
~tms

Kingdom in Parliament assembled) are callous to all honourable feel- -
ing; the only method of dealing with them, in their present corrupt state,
is tO Interrupt as far as possible all their proceedings, and in every shape
possible hold them up to the scorn and contempt of the Country ¢meaning
this Kingdom). The honest man who enters that Assembly (meaning. the
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Cominons of this Kingdom in Parliament assembled) must see no Noble
Lord, no Right Honourable Gentlemen or I'riends,’ hor no Honourablé or
Learned Friends or. Members; he must tr“eal' them (Mﬁniﬁg the Commons
6f this Kingdom in Parliament assembled) as they are;, a set of noturious
rogués, cheats; and robbers, who have no other feeling towards the people
(meaning the people of this Kingdom) and the Country (ineaning tgx.s
Kingdom) but to plonder them.” And containing therein, amongst
other things, 1n another part of the said Libel, to the tenor fol-
lowing : (that 1s to say) ¢ The mock debates in Parliament (mean-
ing the Parliament of this Kingdom) no longer deceive us. We re-
gard the Whigs with the same detestation as we do the Tories; we are not
to be hoodwinked by a set of canting politicians in either House of Par-
liament (meaning the Parliament of this Kingdom). We expect no redress
of grievances. from petitioning that Parliament, (again meaning the Parlia-
ment of this Kingdom) nor any Reform to emanate from the Parliament
itself (again meaning the Parliament of this Kingdom). It is to an entire
change in the system of Government (meaning the Government of this
Kingdom) that we look for the establishment of our Rights.” And con-
taining therein, amongst other things, in another part of the said Libel, to
the tenor following: (that is to say) “ We hold Religion, meajiing amongst
other Religions the Religion of this Realm) as a thing which has been
foisted into the world merely to answer political purposes. Under its garb
thf—h worst crimes have been perpetrated ; and the existence of an esta-
blished church, in any country, is alinost a sure sign of the existence of a
despotic Government and a slavish People.” And containing therein,
amongst other things, in another part of the said Libel, to the tenor fol-
lowing : (that is to say) ¢ Religion or Saperstition (which words are syno-
nymous in my vocabulary) is the chief source of corruption, and the main
prop of despotism and slavery.” To the great displeasure of Almighty
God, in contempt of our said {nrd the King, and his Laws; to the evil
example of all other persons, and against the peace of our said Lord the
King, his Crown and igiﬁﬁy.;"?’ ‘ | :
| --"I%;e other ¢eleven Counts weére merély repetitions of the above,—Plea
Not Guilty. :

On Monday, the 27th of May, Mr. Common Serjeaut Denman having
taken his seat, the Prisoner was again put to the Bar; and the Clerk of
the Arraigns having read over the preamble of the new Indictment, asked
him if he was Guilty or not Guilty. _

Prisoner.—IHave you read the whole Indic¢tment? _ |

Clerk.—This Indictment is set forth as in the former Indrctment,

Prisoner.—I pleaded to it three months ago.

Clerk.—Are you Guilty or Not Guilty?

Prisoner.—Am I to plead again?

Common Serjeant.—1This is not the same Indictment. upon which you
‘before pleaded. You must now piéad to this cliarg'e, whether you are
cullty or not guilty. ; |

Prisoner.—I plead Not Guilty, .

Clerk.—WIill you be tried now, or traverse to the next Sessions ?

Prisoner.—1 will be tried now. e 1, i

In the course of swearing the Jury, the Prisoner asked if ary o6f thém
were the same as were 1a the Box two Sessions ago? % ko

The Common Serjeant put the question to the Jury, and they atl de-
claréd that they had tiot previously sérved. ; x

Mr. Adolphus addressed the Jury for the Prosecution, but $did vety
litfle beyond tveading thé paséages indicted. Heé then ¢alléd  William -
- Payne, who described himself as Clerk in;he Justice Room at Gullﬂ ail,
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and produced a pamphlet lodged in his hands by William Smith, on the
27th day of December last. | - ' %

~ William Smith was then called and sworn. He saw the Prisoner at the
‘bar in Mr. Carlile’s shop, 55, Fleet Street. It was called *“The Terqpla
of Reason.” The Prisoner was serving in the shop, and he (Smith)
‘bought a book of him, gave sixpence for it, and put his name upon it.
He carried the book to Guildhall, and a warrant was granted upon 1t.

Cross-examuination by the Prisoner.

Were you employed to purchase this pamphlet?—Yes, I was.

By whom ’—DBy a person of the name of Purton.

Purtou! what is he ?—An Officer belonging to Bow Street.

* Do you know who employed him?—I do not.

Have vou any knowledge of him ?—I have not. , ,

Now, can you stand there, on your oath, and declare that you know
nothing of hin? |

- Mr. Adclphus. My Lord, what the Witness knows of Purton cannot

be evidence. . _

2 Were you paid for purchasing the pamphlet 7—I was paid for my loss of
ime. |

Have you been paid so much per week, or only so much for the job?—
I am only paid for my lost time.

How much money have you received 7—I do not know.

*Camnot you tell to a few, pounds ?—Perhaps £3, I cannot tell, it may
‘be more or less. fop s
Can you swear that you have not received £5?—I cannot.
_ Pray did you ever read the pamphlet 7—1 have read a part of it.

You have just said, that immediately you purchased the pamphlet you
went with it to Guildball. How could you read it, then’—I did read a
part of it. |

Where?—I read a part of it'going along the streets.

})ilddyou not swear, at Guildhall, that the pamphlet was blasphemous ?
e 1. \

Was it while going along the streets that you discovered it to be blas-
phemous %—No. - , |
~_ Then haw did you know it to be blasphemous?—I was told so. [Here
there was a pretty loud laugh. ] : |

Oh! that was the way you knew it to be blasphemous, you were told
. " s0, were you’—I knew 1t was by a former conviction.
And do you know who told you so '—I do not recolléct. |
Nn;w, suppose you had purchased a Bible, and some one had told you
that it contaimed blasphemy; would you have got a warrant for the pub-
115]16!‘5?"—-1\’0, that is contrary to my principles. |
__But if you had purchased it at Mr. Carlile’s shop it would have been °
blasphemous '—No. | |

Did you not swear the pamphlet was blasphemous 7—1I did.

_And merely becau-e you were so told 7—Yes.

Now, since you swore that the amphlet was blasphemous, will you
state what vou understand by blasphemy?—[ Here the Witness stoeod mute
for a short time, and looked towards Mr. Marray and Mr. Adolpbus as if
he wished them to help him out. ] | |

Will you give me an answer? What do you mean by blasphemy ?—
Speaking against God. . | :
i ;Pld you discover any thing of that kind in this pamphlet ?—] pelieve I
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You are not sure ?—No. : £ 3
Are you a Christian —I believe I am. [A lavgh.]

You ?elieve you are; cannot you state positively whether you are one?
—Yes, T am one. | 3
Did you ever read the New Testament >—Yes. : |
Do you know what the fuunder of Christianity was put to death for ?—
[The \i’itness, after some consideration, answered,] For our sins. |
Aye, but do you know what his persecutors put him to death for?—
[With much confusion ] No. | |
Then I must inform yoo, that he was put to death for blasphemy.
Comman_ Sergeant. You must not reason with the Witness, ask as
many questions as you please; you must keep to the point.
You have sworn, too, that the pamphlet is seditious ?—Yes.
What do you mean by sedition ?—Speaking against the King and Go-
vernment. ‘

Mr. Adolphus to Witness, in a very low tone— King and Constitu-
tion.” |

Re-examined by Mr. Adolphus. Witness had received £3 altogether,

more or less. He had been employed about other things besides in pur-»
chasing these pamplhlets. | -

The passages cited in the Indictment were then read by the Clerk of the
Arraigns, (for which see copy of the Indictment) and the case for the
prosecution closed.

1The Prisoner then began his Defence, which he delivered in a very im-
pressive manner.

