‘The Texan Letter _ﬂt( tukman Murder-.
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"\ We.received; i estm {‘g followin letter

ﬁ'am.a.*dlstm ished lawyer of Texas, relative to
the letter’ signed * Oroneka, published some
time ago, mthe Delta, in which the writer con-
fesses that he was the murderer of Dr. Parkman.

It will be seen that the distinguished legal gen-
tleman referred to attaches great importance to
this letter. As anything relating to this mysterious
tragedy possesses interest, and may be valuable,
we give the letter of our correspondent entire. -

HousToN, TExAs, Feb. 2, 1850.

Dear Sir: I notice in the last Weekly Delta a letter
signed “Oronoka,” purporting to have been written ‘‘near

ashington, Texas, Dec. 28, 1850,” (I suppose the year is a
i typographical error) and your remarks on the same. I feel
nointerest in this matter other than every friend to the cnuse
of humanity and justice should feel. The parties are-per-
sonall nown to me. But there is something so singu-
lar ang mysterious about the letter referred to, I am desirous
to sift the circumstances connected with it, and find out the
truth. To this end I have inquired when the news of the
melancholy tragedy of Dr.
and Washington, &c.
reached heré on the morning of the 24th December ; i
started for Washington on the 25th, and reached there zhe
evening of the 26th of the same month.

1 cannot conceive the letter was a hoax, or intended as
such. The affair was of too serious and melmcholg
nature to elicit such a vyitless attempt at trifling with public
sensibility, and, as you say, to perpetrate so senseless a JOkB
on 8o serions & subject..

We_.can conceive or no sprin; of human action that
would induce & friend of” Dr. Webster, raaldmg near
‘Washington, to write such a letter. He must first believe
| that the Doctor was guilty, or he would not so readily

nt!empt.toglve a false scent to public inquiry. If he had

‘the friend of the Doctor, he would at once repel the
impytation of his guilt, and boldly insist that time would de-
vel truth o -innocence. I know of no friend of
Dr.? sser but hasbeen; arfd still is, unwilling to believe
hi wl & {ThHey invaria.bl?*repel the charge. Itisincred-
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ib! nk that a friend, at the very moment of receiving

the iews of so damning a characler against his friend,

‘would be so convinced of his

Flve a false dn'ecnon to public investigation, which would
ikely terminate to.the injury of his cause.

bears no ‘inte: evidence of a ho

ktempt The writer must have known the

,;&

The letter
-or such an at-
act; if he resided
egeums of the.26th, and the impromptu course he must have
a opte
of Dr. Webster here, that would have started from here i
mediately on the receiptof the news, for Washington, to
‘ write such a letter. This supposition ’is more irreconcila-
ble than the other. We cannot conceive of any motive that
ould induce an enemy to.write the letter, and that so scon,
The writer must then have known the fact before the news
_got here ; he must have been at, or near, the scene of action,
‘and I think the reason which he giveg.for Writ:lng the letter
is the most probable. This opinion, however, is predicated
1 on the presumption that the letter was written when it pur~
|| ports to have been written. The mail started from Wash-
ington for this place about the SOth; if the letter-is posts
marked near that time, it will establish the fact that it was
written at the time of its date.
+I-shall-write to J.- Lancaster, Esq. Editer of the Tezas
Ranger, requesting him to institute an inquiry into the mat-
ter among the citizens of Washington County, to ascertain
it any of them recollect of & stranger’s inquiring for paper
to write a letter about;the 28th Dec. last, If the letter was
written by a stranger, and there was so great a difficulty to
| get paper to write, it must have been written at some pri-
| vate house, and the family will very 1?1 obably recollect it

| 6nd be able to deséribe the person, ‘W] y. lead. to his

] identification. Itig:probable that the paper can ba identified.
L therefore - suggest that youssend the letter te Mr. ercaster,
fo;tt.he d-writin

]mgase of identifying it or the
rd me great pleasure to be.

ot this matter, for ‘the'reason 51 .
{5\“ obedient. & enunt,
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arkman’s death reached here ’\
The mail that brought the news

Fullt as to instantly attempt to ||

near Washington he' could.not have known it before the |’
is irreconcilable with that fact. There isno friend k

eans of a.saisb- .
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The Webster Verdwt,

ArE LAWS MADE FOR '.mz Pno'rm'ﬂo ~mﬁnm1 =
NALS 7—W e have read with no ordmgry'.’mterest
‘the numerous strictures of the pqﬁhc pressin

; various parts of the country, upon, a.gtmn of
the jury which’ pronounced aga.inst Prof. Web-
ster the verdict of _qmlty of murder, in the eaSe

Zof Dr. Parkman They are almost. unanxmou; i
the condemna.txon of that verdlcf,&nd yet;,gjmnée
' 'to say, they are’s nost ¢ unanimousin expxesslons
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4 of belief that, Webster is guilty. ‘If Webster is |
\gmlty of that murder, then. the verdict of that |