GENTLEMEN,

Before I proceed I have to request that you will make all the allowance
{nu_can for the many inacclracies I shall commit in making my defence.

am but a humble mechanic, therefore you will naturally conclude that
my education has been limited.

p Clerk of the Arraigns. If the Prisoner wishes, his pape:s can be read
or him. g e ,

Prisoner.” No, Sir, I will read my papers myself. '

Gentlemen of the Jury—After repeated verdicts of guilty against this
publication by a Jury in a former session, it may, on.a first view, be
deemed a presumptuous perseverance in e to stand here and defend it ;
but as these prosecutions are part of a conspiracy among a privileged and
interested few to controul the opinions of the multilude—as this case now
before you is a prosecution for the publication of opinions, because those
opinions are not agreeable to the minds or in‘erests of the prosscutors—
as different men have different opinions on the propr.ety ot such prosecus
tions, and as you have not given your verdict upon this point, I feel, from
this view of the case, a justification for making a full defence of the act of
publication on my part, with a hope that you will judge for yourseives, -
dependent of precedent as to former verdicts, and shew, by your differ-
ence of opinion upon this~question, the folly and wickedness of all such
pmsecutions,_nr all attempts to _re;;ulate'npiniuns by human laws. But
“for myselfl can say, that [ feel a much higher stimulus to make a defence
against this indictment than the foregoing justification can excite, The
pstmphlet contains a printed egpressmn‘of my views and principles, and I
am fully prepared and determined to discuss and support them bzfore any

tribunai, or before any living human being. 1 will assert my right not
only to hold but to pubhsh the sentiments of. the pI‘IHClplES now indicted,
not from any spirit or feeling of arrogance, but from a sense of the neces-

-
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sity of free discussion, and from a belief, that if those principles could be
morally impeached, no attempt would be made to Fut them down, oF to
restrain them by these prosecutions. Folly, orill- ounded opinions, are
always left to destroy themselves : it is strong moral truths that alarm the
ignorant, the bigotted, and the interested ; they prosecute because the{
cannot answer, and apply the force of persecution from an absqlute lac
of all moral force. It 1s folly and ill-founded opinions arrayed with power
that bave brought this indictment against me, and I have the cheering con-
~viction. that my opinions are correct, though deficient of political support ;
and under this conviction I stand forth, with all the holdnress of honesty,
to expose, if I cannot defeat, the cheats and conspirators that would op-
press and crush me. Silently and ingloriously I will never succumb to a
corrupt power. I may fall before it, but I will first deal it some blows,
a!ld;gs many as my strength and ability will admit: after which no pu-
nishment can annoy me, because I shall possess a mind free of all idea of
crime or immorality, and proudly conscious of its own purity and moral
superiority over all its oppressors. To this feeling; then, Gentlemen, you
will attribute any boldness on my part that may otherwise be liable to be
construed into an improper presumption: upon this feeling I hope to find
your approbation of my conduct, and your verdict of Not:Guilty.
Gentlemen, in almost all trials for the publication of what are called
libels, the main and only proper question for the Jury is studiously kept
out of sight, and attempted to be overwhelmed by the Counsel.for the
Erosecution, by throwing every possible prejudice around the publication:

ut be the publication whatever it may, the only proper question for the
Jury to Lrly, 1s the good or bad intention of the publisher. The proper

question then for you to try, and which you are sworn “ well and truly to
try—so help you God,” is not whether 1 have published the pamphlet be-
fore you, for I am proud to admit the act of publication, but whether I
performed that act with a malicious intention. This is the point for you
to try, and the only point. If the pamphlet were ever so vile and mis-
chievous, which I deny to be the case here in the smallest degree, you '
have no right to try the character of the pamphlet, but my motive faor
publication. To render cases of libel as complex as possible, Judges and
Counsel for prosecutions have asserted that the malicious intention, or
any mtention, must be inferred from the tendency : but this forms a com-
plete perversion of all moral law, for upon this view of the case there

could be no justifiable homicides or manslaughters, but every death at the
instance of another would be murder. If a man receives death at the

hand of another, the Jury who enquire concerning the matter do not con-
fine themselves to a knowledge of the actual death, or the actual cause of
that death, but the main point of their enquiry is the mind and motive of
the man who caused that death : so here, Gentlemen, you have to try the
state of my mind in putting forth this puiﬂicat’.inn, and if you do this your
duty fearlessly, T have no fear but you will find more to applaud than to
condemn. |

As the indictment contains the double charge of blasphemous and sedi-
tious libel, I shall first make a few cbservations on the charges of blas-
phemy and sedition, and then proceed to a defence of the indicted pas-
sages, selected from the pamphlet now before you.

B;:ASPHE_MY 1s a word that for many ages has been terrible in its Sﬂuﬂ._‘i
and import, hut it has been bandied about so much of late, that it is
nearly worn out. It is now become familiar and inoffensive to old wo-
men, who, a few years ago, shuddered at it whenever expressed. It 1s 0ne
~of those words which has been the subject and the cause of very great

-
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abuses and oppressiuns, and like its progenitor, heresy, has brought many
thousands of moral and innocent persons to prison, to torture, and to the
stake—to gratify avarice, bigotry, and a religious-persecuting spirit.
Blasphemy is one of those words which expresses a great deal mare thap
it means, in fact, if falrly an_d critlca_]ly examined, i1t means _nothmg at all
towards its general application. It is commonly meant to imply an evil-
speaking of the Deity, but the enlightened state of society and of science
has scouted the idea, as a moral impossibility ; and now the ever-perse-
cuting bigots have made it applicable to the forms and ceremonies of their
superstitions. But in the pamphlet before you, Gentlemen, there is no
personal or partial allusions, the objections are taken to superstition gene-
rally, i the fullest expression and meaning of the word. It is not one
System jeering  or speaking evil of another ; all superstition is brought
“under the sweeping phrase of idolatry, and denounced as vice, which it
very properly merits. Idolatry is a vice in society, and if my prosecutors
cannot shew that all religion is not 1dolatry, then the assertion in the
pamphlet is unimpeached. It is a matter of opinion, and no man can be
Justly made amenable for his opinions, over which he has no more con-
troul than he has over those of another. The putting of opinions upon
Paper cannot, in a moral poiut of view, constitute a misdemeanor, for be
they what they will, they will be only read and encouraged hy others in
the same ratio as they coincide with their opinions, and where numbers
are of the same opinion there is some pretence for presuming they are
right, at least, a sufficient cause for toleration by others who may differ,
The Dissenters from the Established Church of this country have all,
after much persecution, carried the right of dissension, even down to the
Unitarians, who are recognized by an express Act of the Parliament, al-
though they are, in reality, Deists and Atheists under the name and garb
of Christians : it only now remains for the more honest part of the
Deists, those who avow their full opinons, to obtain the same toleration,

and this they are now determined to do, although they know they must
suffer, as all other Dissenters who have gone before _tﬁ;m have suffered,
much persecution ; for persecution ever has been, and ever will be, the
first and fundamental principle of every thing called rebgion.  Every sect
has 1ts Book of Martyrs, and thus it will be unti] we come to free discus-
sion and a mutual toleration of opinions, '

SEDITION, As the indictment charges me with seditiously attempting
to stir up a disaffection in the minds of his Majesty’s subjects, we will next
enquire into the meaning of the word sedition. Were the question of jts
meaning put to me, I should answer in a few words, that sedition is ap in-
definite term, applicable only to those who have the virtue and the cou-
rage to oppose arbitrary and usurped powers, and, consequently, carries
no degree of opprobrium with it. The scourge of society is' adulation,
Gentlemen of the Jury, it shuts the door to Hope. Itis a national cala-

mity which every day threatens new evils ; the oppression of' the pqqplé

being artfully concealed from the Sovereign, prepares them but for heavier
burthens. The i touchmg gro

: ans public misery utters are constryed
murmurs ; the most just and respectful remonstrances Adulation Interprets
‘into punishable temer:t ; andgthe impossibility of obeying receives no
other name than rebellion and the want of loyalty. Adulation is the
sedition to be deplored, and which merits Judicial punishment. But as
this construction un its meaning may not be very grateful to the ears.of
the Counsel for the prosecution, we will take up the word in his own
point of view, namely, that the present pamphlet, which is termed a sedi-
tious one, has a tendency to a breach of the peace. We have the aut,hg-
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rity of Lord Camden, who for equanimity and integrity has not been ex-

celled, or seldom equalled by any that has preceded or followed him, that
a libel 1s not a breach of the peace; it tends to the breach of the peace,

and that is the utmost. But that which only tends to the breach of the

peace cannot be a breach of it. The same Noble Lord has expressed,
that whatever is Law will be found in our Books; if it is not to be found

there, itis not Law. Where, I would ask the Counsel for the prosecution,

can be found the Statute that shall convince you, Gentlemen of the Jury,
that the Pamphlet in question is a seditious writing? Had Locke written

and published his Treatise on Government, or Blackstone his Commentary

on our Laws, under the present system of Government, with the present
system of carrying on prosecutions, they would have been branded with

the epithet of sediticus, and had to encounter the vindictive spirit of these
tools of corruption, calling themselves the Constitutional Association.
For, Gentlemen of the Jury, the time and circumstances have arrived, at
which those writers have said that resistance would be justifiable. Gen-

tlemen, we have lived to see Magna Charta utterly abolished, our boasted

Bill of Rights repealed—the Act of Settlement violated—the Habeas Cor-
pus Act suspended, and every wholesome law that was founded in com-
mon, or by statute wholly annihilated. Cculd our ancestors have ima-
gined this? Could they bhave anticipated ‘that what they had so nobly
fought and bled for, would have been taken from a future race without

even a struggle for 1t? - No, the records of their noble deeds stand as me-
numents of cur degeneracy. The well-paid hirelings of despotism are en-
deavouring to inculcate, that any attempt to liberate ourselves from this
state of wretchedness and misery, would produce a state of Anarchy, and
thus they strive to stifle the sacred doctrine of resistance, by the base doc-
trines of passive obedience and baser servility ; but in opposition to their
vicious  and sordid views, I would exclaim, that a turbulent mdependence
is preferable to a life of slavery ; for, in the former, a sense of personal
dignity 1s felt,” a manly spirit follows, and courage and talent would be the

consequent result, but, in the latter, Man is degl'ade‘d and rendered jealous

and suspicious of his fellow. Real seditionis not to be found any where in-
this country, but amongst his Majesty’s Ministers, and the managers and de-

fenders of the Prosecuting Associations, and so bace and inhuman is their
~conduct, that hum an nature and honesty shudders but to think of it. I allude

to their well-known and avowed practices of employing not only Spies and

Informers, but agitators to induce the people to violate their odious and

oppressive Laws, for no other purpose than to produce some appareut ne-
cessity for their own despoticviews and practices. The chagrin and disappoint-

ment that the Ministers have shewn at the defeated intentions and endea-

vours of their agitators, will hold them up as men deserving the execra-
“tions of the present and future ages. These are the Men that have been

guilty of Sedition, 'These are the Men that have stirred up a disaffection .
i the minds of his Majesty’s Subjects.

Having taken this briet view of the case between you and me, Gentle-
men of the Jury, I proceed to defend not only my own act of publication,
but every selection froem the pamphlet exh:bited on the face of the Record.
The first paragraph which you heard rex#rom thé Indictment related to
the war between the Greeksand their oppressors, the Turks, and the com-
mon abuse of the word Religion between them, the paragraph €xp:esses
'nothing more thyy what is matrer of notoriety and historical fact. Jfit
be considered oy alleged that the word Religion be libelied; then, I answer,
that, it 1s not by the writer of this ‘parasraph, but by those who so abusge
the term as to make it synonyimous with ¢ massaere, miserv, and devasta-
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tion as do the Greeks and Turks, and many other nations, Wherever the
word Religion is eipressive of meral virtue th_ere IS N0 one has more vene-
ration for it than myself and ﬂ}E writer of thl?{ paragraph: but where it is
made the cloak of every species of inhumanity, there we detest it and
seek its destruction. | ‘

The next paragraph relates to the late Coronation of the present King.
It was written before that ceremony took place, and if the King himself ;
were to read 1t, and to kuow that it was written by an avowed Republican,
he would but smile at it. Tt was the common langnage of the moment in
which it was written, and although it here possesses a fepublican tinge, it
contains nothing offensive to any honest mind, and can only be decmed li-
bellous by the corrupt, servile, and interested minds of my prosecutors.
It 1s not worth your notice, Gentlemen, either for or against me.

~The paragraph which stands next in order is selected from the observa-
tions on the incongruous and contradictory proceedings of the Vice So-
ciety; for that Society is quite as tenacious of propagating obscenity in
one sense, as it is of checking it in another. The whole expression of the
paragraph now under consideration is that there is obscenity in the Book
called the Bible. Now the question is, whether this be true or false. I
wsist upon the truth of the expression, and am prepared to prove it,
Shall T instance that disgusting scene described as occurring between Lot
and bhis daughters? Shall I take you, to the bed-chamber of Onan and
Tamar, or to the road-side where Tamar is playing the harlot with her
father-in-law, Judah? Can we, for a moment, reflect with serious minds
upon the debaucheries of David and his sons, or think without shame of
the beastly comparisons made by the writer of the Book of Ezekiel?

Geutlemen, there are subjects that we might cavil about all our life-
time without being able to come to a conclusion, but this is a question
that can be decided in a few.minutes. [ will now read to you a few
passages from this Book (holding the Bible in his haud) to shew that it
1s an obscene bodk, and not worthy of being called the word of a God.

I have marked but four extracts, not because I could not find more, but
because | am sure these will satisty you. o 3

A Juror observed, ¢ We do not want to hear any of them,”

Another Juror asked, * Do you know the moral of these stories ?”
~ Defendant.—I will leave the moral of such stories to be poeunted out to
you by Mr. Adolphns. Gentlemen, the first extract I shall read to you
15 the story of Lot and his daughters. -

At this intimation, several ladies who sat in a box close to the Bar,
began to move out of Court; and on seeing this, Mr. Adolphus got up
and moved that the ladies and boys be ordered out of Court while the
Defendant was reading those portions of Scripture. As the ladies were |
leaving the Court, the Defendant observed, ¢ I must confess that I am
ashamed to read such obscenity, but my situation compels me to it.”

After the ladies had Ieft the Court, the Common Serjeant asked the De-
fendant, ¢ What is your motive for reading such parts of Scripture

Defendant.— |'o shew llitl:l; the Bible is an obscene book, and to prove
the truth of the pamphlet which I have published.” :

The Defendant then held up the Bible in a conspicuous ﬁlanner, and,
with attitude erect, and mien expressive, in a most impressive manner, ob-
served to the Jury, ¢ Gentlemen, I have read this book with all the atten-
tion I could give it, and I can safely and conscientiously say, it is the most

infamous book I ever read.” |
~ The Defendant, then began to read at the 29th verse of the 19th chaptet*
of (Genesis, - 5 Had

[
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i 97 And it camé to pass, when God destroyed the cities of the plain,

Here the Juryman who seemed more pious than his fellows, and wké
‘had asked the Defendant if lie knew the moral of the tales he was abegut
to read, observed, “ Ah! thers you see God destroyed them.” A0

Defendant.—You are mistaken, Sir, God did not destroy the daughters

of ’Lof.

r

that God remembered Abraham, and sent Lot out of the midst of the overthrow,
when he overthrew the cities in the which Lot dwelt.
- 30, And Lot went up out of Zoar, and dwelt in the mountain, and his two
daughters with him ; for he feared to dwell in Zoar: and he dwelt in a cave, he
and his two daughters, .

31. And the first-born said unto the younger, Our father is old, and there is
not a man in the earth to coine in unto us after the manner of all the earth :

32. Come, let us make our father drink wine, and we will lie with him, that we

may preserve seed of our father. |
33. And they made their father drink wine, that night: and the first-born went

in, and lay with her father; and he perceived not when ¢he lay down, nor when
she arose. 5

34. And it came to pass on the morrow, that the first-born said unto the
yvounger, Behold, I lay yesternight with my father : let us make him drink wine
this night also ; and go thou in, and lie with him, that we may preserve seed of
our father. =~ . e :

35, And they made their father drink wine that night also : and the younger

arose and lay with hiin ; and he perceived not when she lay down, nor when she

arose, . o X
36. Thus were both the daughters of Lot with child by their father.
37. And the first-born bare a son, and called liis name Moab : the same is the

father of the Moabites unto this day.
38, And the younger, she also bare a sou, and called his name Ben-ammi : the

sanie is the father of the children of Ammon unto this day.

There, Gentlemen, can you call that a decent story? I cannot.
Gentlemen, the next story I shall read 1s m the 38th chapter of Gene-
- sis, verses 9 and 10. ‘

9. And Onan knew that the seed should not be his; and it came to pass,
when he went in tnto his brother’s wife, that he spilled it on the ground, lest that

he should give seed to his brother.
“10. And the thing which he did displeased the Lord : wherefore he slew him

also. -

Now, Gentlemen, 15 not that a beastly passage? Did you ever read
any thing to equal it? Perhaps Mr. Adolphus can shew you that it is
not a beastly passage, let him do 1t it he can.

L]

The Defendant then turned to the 23d chapter of ﬁéuterﬂnomy, and
read the flrst verse.

1. He that is wounded in the stomes, or hatly his privy member cut off, shall
aot enter into the congregation of the Lord.

This, Gentlemen, we are told, is one of the Laws of the meek Mister
Moses : but 1n what kind of language 1s it? Can any oné call it decent?
It is impossible. | '- | o B e

Gentlemen, I will only read another extract from this !aboi, for I dare
say I have read enough.” It is in the 23d chapter of Fzekiel-

1. The word of the Lord ¢ame agait unto me, $aying,
2. Sou of man, there were two women, the daughters of one mothéf: -
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-

3. And they committed ':vhuredﬁmﬂ in Egypt: they Committed whoredoms in
their youth : there were their breasts pressed, and there they brujsed the teats of
their virginity. . :

4. And the names of them were Aholah the clder, and Aholibah her sister :

and they were mine. and they bare sons and daughters : thus were their names :
Samaria is Aholab, and Jerusalem Aholibah. S

‘Gentlemen, we are told that this is figurative language, but judge for
yourselves whether such figures are fit to be presented to the minds of
young people.

5. And Aholah played the harlot when she was mine, and she doted on her
lovers, on the Assyrians her neighbours. .

6. Which were clothed with blue, captains and rulers, all of them desirable
young men, horsemen riding upon horses. ™

7. Thus she committed her whoredoms with them, with all them that were the
chosen men of Assyria, and with all on whom she doted : with all their idols she
defiled herself.

8. Neither left she her whoredoms brought from Egvpt: for in her youth they
lay with her, and they bruised the breasts of her virginity,.and poured her whore-
dom upon her. -

9. Wherefore I have delivered her into the hand of her lovers, into the hand
of the Assyrians, upon whom she doted. N | ‘

10. These discovered her nakedness: they took her sofis and her daughters,
and slew her with the sword : and she became famous among‘women ; for they
had executed judgment upon her, A,

11. And when her sister Aholibah saw this, she was more corrupt in her inordi-
nate love than she, and in her whoredoms more than her sister in her whoredoms,

12. She doted upon the Assyrians her neighbours, captains and rulers clothed
most gorgeously, horseinen riding upon horses, all of them desirable young men.