L jury was a just and- rlghteous* verdict. I
| agk wherem the jury “was to. ‘blame, we are. an- |
| swered that they did not gl  their: verdict ac-
cording 0- the law and evidence ; and /if we
ask those who denounce the verdlct, and ye
| ‘lieve Webster gmlty, why Jt is that they believe"|
Jhnn guilty, they:: answer, ¢ i upon the evidence
They are convinced by the evidence' beforé t.hg
| Court, that he d1d. commit the: murder, and yet
they condemn the.j Jury for giving a verdict which
Ithey themselves have already given. Now we,
ask them, behevmg as they do, that Webster is
. guilty—and" believing so upon the testlmogy
:pro'duced by the prosecution—wherein has the
{jury erréd in giving such a_verdict. ¢ Oh,”
they exclaim, % ‘the defence brought thnesses to
prove that Dr.; arkman wa@ geen. alive in the

| streets. after the tim .n;wﬁkb“ﬁ e&gfh

he js said to have gen murdered, and -hence-
the jury had noright, léyal}y,'{o ﬁn}i.}hmgullty i
Indeed! Our. 1mprggsmn-.m,ﬁg§:g.§g,_‘lupy are |
mmn to render & verdxct‘accoi‘dmg .to'law and

idence. ; Youmadmxt;,thnﬁ the . evidence . con-:
i@c&&“ :;Du of his guilt, and yet you assert that-
‘the.jury have-no right:to arrive at thesame con..
clusion' on. the same. evzdence' Bat; you add
“there .were reohn'wahtles in | the-way of: the
jury which cannot . operv,te; on ;our minds,and.

-and give a verdict aceordi 1gly.;” thus fairly ad-.
mitting; that alt.hqugh the man is proven guilty
| by the evidenge in.the case, and. thaty to the full,
satisfaction of. ,gvgrybody 3 he must not. pe_pun;
ished because of a legal technicality. ./This ‘pos:
sition, if carried out, establishes: plainly,.the
i| doctrine that thelaws are made to screen, and,; not,
to punish the guilty.;, -
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+God  knows, w&wouid be the lnst. to udd“'a
smgle, pang, to the suﬁ‘ermg ot‘ thosa ‘who have;
been made to mourn through .the acts of thig

“I4 not only convicted on evidence, but, self-accused

megl}

{ they were hound to.qhser those: techmnicalities. ||
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b may “be posslble that some men, acting as
égounsel, for the, prisoner, might, by arrant. so-
]nstr . and, false hypot.hesm, clothed in elo. |
1 ,have so-t lied*like truth,” as to compel
verdxct but we believe that
Messrs, Sohier n.nd Merrmk did all:that honest
men-could do: for their.client; and we find no-
“thing, either: duﬁﬁg‘br'smmemﬁf’
us to believe the verdict rendered, as either un-
' righteous, or at variance with ev1dence
It seems to us; that Professor Webster stands

| before the world. He has notdemed the com- |
mission :of the.bloody crime with which -he
-st&nda chp.rged—m hig own rema.rks before the
.eourt; he. dld not. even, attempt to enter upon & |
defence, his sole compl,a,mt was, that his counsel’
had not so mystified and, distorted the evidence
|-before .the court, as:to pervert the truth and
L blind the eyes of the jury—and this was follow-
ed with a most weak and lamentable- reiteration:
Jof falsehood respectmg the payment of money to.
Dr. Parkman. . It i ig palpable to every. observer,
that at that- moment he was conscious that the
| proofs 8f his guilt were in. “‘fatal¥force. befor*the
court and the world ; he anticipated the verdicts
of the jiry; and he _knew that.even the gworh’
belief .of those who thought they saw his victim.
after- the: fatal hour named.im the:indictmnent,

I dldx not/.come- with suﬂiment force to ouhwelgh
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hole of the body '1"
~does. onvey'?. Why,; that. heJmew
thay could mot, find. the whole: of.the body, and
_that if they had found a- -wholeb dy, it could mot
be that. of Dr. Parkman... Heshad dxsmemberéd
the body of his victim, and destroyed portions of
f:it, and an: “angwer to.that question.would have i
told himin an-instant whether:his: crime had |
been really. discovered or -not... If he had not |
| known;that.the body of the murdered man was |
,dismembered. and partly destroyed what: on
earth could have suggested so.unnatural a ques-
tion?. And again: finding,when arrested, that
t.hedlsnowry of his guilt. seemed .irrevocably
-made,-and that he must answer to the outraged
laws, all-hope forsook him, and in-order to-avoid

guilty .man ; but-we honestly bqheve that f.he
jury gave. thexr. verdict according. to f,hexr con~
scientious conviction, drawn from the emdence on,
the trial, and on.no other ground : They are |
required by their oaths to.give such a verdiet, *
and if the testlmony,of the defence . Was not of

-~

1 | anature to convince them of the. pnsoner’s in:

64' nocence, they kave. acted: according to the law '

¢ 2 and evidence. The public mind is strangely in-
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consistent. Had Dr. Webster, through the cun- |
ning chicanery;of counsel, been acquitted,: the
derisive cry would have gone forth, that another
villain'had escaped, through the technicalities of |
the la,w, and. now, since he has, not 50 escaped,
the cry is that the murderer basnot hud justice!
Because, forsooth, these very technicalities were
_not sufficiently: forclble to hoodwink truth, and
cheat. Justice out of hez: clnuns.
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| the fearful ordeal ‘of a-trial and execution, which
1 he.then considered inevitable, he attempted to
fly.-from:them by the commission of suicide, and .
swallowed poison. These facts ‘are expressive,
and sustainius in the:opinion, that he, stands
«self accused, self condemned ; and the whole in-
vest.:ga.hmmstmms us ;o cry Amen to the
verdiet o jary:

We would- be merciful, yet we would be just.
We are opponents .of, the death penaltx”ma.
principle, yet we are ndvocates: of the lmwl
 stands, and. especially do wgﬂmmud thqja_mf“

0, m,\,esmi@png a ve ety of - Y

feasor’; Wbster, outr
[ own man]y sympatlnes
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