13. Then I saw that she was defiled, that they both took one way,

14. And thatshe increased her whoredoms: for when she saw men pourtrayed -
upon the wall, tlie images of the Chaldeans pourtrayed with vermillion,

15. Girded with girdles upon their loins, exceeding in dyed attire upon their

heads, all of them princes to look to, after the manner of the Babylonians of
Chaldea, the land of their nativity : -

16. And as soon as sie saw them with ber eyes, she doted upnn_tﬁem, and sent
messengers unto them into Chaldea.

17. And the Babylonians came to her into the bed of love, and they deﬁlezl
her with their whoredom, and she was polluted with them, and her mind was
alienated from them. : | |

18. So she discovered her whoredoms, and discovered her nakedness : then my
mind was alienated from her, like as my mind was alienated from her sister.

19. Yet she multiplied her whoredoms, in calling to remembrance the days of
her youth, wherein she had played the harlot in the land of Egypt.

20. For she doted upon their paramours, whose flesh is as the flesh of asses,
and whose issue is like the 1ssue of horses. B

21. Thus thou callest to remembrance the lewdness of thy youth, in bruising
thy teats by the Egyptians for the paps of thy youth. i,

L

If all this be not obscenity, then the Vice Society never found any _ﬂliﬂﬁ
of the kind existing. If all the scenes described in thé Bible were painte
on paper, or on canvass, could either of you, Gentlemen, look at t:,he exhi-
bition without disgust? Could you call them sublime and religious? [
think not. Moraﬁ. I am sure you would not think them. Then upcn
what ground is this passage charged as blaspheinous or libellous? Why is
i]; made th& Sﬂbjﬁﬁt Of a 'pI'USECUtIUn? WIT]. lt 'change the charﬂcter (}f_
_that which it wishes to protect, or add further to its exposure? Let my
~prosecutors answer these points; yo:, Gentlemen, will do well not to
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make yourselves parties with them, for I feel assured that nothing Lyt dis-
grace will attend their pursuits. I feel that I stand upon a moral groyund,
from which they caunnot move me; and feeling this, 1 consider your yer-
dict concerns yourselves more than it concerns me. The head and front
of my offence is the publication of this one pamphlet; and now who in
this Court will shew me one immoral expression init? Yet have I already
suffered five months imprisonment, and have witnessed a sentence of two
years imprisonment, with hard labour, passed upon as honest and moral a

man as was ever within these walls, for the mere publication of one of
those pamphlets.

In the next paragraph of this same subject in the pamphlet, relating to
the Vice Society, 1s a selection 1nto the Indictment of two short sentences,
but short as they are, they are such as upon which T may defend the
whole of what is alleged to be blasphemous in this pamphlet: to be parti-
cular, I will repeat the words; * All Religion I proclaim a vice in society :
it is 1dolat ry, and nothing more than was the mythqlug:y gf fﬂpmér_agea. It
is the offspring of ignorance and .credulity, and now enforced by Priestcraft,
and can exist only with an ignorauce of the laws of Nature. By the
word Religion, as here stated,1s meant the forms and ceremonies of all wor-
ship : the whole of which the present advanced state of science has pro-
claimed to be idolatry and delusion, such as was the mythology of old.

The argument for the assertion runs thus: When Religion or worship
was invented and first practised, the inhabitants of the earth had no
knowledge of its motion, its form, or its geological qualities: they had no
idea that the studded firmament, as-they fancied it, consisted of floating
worlds, and that the earth on which they dwelt was but one of those
moving spangles in the wide expanse of space: no, they thought the earth
a universe, and one only superior being to themselves in it, whom
they denominated God or Gods. To the power of this God or Gods was
attributed all the changes of the seasons and the weather; le or they were
made to superintend whatever the human fnind could not then compre-
hend, and thus originated the practice of worship or idolatry. Now that
we begin to have an extended comprehension of what constitutes a uni-
verse ; now that cur ideas no longer grovel upon the surface of this earth,
but travel amidst a million of superior bodies; now that it would be a
real blasphemy to attempt to fix an idea of that mighty power which con-
stitutes the universe, or which we now bring to our ideas under the desig-
nation of the God of Nature; now, every species of worship is proved to
be idolatry. The very idea of worship, instead of displaying humility, is
- @ gross arrogance, and amost daring presumption ; it assumes a knowledge,

a fellowship with that which exceeds all human comprehension. Instead
~of glorifying, it must constitute what is called a blasphemy of the Deity.
It reduces him to the level of the human mind, and shapes him according
to all its varieties. It is thus all worship constitutes idolatry : it1s thus al]
Religion, that ever was oris, is proved idolatrous. The practice of moral
virtue 18 the only thing worthy of bem% called pure Keligion; for this
-alone can increase the civilization and happiness of man 1 society; all
“else is idolatry and vice. Reflect, then, Gentlemen of the J ury, on the
true meaning of the phrase, and do not allow anylittle prejudices, whence-
_soever tliey may COme, to warp a moral and honest judgment. g
; ~Assuredly, Gentlemen, there can 'be nothing malicious in thﬂ__PhTﬂfe
_of Religion being a vice in society ; it is an opmion which every mind will
treat as it likes. Malice is confined to acts: there can be no malice con-
nected with mere philosophical opinions. Publication, I may be told, is
an act. T admit it: but unless tE'et:e is a distinct injury shewn, there can

F
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be. no malice even implied. In a moral sense, what one man may deem
an 1njury another may deem a benefit, and both be equally honest 1n their
judgments. Tt is too much, then, Gentlemen, to charge malice upon any
philosophical opinion, even if it be published. It is a subject to be an-
swered with a pen, and not with a prison. |

Religion is a thing much talked of, but in no two persons is it alike. In
some instances it 1s meant to express morality, but as an expression of vice
and hypocrisy 1t greatly preponderates. Science is its enemy, and as sci-
ence 1s the source of buman happiness; Religion must be opposed to 1t. It
is altogether a mistaken notion of morality ; and although it is theoreti-
cally assumed to civilize human nature, the history of Religion is a his-
tory of every thing that disgraces it. It has been the emblem of every
vice and wickedness, the excuse for every species of misery and torfure,
and a justification for millions of murders. In no part of the earth, in no
part of time, has it ever made mankind better, or improved their condi-
tion. In some instances it has been mistaken for a moral change inindivi-
duals; but as a distinct principle,” it never yet made one honest man, but
has corrupted many. |

When Christianity began to rear its head, the followers of the Pagan
Religion felt just the same abhorrence of its votaries as Christians now
- profess to feel of Deists. They were persecuted in the same manner, and
In exact the same spirit wete charged with impiety, blasphemy, and
atheism towards the Immortal Gods. The different sects of Christians
have uniformly applied the same terms to each other; and let me advise
you, Gentlemen, to set a better example. If I am in error, let that error
be corrected by free discussion. You offer free discussion to the Hindoo,
the African, and the American Indian, then why do you fear it at home?
You send Missionaries among them to impeac{; all that they venerate,
then why do you wish to punish me for doing the same thing at home? It
18 not sufficient that you believe Christianity to be of divine origin; I dis-
pute 1t: it is disputed by all scientific and really intelligent- men, and if
you feel justified in punishing me, can you complain at any persecation
your Missionaries can meet with? ~This is a subject well worth your con-
sideration, and’ if you reflect fairly upon it, you"will find that you cannot
‘morally return a verdict of Guilty against me. Pty

Not a century since, the sect denominated Unitafians or Socinians were
treated as avowed Deists now are treated. They were scouted, abhorred,
and a distinct Statute Law existed for their punishment. Now, a distinct
Statute Law exists for their protection, amf under the denomination of
philosophical Christians, they are becoming the most numerous sect:
whilst the name of Christians is merely retained as a cloak to screen them
from the effects of other penal laws. Some of them preach and teach
materialism direct ; others a species of Deism, with a tinge of Christianity,
-and none of them can fairly be entitled to the denomination of Christians,
for they ate not Christians who do not fully and wholly believe in the doc--
trine of the Trinity; although the British Parlisment has withdrawn its
protection from that doctrine, and has left the whole of the divine part of
the Christian Religion to take care of itself. Avowed Deists are the next
on the scale contending for toleration and the protection of the law, and
they will assuredly obtain it as I am standing here, in_ the height of my
pride, to defend those principles. Vife are fast, and very fast progressing
towards a supEl"iOI‘lty. Therefore,' 9entlemen, mete ‘out that measure to
me you may by and by wish to recerve yourselves. > |
.-The next paragraph selected into the Indictment, strange enough, is the
Writing of the celebrated Archbishop Tillotson ; and upon a first view of
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the matter, it would seem from this that we were losing instead of gaining
ground in the scale of toleration : but I presume that as the writing of
the Archbishop it would have passed as orthodox, but having been quoted
by Thomas Paine, it is metamorphosed into a blasphemious Libel ! Thomas
Paine argues that there is no connection between the Books of the Old’
~and New Testaments, and because he found an authority in the writings
of an Archbishop, the latter is to he excommunicated a century after his
death ! |
- Nothing can be stronger than the contrast in which the character of the
Deity is painted in the Books of the New and the Old Testaments. In
the former he is painted as a God of love and merey, in the latter as a
fighting God ; a God of Hosts and armies; a jealous and avenging God ; and
one who delighted in the blood of animals and-all kinds. of savoury smells; -
a talking God ; a walking God ; and last of all, a tailor! This is what the
Archbishop meant, and this is the objection taken by Thomas Paine to
these Jew-book descriptions of Deity—to these degraded notions of the
Supreme Being. It is the extreme of madness to attempt in this present
age to propagate such ideas of God as the Jew Books contain. It is a
vice, a wickedness so to do, and destructive of all morality and humanity.
The next four paragraphs brought into the Indictment are mere passing
allusions to the question of Reform, and however offensive they may be to
such men as Murray and-Sharpe, I cannot imagine, Gentlemen, that you
will discover any malice on the part of the writer of them, much less on
my part for selling one copy of this publication. The first and second
paragraphs are part of an Address to the Reformers of Stockport: the ex-
pression of which is, that a Reform of the present Parliament, or the pre-
sent system of agdministering the Government, would not be dearly pur-
chased at any price; although, an express exception i1s made that a slight
delay would be preferable to bloodshed. This is my sentiment, and I ve-
rily believe it to be the sentiment of all the virtue'in the country : the sen-
timent of all but those who thrive and are fed in idleness by the present
system of Government.

I will here read to you a brief extract from Oldfield’s Representative
History of Great Britain, and then judge whether or not a Reform be ne-
- cessary in what is called the Commons’ House of Parliament.

Members, returned by 87 Peers in England and Wales . . . 218

e 23 Deers il SCOHRNN: . . s . < . 31
——— 36 Peersin Ireland . . . . . . BOLREE
Total returned by Peers . . . . . e ROV
Members returned by 90 Commoners in England and Wales 137
— 14 Commoners in Scotland . . . . . . 14
19 Commoners in Ireland . . . . , . 20

Total returned by Commoners . . 171

Nominated by Government .. . . . . .. .. .. St e _

‘Total returned by Commoners and Government . . . . . .. .. 187
Total ‘

Returned by Nemination . . . . . . SR Wea e e - | < .+« 487

Returned, independent of nomination, only . . . . . - - . . 171

Total of the Héuse of Commons , . ., 658
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This is a statement which no man has ever attempted to controvert,
and which oives a clearer view of the wretched state of our representation
than any offier book I have seen published on the subject.  This simple
exposition of the House of Commons forms a justification for al] the
'strong animadversions of the pamphlet before you for judgment. From
the state of such a ITouse of Commons it is a moral impossibility that pure
Jaws can exist, or a pure administration of laws be made. The fountain
is polluted, and nothing pure can flow from it, or be in existence near it.
It renders corrupt every officer of Government, from the Minister to the
Parish Constable. This, Gentlemen, is the source of all our evils—this is
the sole cause why you are now called upon to judge of the pamphlet be-
fore you. Let our verdict, then, shew that you abhor this system of cor-
ruption. = Shéw. my prosecutors that they deserve the animadversions
which this pamptilet contains, and. your verdict will be echoed with joy
throughout the country.

The two remaining paragraphs are quotations from an Address to the
Reformers made at the commencement of the last year. They have been
the subject of an indictment to Mary Ann Carlile, and were fairly met by the
Jury who tried her in July last, by refusing to find her Guilty. The first of
these paragraphs expresses, that, Britain has no Constitution. As far as the -
word Constitution vepresents a social compact mutually beneficial ; Britain -
h_as no such Constitution ; but in the literal meaning of the word qustitu-
twon, every Government is one for the time being, and the word applies as
well as to Algiers, Turkey, or Morocco, as to Britain. The word Consti-
tutional is very much in use, but it implies nothing more than a support of
that government which is existing. It forms an antithesis to the word
Reform. 1t is upon this view of the matter that dishonesty is attributed
to such persons who, at the same time, profess to be Reformers, and to
speak with admiration of the British Constitution., The writer of this
paragraph denies that there is any thing to be desired in the present con-
stituted Government of Britain. This is my sentiment, and must neees-
sarily be the sentiment of every man who honestly avows himself to be a
Reformer. If the existing' Constitution be admirable there can be no need
of Reform: but the effects of this Constitution are miserable to the indus-
trious part of the community, therefore, I, as one of those industrious, or
one who has been accustomed to live by his labour, wish to reformit ; and
can see nothing to admire in that which is existing. Every species of cor-
ruption has reached the climax of notoriety, and the Minister blushes not

to avow its necessity to support him and his system, even in the face of
Parliament ! | ‘

The next paragraph expresses, that,  Reform will be obtained when
- the existing auihorities have no longer the power to withhold it, and not.
before : and that we shall gain it as early without petitioning as with 1t.”

IS expression is founded upon the axiom that a corrupt Government ne-
ver did reform itself; an excention to which I challenge any man to
produce from the history of the past. To petition a corrupt power to re-
form itself, is not only a folly, but a vice, and deserves to be treated with
contempt. .

But what is there in all this, Gentlemen, worthy of your notice?
What is there in all this worthy of being deemed seditious or blasphe-
mous? [f you cannot tolerate a discussion of this kind, what can you
tolerate? 'The language of these extracts now before you forms the com-
mon topics of conversation: almost to the exclusion of g3]] others. The
public mind is deeply intent upon them : my prosecutors tremble, and they
need your aid to terrify all who clamour against their mis-deeds. But




22

will you lend yourselves to their vile wishes? Will you proclaim your-
selves the enemies to all discussion of all subjects of Reform? If youdo,
I shall despise your motives—feel contempt for your impotencg, and class
you with my persecutors. I should smilingly tell you, that the progress
of Reform 1s not to be checked by the verdict of a Jury, and that I would
rather be the subject of your verdict of Guilty, than your Foreman to
pronounce i1t. I am above all punishments, by the possession of mental
and moral consciousness that I have but done my duty, as an advocate of
more extended liberty—as a patriot, and, lastly, as a man. The mind is
superior to the body, and I feel the happy pride that I have done nothin
disgraceful to the mind: therefore that mind you cannot punish, ang
vain will be all attempt to punish the body without'it. It will be but
putting another item to the account, and calculated to hasten the day of
reckoning—the day of retribution! But I will yet hope better of you :
I will hope that you are twelve intelligent and honest men, and if . you be
such, you cannot find me Guilty of any ma]ic:ious design in publishing this
amphlet. You cannot perceive nothing seditious or blaspbemous in it :
Fm' wherever it touches upon public matters, it speaks the language of
truth, of reason, and of justice. s

The next paragragh in rotation, is a sweeping charge of corruption upon
the whole legislature, and upon the administrators of the laws ; but there
1s not a word of untruth in it. Did not Lord Castlereagh lately assert in
the face of the country, that he could notcarry on what he calls its busi-
ness without the aid of a corrupt and paid majority of the House of Com-
meons? It is notorious and uncontradicted that he did say so, and I am
sure that such an expression was a full defence of the paragraph before
us, and does not require a word more from me. The next paragraph
in the Indictment is a mere repetition of the former one and has its
Defence from the same source.

There are but two other paragraphs remaining to notice; and they are
scarcely worth notice ; for the only object in adding them to the former
matter selected must bave been to make the job more profitable to Murray
the prosecuting Attorney ; whom, you doubtless know, Gentlemen, is paid
per folio for the length of his Indictment. This will account for the yards
of parchment exhibited before us in this case. Mr. Murray has made it
correspond with the purse, into which ‘he puts his own ﬂand for pay-
ment. |

The whole of these passages are selected into the first count of the In-
dictment ; but there are variety of other counts which divide and subdi-
vide them, to make the job the more profitable for Murray. But, Gentle-
men, the Indictment charges this pamphlet to be blasphemous. It is
altogether o false charge: but the Indictment itself is :l_:'e;aﬁ"y blasphemous.
At the conelusjon of each Count it represents that I have published the
extracts “ to the high displeasure of Aimighty God! What Gentlemen! if I
‘were to endeavour to prevent either of your names from being associated
with every thing that was vicious and wicked, should I incur your high
displeasure ? Would you not in a moral point of view, feel yourselves in-
debted to me? What thenis meant by saying I have incurred the high displea-
sure of Almighty God? Are we to look at the Constitutional Association
as a representation of the Supreme—Being? You will feel shocketjl at the
idea, Gentlemen. If you are moral men ; if you ever think of Deity : you
will mark such a blasphemous record with your reprobation. ~Blasphemy is
understood to mean a speaking evil of the Deity. There is nothing of the
kind in the pamphlet before you but:the language of the Indictment 1s
“really blasphemous. It is a speaking evil of the Deity; to say that he feels

-
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disp.leaSUre towards me-. I dﬁﬂy il', a:lld -i[] tl‘l'ﬁ name ﬁf t'hatl Suprme
Being I protest that I bave .done nothing in this case to offend him. I
protest that my act has been 'Stl’lCtly moral, and that the reverse is to be
found in the conduct of my prosecutors. Beware, Gentlemen, how you

make yourselves parties to them, and l_:;e assured that no man will heed
your verdict less than I shall; be i1t what it may.« I am conscious

of having done no man an injury in this case: and let me caution you,
Gentlemen, to beware of doing one to me. It will be your case and not

mine. I can suffer and be happy in this case.

But, Gentlemen, as I am publicly accused with being a wicked and evil
disjmsed person, 1 will publicly state what I consider to be true religion
an ]

whatit is to be pious, or impious : I will give itin the language of a cele-
brated French Philosopher: “ Trute ReELic1on,” says he ¢“is the act of advo-

cating truth ; of renouncing error ; of contemplating reality ; of drawing wis-
dom from experience ; of cultivating man’s nature to his own felicity by
teaching him to contribute to that of his associates; in short, it is reason,
education, and legislation, united to further the great end of human exis-

tence, by causing the passions of man, to flow in a current genial to his
own happiness.

To BE IMPIOUS, is to insult systems which we believe ; it is knowingly
to outrage them. To be impious, is to admit a benevolent, just God, at
the same time we preach up persecution and carnage. To be impious, is
to deceive men 1n the name of a Deity, whom we make use of as a pretext
for our own unworthy passions. To be impious, is to speak falsely on the
partof a God, whom we suppose to be the enemy of falsehood. In fine,
to be impious; 1s to make use of the name of the Divinity, in order to
disturb society; to enslave it to tyrants; to persuade man, that the cause
of imposture, 1s the cause of God ; it is to unpute to God, those crimes
which would annihilate his divine perfections. To be impious, and irra-

tional, at the same time, 15 to make, by the aggregation of discrepant
qualities, a mere chimera of the God we adore.

‘On the other hand, To BE prous is to serve our country with ﬁdeiity 5 it
is to be useful to our fellow creatures; to labour to the welfare of sometz:

every one can put in his claim to this piety, according to his faculties; he
who meditates, can render himself useful when he has the courage to an-

nounce truth, to attack error; to battle those prejudices which every
where oppose themselves to the happiness of mankind; it is to be truly
useful, it 1s even a duty, to wrest from the hands of mortals those homi-
cidal weapons which wretched  fanatics so profusely distribute among
them ; it is highly praiseworthy to deprive imposture of its influence ; it is
loving our neighbour as ourself, to despoil tyranny of its fatal empire over
opinion, which at all times it'so successfully employs to elevate knaves at
the expence of public happiness, to erect its power upon the ruins of Li-
» to-establish unruly passions upon the wreck of public security. To
“be truly Plous 1s religiously to observe the wholesome laws of Nature ; to
follow up faithfully those duties which she prescribes to us; in short, to
be plous; IS TO BE HUMANE, EQUITABLE, BENEVOLENT IT IS TO RESPECT
THE RIGHTS OF MANKIND. To be pious and rational at the same time, is
. TO REJECT THOSE REVERIES WHICH WOULD BE COMPETENT TO MAKE vS
MISTAKE THE SOBER COUNSELS OF REASON.

Now, Gentlemen, these are my sentiments, and if I am an evil disposed
and a wicked person for helding and publishing such sentiments, then I
glory in my wickedness. |

Gentlemen of the ‘Jury, 1 must again request that you will not be‘led
away by the artful clamour, or poisoned by the bitter malevolence of the

“

&
-
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Counsel for the prosecution. But the question which you are about to
decide 1s of much greater importance than as it affects my personal inter-
ests ; the question is not whether I shall be sent back to prison or not, byt
whether the Liberty of the Press shall be sacrificed for ever by your as-
sistance. The precedent which your decision will form will stamp the fato
of hundreds who are, or who are intended to be in the same situation as
myself; and the object that is now contemplated by the English Ministry
1s the total annihilation of the Liberty of the Press. In defending myself
from the charges which have been preferred against. me, I trust you will
consider the difficulties I have had to encounter, and the infinite advan-
tages enjoyed by the conductors of the prosecution. I have already suf-
fered an imprisonment of five months, and 1f you should return a verdict of
Guilty, I have fortitude enough to meet the merciless sentence which will
follow,with perfect indifference. But, Gentlemen of the,Jury, you cannot so
tar forget your duty as to surrender the right of the Nation to discuss and at-
tend to its own interests into the” hands of a wicked and corrapt prose-
cuting Association? If you convict me, you give up your own right to
‘express an opinion on politics; for the object of the Ministry, -and their
tools in this Association, is nothing short of the absolute destruction of the
Liberty of the Press. I appeal to you as men, as members of civil soci-
ety ; I appeal to you as fathers, that you will not suffer your verdict to be
- an nstrument for rivetting those chains upon your children which are now
attempted to be fastened on the present race of Euglishmen; and having
dove this, 1 fearlessly leave my own future comfort in your hands, in the
full confidence that you will rescue me from the fangs of this despotic
‘and blood-thirsty Admnistration, and discourage the wicked efforts of this
exposed, scorned, and detested gang of robbers, the managers of the self-

styled Constitutional Association. |

The Common Serjeant then summed up the evidence to the Jury, and
observed -upon the nature of the Defence which the Prisoner had thought
proper to pursue, saying he at least had had the merit of having made a
very bold defence. It was said that this was nothing buta conspiracy to pro-
secute opinions, and that the only question was as to the malicious inten-
tion of the publisher. The Jury would not be influenced by such a course

of argument. The only questions were, first, whether there was a publi-
~cation; and, secondly, whether the passages selected were blasphemous
and seditiolis?' The third question as to the agreement of. the Prisoner in
the doctrines he had thus disseminated, had been entirely put out of con-
sideration by the manner in which the Prisoner had shaped his Defence,
for he professed to advocate every principle the pamphlet might contain.
It could not be for the Jury to consider whether the party writing these
Libels might intend some good at some distant period, but the tendency of
the doctrines delivered must be considered, and the manner in which they
were put forth to the public. ~With respect to the Prisoner’s declining to
give his name, no difficulty would arise from it. The individual bad
- pleaded to the Indictment, and he had been completely identified by the
~witness Smith.  With regard to. that part of the Prisoner’s Defence in
which he endeavoured to prove what he termed the obscenities of the
Bible, it was indeed most painful to hear it; but however offensive and
shocking to' the ears it might be, it was right that both a Judge and a Jury
- should listen to it. The Prisoner would take the chance of exciting a
stronger feeling than might otherwise be entertained:. ' It 18 certainly a
misfortune, in this age of refined language, that the obscene parts of the
Bible were not.omitted. A Fyr
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After having read the passages in the Indictment at length, he left it to
the Jury to decide whether they had any doubt as to their blasphemous
and seditious nature. ..

The Jury, without hesitation, found a verdict of Guilty!

The Prisoner was ealled up for judgment. Being asked in the usual
form what he had to say why judgment should not be passed upon him, as
in cases of misdemeanor, he answered, “ I consider that I have done my
~duty. The pamphlet contained my views and principles, and I published
them. I have no hesitation in saying, that I will continue to publish my
opinions in every possible shape that 1 am able.” _

The Common Serjeant then prefaced his sentence with the following.
words : ““ I regret to say, that the Court fiads itself ubsolutely called
upon, in consequence of the Defence the Prisoner has read, and the ex-
pressions which have'now fallen from him, to pass a much more severe
sentence than he would otherwise have received. The Court would have
been willing to have recollected that the Prisoner had already en-
dured a considerable imprisonment (although it was wholly his own fault
that he was so confined): but i1t would be wanting in its duty to the
public if it did not pass such a séntence as would tend to deter others
trom publishing such blasphemous works. (Addressing himself to the un-
dismayed and undaunted Prisoner) Your mind is neither unenlightened nor
wminstructed, and you will see that the views you now entertain can only be
hostile to the general objects you have in view—the amelioration of your fellow
creatures. 1t is impossible that such publications should be suffered to exist.”

““ The sentence of the Court is, that you be imprisoned in the House
of Correction for the term of eighteen months, and at the end of that pe-
riod to find sureties for five years, yourself in £100, and two others in
£40 each.”

. Prisoner.—I have a mind, my Lord, that can bear such a sentence with
fortitude.




TRIAL

OF

JOSEPH RHODES.

i

‘O~ March the 5th, Joseph Rhodes, who had been improperly drawn into
a plea to the name of Willlam Holmes, was but to the bar for trial, hav-
ing traversed from the January sessions. The pamphlet and the Indict-
ment were the same as in the case of Humphrey Boyle.

Mr. Adolphus addressed the Jury for the prosecution in his usual man-
ner, and observed, that, to prove that the publications ‘similar to that
before the Court had done mischief, he had need only to notice a motto
on the last page of the pamphlet, connected with the subscription: which
was as follows :

“* From four Scotch Weavers, who once believed their Grandmother’s word that
there were three Gods ; silly old women whom the Priests had crammed.”

“ Superstition is on her death bed, her Doctors, the Priests, attend on her

anxious for her recovery, Hark ! the ““ Age of Reason’ is ringing her dying knell !
the hag distorts herself—she cries for blood—for imprisonment-—she is dead ! The

Sun of Reason Shines. |
““ Virtue is truth,

Viee is a lie;

Paine’s Works shall live,
The Bible shall die.”

Mr. Payre, Clerk at the Justice Room Guildhall, produced the pamphlet,
which he stated, was delivered to him by Purton, the Bow Street
Patrole. -

Purton was sworn, and stated, that he purchased the pamphlet from
the Detendant in the shop of Carlile.

Cross-examined by Mr. Prendergast.

How long have you been in the employ of the Constitutional Associ-
ation ? « |

Purton.—I am not bound to answer that question.

Mr. Prendergast.—You certainly are not bound to answer any question
which may tend to criminate yourself. Was you not employed by Mr.
Sharpe, or Mr. Murray in this business?

Purton.—1 certainly was employed by those Gentlemen.

' Mr. Prendergast.—Was you not employed by Mr. Sharpe ?

Purton . —I] was. / P s

Mr. Prendergast.—Is not Mr. Sharpe a member of the. Constitutional
Associatipn ?

Purton.—I have heard and believe that he is. T

The Common Sergeant.—The belief of the witness 1s 10 evidence.
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Mr. Prendergast.—I am aware of that, my Lord ; but it is prima facie,
perteetly clear that Mr. Sharpe is connected with the Association,

The Common Sergeant.—Well, we shall see that bye and bye.

Mr. Prendergast.—1 contend, my Lord, that it is perfectly apparent -
now that Mr. Sharpe is a member of the Association in question.

The Common Sergeant.—Well it may be so—but that does not alter

the case. We have no proof whatever that he is a member, and if he is
it will not alter the case. | -

The Clerk of the Arraigns then read the parts of the pamphlet set forth in
the Indictment, which ciosed the case for the prosecution. |

Mr. Prendergast addressed the Jury for the Defendant, and dwelt with
much force on the conduct of the Society, in prosecuting, rather than con-
tending against the opinions which were broached by the writer of the
pamphlet in question. Ie stated that the Prisoner was an inbabitant of a
remote part of the country, and had not been in the service of Carlile
more than a few hours previously to his being taken into custody. Had
that not been the case, he should have been able to have called witnesses
to prove that his client had been a dutiful child, a beloved husband, and
a valued parent, and had borne that character which would reflect the
highest honour on him 1n the sphere of life in which he moved. After
making some observations on the composition of the Constitntional Asso-
Ciation, and observing that it was notorious that even those who sat on the
bench had subscribed to jt; the Common Sergeant interfered and com-
plained of the harshness of the remarks, which gave rise to some warm
discussion. Mr. Prendergast insisting that such an association was illegal,
as it could not be known whether even the Jurors in the box were or were
not members of it, and that it was notorious that some of the Judges had
subscribed to it. The Common Sergeant decided that the Counsel for
the Defendant had no right to make such remarks or suppositions: and
after having called forth the interference of the Court on some remarks

upon the case of David Ridgeway, Mr. Prendergast sat down condemning
the whole proceedings.

At the opening of the case, the Defendant had expressed a wish to with-
draw his plea, by saying, that, he had been falsely sworn to by Cooper the
Officer, and that his name, was not William Ho!mes. He now asked the
Common Sergeant if he might make his objection to the procedings. No
answer was returned, but that Cooper the Officer was not present. He
then observed that, he would bring forward evidence to shew that Purton
the officer had said that he the Defendant was not the man who had sold
him the pamphlet. |

This was denied by the officer. :

The Defendant begged that his fellow Prisoner (the man whose name 1s
unknown) might be called in proof of what he bad stated. e

The Common Sergeant said, he was certainly at liberty to call any per-
son whose evidence was admissible, and if he named him he should be called.

Defendant.—The person I mean is the man whose name 18 tinknown.

The Common Sergeant.—The Court will not take the evidence of any
man who will not give his name. If he likes to state his name his evidence
will be received. " |

Mr. Brown, the Keeper of Newgate, after a few minutes absence said
the man whose name was unknown, was present, but that he refused to
give his name. - - ; -

The Common Sergeant.—Then the Court cannot hear him: we cannot
hear a man without a name. ' i |

The Defendant then said he would call a Mrs. Wright to"prove what he
said to be true, '
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Susannah Wright was called and sworn.

Common Serjeant.—What was you doing on the 27th of December ?

Witness.—I was Housekeeper to Mr. Carlile and was just come down
stairs to prefpare dinner for the men, ‘l._'l'hen Isaw a suspicious lookmg PEPSOP
lift the flap of the Counter, walk inside and look round. I demanded hig
business. He turned round contemptously and made no answer. 1 pressed
him for an answer, and he turned round to Joseph Rhodes, the person at
the Bar, and said I have a warrant for {ou. I then said to Rhodes, ‘ Ifit
be a warrant read it yourself and see that it is in your name.”

Common Sergeant.—Was any other person in the shop with him at the
time?

Witness.—Yes, there was Purton the spy who came with the City
officer.

Common Sergeant,—What do you mean by a spy? | |

Witness.—A person who goes about purchasing pamphlets to entrap
men, by swearing they are blasphemous or seditious. |

Common Sergeant.—Have you got witness to that effect?

Witness.—I have no evidence but his own actions, as far as I have
seen them, and his own reported words in “ The Times Newspaper.” = (A
bystander observed it was so reported in the *“ Times.”

Common Sergeant.—What did Purton say?

Witness.—Purton said “ that is not the man,” and something I did not
hear, to the officer who had the warrant: but the officer turned to Rhodes
and said ““ you must go with me.” I asked the &fficer to let him take his
dinner first; but he would not. , ‘

Common Sergeant,—Did you advise the men not to give up their
names”? | -~ | |

Witness.—I never advise any one.

Common Sergeant.—Yes you did, you say you advised him to read the
warrant. |

Witness.—That was not deliberate advise.

Cross-examined by Mr. Adolphus. ¥

Mr. Adolphus (pointing to Purton) Is that the person you call a spy?

Witness.—Yes. "

Mr. Adolphus then pointed to Harrison, the City Marshalman and
asked which of them she meant.

Witness.— I mean Purton.

Mr. Adolpbus.—Did you ask Purton to dine?

Witness.—What Purton the spv? No, indeed I did not. |

Mr. Adolphus.—Pray Mrs. Wright are you a married or a single
woman ! | :

Witness.—I am a married woman. il

Mr. Adolphus.—Do you believe in the Holy Scriptures?

Witness.—I shall not answer that question.

Mr. Adolphus.—Do you believe the Bible to be the word of God ?

Witness.—1I shall have my own ppinion upon that subject.

Mr. Adolphus.—Have you not the misfortune to have many indictments
against you’ |

Witness.—I have two Indictments against me, but if you consider it a
misfortune, I do not. i . "

Mr. Adolphus.—I called it a misfortune as the mildest term I could
apply to it. Is it for the same pamphlet?’ *

- Witness.~~No. | |

Mr. Adoiphus.—Is it for the Republican? =~

‘Witness.—No.

&
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Mr. Adolphus.—Is it for the Age of Reason!
Witness.—No. 2%
Mr. Adolphus.—Is it for Palmer’s Principles of Nature?
Witness.—No. |

=~ Mr. Adolphus.—Is it for any part of the volumes of the Deist?

Witness.—No. : Tigy
Mr. Adolphus.—Then it is for similar publications

Witness.—Yes*. . _ _ 13 |
Mr. Adolphus.—You say you do not believe in the Holy Scriptures?

Witness.—I have said no such thing. I may answer that question when
put apen my trial.
Mr. Adolphus.—When were you Indicted?
Witness.—In May or June last: T am not sure which.
Mr. Adolphus.—Did you live at Tleet Street when youn was first
Indicted. |
Witness.—N ot altogether. -
Mr. Adolphus.—How long have you lived there?
. Witness.—Ever since Miss Carlile was taken away.
Mr. Adolphus.—1l{ow do we know when that was?
Witness.—In November. - | -
Mr. Adolphus.—How long ago is that?
Witness,—It 1s easy counted. .
: ?‘Ir. fﬁidolphns.-—-—But do you mean last November, or the November .
efore 1 | .
Witness.—You know as well as I do that it was last November.
Mr. Adolphus.—Did you engage the men?
Witness.—No, 1 did not. I had nothing to do with the business. =
Mr. Adolphus—Was not the Shop window placarded all over?
Witness.—Yes, the same as all other shops that have any thing to sell.

~ Mr. Adolphus.-—I hope not. I never saw any so.
Witness.—If you had used your eyes you would bave seen plenty of

them placarded.

Mr. Adolphus.—Pray, Madam, was not there a placard with, *¢ This is
the Mart for Sedition and Blasphemy” upon it, in the window.
Witness.—1I did not see it in the window, but I saw a copy of 1t in the
““ New Times” Newspaper. | 3
Mr. Adolphus.—Do you believe there was such a paper in the window ?
Witness.—1 had such a paper given me to burn: but it had the expres-
sion you use, within inverted commas, to represent that it was borrowed
from somewhere; and in not copying it so the Newspapers misrepresented it.
Mr. Adolphus.—It had inverted commas had it?
. Witness.—Yes. . |
- Mr. Adolphus.—I do not ask you who wrote it, but did you order it out
of the window. '

Witness.—I had no controul over the business nor any one there.
Common Sergeaut.—She said before that she had' nothing to do with

the business, . | 2 |
Mr. Adolphus.—~Was there not another placard in the window which
had the words “ Factious Jesus’” upon it. |
’Witness.f:[ have heard there was, but it was an error of the writer in
coyping factious for factitious and as soon as the error was discovered’ the
placard was taken down. _

- * Mrs. Wright was indicted for the Observations on Dy, Gregory’s Letters
and for some short Letters to Parson Wait in the Addresses and Correspondences

of Mz, Carlile. p
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Mr. Adolphus.—Took and see if you can see the Marshalman that ar-
rested the Prisoner; and mind, you are still amenable to the law for per-
jury though you have sworn on the Book you do not beheve.

Commmon Sergeant (to the witness).—Do you believe m the Gospels
on which you have sworn to speak the truth?

- Witness.—1I tell you again, I shall not tell you what I believe or what 1
disbelieve. |

Mr. Adolphus.—Are you sure that is the man that arrested the Pri-
soner?"

Witness.~—I am sure he arrested one of them, I cannot be certain which.

Mr. Adolphus.—That is very strange ; you can recollect that he airested
one of them, and cannot say which of them. |

Witness.—It 1s not strange at all. They were both arrested within an -
hour; so it was natural that the cases should be confounded in the

memory.
Mt. Adolphus.—DBid not you receive these men with a name?

Witness.—I shall not answer that. :

Mr. Adolphus.—Answer me directly, or his Lordship will commit you
for contempt of Court. ' |

Witness.—I will not answer that question. .

Common Sergeant.—If you do not answer that question I will commit
you directly.

Here a Gentleman standing by begged the witness to answer the ques-
tion ; but she stood undaunted. |

Common Sergeant.—You are amenable to the laws for perjury whether
you believe in the Bible or not: I charge you on your oath, attend to me
and answer ; was the man with name unknown here, known to you by any

name or not? | - €
Witness.—Of course he was. *
Common Serjeant.—Of course he was? 1 did not ask you his name.
Witness.—It you had I would not have told you.
Common Serjeant.—Did the Prisoner at the Bar know him by the name
he went by ?
Witness.—Of course he did. |
- Mr. Adolphus.—Be careful; for I shall have to call upon you another
day, if the next witness, the Marshalman, proves what you have said to
be false. -
Witness.—I have spoken nothing but the truth; and I do not care what
you do; you may do your worst.
Common Serjeant.—DBe careful, Mrs. Wright ; you are a young woman.
hWitness.——I am not going to commit myself, I'have spoken nothing but
the truth.

Common Sergeant.—1 hope not. _- |
Here the examination was renewed, and witness refused to answer the

same question a second time : the Common Serjeant threatened to commit
her again, 1f she did not, and even made the witness go a third time
through so severe, so impudent, so insolent a cross-examination, which she
did without varying in a word, to the great satisfaction of a crowded
Court, and with a degree of intelligence and acumen (say the report-
ers to the Papers) seldom witnessed in a Court of Justice. Ll

‘Harrison, the Marshalman, was then examined as to the caption of the
Prisoner, and stated that the warrant had no name in it. ke saw the
pamphlet sold, and took the Prisoner into custody. The man_“'lﬂlnut a
name Immediately tock the place of the Prisoner. Purtpﬂ_ﬁﬂlfl,' on his.
taking the Prisoner into custody, “ That is not the man,’ alluding to the
person without a name.

N
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Mr. Adolphus shortly replied upon the evidence, and remarked upon
the circumstance of the refusal which had been given by the witness
Wricht to declare upon her belief in the Holy Bible. HHe said this case
itself sufficiently evinced the effects of such publications. |

The Common Sergeant charged the Jury, who as a matter of eourse
and consistency, (having tried the same case twice before) found a verdict
of Guilty.

The Common Sergeant, chuckling himself amidst the chuckling of the
Jury, istantly passed a sentence of two years imprisonment, with hard
labour, in the House of Correction; and that the Prisoner, at the end of
that period should be bound in his own recognizances in £500, to be
of cood behaviour for his life; as by the expiration of the period of his
nnprisonment his present associates would have abandoned him.

Sherwood, Blanchard, and Gardiner, three of the booksellers in Pater-
noster-Row, were on the Jury.

REMARKS.

Tue whole case of Joseph Rhodes was a case of foul play. In the first
place he was drawn ito a plea by menace, and when in a subsequent
session he showed a wish to withdraw his plea and to plead in a correct
manner, he was told that was not the time, and it was a matter of indif-
ference, so as he had pleaded, whether his name was Holmes, Rhodes, or
Robingon. Unacquainted with law proceedings, and having no one at.
hand to advise him, at the moment that the officer (Cooper) swore falsely
that his name was William Holmes, he did not know but it was a matter
of necessity that he should plead to that name.

The examination of Mrs. Wright indicates strongly the degree of venom
with which those prosecutions are conducted, and the pains that were
taken to catch a variance in her answers, with the hope of indicting her for
perjury. ‘These wretches want to raise a clamour, thas those who reject
their obscene Jew Books have no respect for truth: but in this point I can
proudly assure them they will fail. When it is known that Mrs. Wright is
a very delicate woman in health and constitution, and that when she stood
at the Bar and went through that examination she was near eight months
advanced in pregnancy, the reader will be able to judge of the humane
feelings of Mr. Adolphus and the Common Sergeant. She is very subject
to fainting fits, and she wrote me afterwards that it was with the greatest
difficulty and a sort of forced energy and resolution, that she saved her-
self from falling in the Court. If she had fallen, doubtless, we should
have heard a clamour about the effects of Infidelity on the mind, or some
such 1mposing nonsense. |

The sentence on Joseph Rhodes is another proof of the vindictive ft?.el-
ings roused by the Constitutional Association; but if the corrupt reptiles
who formed the Court and passed it think they can deter others from fol-
lowing his conduct, they are much mistaken. There are now six volun-
teers at Leeds, pantmg with a desire to tread in the steps of their towns-
man and companion, Boyle ; whilst in Manchester and its vicinity there is
an assurance of a supply to any extent that T will call for them. This js
not boast and swaggering ; the moment 1 find those now indicted brought
to trial, I will bring on fresh hands for further Indictments instantly';
whilst Humphrey Boyle shall be the specimen of what will follow. '

The Jurymen in the case of Boyle were— ' "

" l]i)sep Sparks,
Benjamin Shaw,
James Jones, .

i :

i
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“John Denaldson, Shoemaker, Walbrook,
William Lock, ‘ |
John Alexander, :
John Wright, Tobaconist,
Robert Jones, Brandy-Merchant, St. Mary-Hall,
Williain Guildford,
John Anderson,
John Harewood,
William Brige, cr Grigg, Tallow-Chandler, Leadenhall-street,

It was Donaldson, thé shoemaker, who made himself so ridiculous as to
ask the Defendant if he knew the moral of the obscene tales read from
the Jew Books, as if it was possible that any moral could be connected
with any thing of the kind. The horrible story of Lot and his Daughters

- 1s'not only a gross lie, as a physical impossibility of being true, but there

-1s not the least moral in the story, or any object resulting from it more than
to say how the tribes of the Ammonites and Moabites originated. What
moral is there in the story of Judah, his Son’s, and daughter-in-law, Ta-
mar? What moral 1s there in the story of Ammon and his sister Tamar,
and Absalom with his father’s concubines on the house-top, and in the face
of all Israel? It must have been a great all, a mighty nation, to.have all
seen such a spectacle at one time! ‘ Such beastly, such abominable tales

must be put down, and not thrust into every family. Let the Vice Society

be consistent, and see to it.
Dorchester Gaol, June 16, 1822. ¥ R. CARLILE.

. POSTSCRIPT,—LETTER TO MR. R. CARLILE.

DEear Sin, ) A A LPBEE BIeRs
I vakE the liberty of enclosing you a list of the Jury who tried Humphrey
Boyle, in expectation that you have not been able to get'a list of them. [

-

heard his Trial, and if an opportunity had occurred would have requested ;

him to have objeéted to one of the Jurymen, viz. Donaldson, who keeps a
shoemaker’s shop close to the Mansion-House, at thg top of Walbrook. I
knew him about teh years ago as a shoe-inspectar in the Storekecper-Gene-
ral’s departmerit, a department I was then employed in. myself; he is a
Scotchman by birth, and a bigoted scoundrel :"he got up mn his place and
requested Boyle not to read the chapters in the Bible, and at parts of his
Defence made expressions of disgust, and appeared quite shocked. He
used to receive a guinea for the inspection of a thousand pair of ‘shoes,
which he would finish in three hours, besides the bribes he received from
the contraetor for passing notorious bad ones. The others I unfortunately.
know unothing of, you or some of your correspondents very possibly may.
With my respectful compliments to Miss and Mrs. Carlile, with my con-

gratulations to the latter on her safe deliverance, )
I am, dear Sir, Yours sincerely.

Benjamin Shaw is the brother of Sir James Shaw the Alderman, and a
noted man at Bible SC}C'I(?t-}' Meet.:ngs, and, 1f I'am not much mistaken, a
Subseriber to the Constitutional Association. John Wright, a Tobacco-

nist and Snuff-maker, and the same individual who stuck out against his

fellows in the case of Mary-Ann Carlile.. He was heard afterwards to
declare that nothing but a want of snuff could have induced him to }’IEId.!
Does not this his appearance on a second trial of that kind 100k as if
Mr. Murray and Sharpe can pick their bwn men’? i

| | /i R ARLILE:
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