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ar to Dr. Parkmian’s, and if the
supposition of snitide and accidental death are ex
cluded, the' corpus delicti.is established.. I shall
pass over the - testimony: of Littlefield; it has been
somewhat called in question. But whether much
or little weight be given it, it does not materially
affect thig ¢ase, It may be remarked, that, as far
as it does affect the case, it is confirmed by other
witnesses—particularly the officers of the police.
From about Sunday or Monday, lpietty strict waich
was kept of the medical college until Friday.
Nothing important could be transacted there with-
out the knowledge of the police, of Littlefield, or
Webster. ‘To some of these parties the existence
and conditjon of these remains, found partly under
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the privy, in thé#ea ¢hest, and ‘art§ in the fur-
nace, mus have®been Ikngivn. ~ Yoir'will , judge
from the evidence by who We do not thiok
much can be argned by the @pduct of the defend-
ant after his arrest. We have no experience here 4
to guide us. 'We do not know how we should act
"in suely a case, or how we ought to have acted. *
. '"Tocome to the main proof of this case there are
two theories in regard to it. The Government
takes the one, which supposes that he invited Dr.
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[If s0, as. far as that goes, it goes to obliterate the
effect of attempted concealment of evidence.” But
“it does not at all-affect the case or the bearing of
" these notes when found, or the animus or intention
of the uct. The circumstances of the twine used
and many others, which it is needless to mention,
go to show, that whoever did any pai#in the con-
cealment of .these remains .did the whole. We
' think it of much consequence that.he waived an
examination in the police court. As to the anony-
| mous letters, you must judge of theif bearing if |
| proved. But we must remark that we consider |
| the proof of them ex¢eedingly sfght. Character |
| may be of consequence in a minor case, as of lar- |
\ceny ; but when a prisoner is charged with a crime
so atrocious, all sink to the same level; and we must
rest on the proof of the'facts; yet in such a case
the prisoner has & right to put in his character,
and the testimony is competent evidence. Many
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other things press upon my mind, but the time re: |,

minds me I onght to close. You bhave been selected
by lot, mostly concerned in ghe active business of
lifé, 80 as to secure the'greatest impartiality. Take
sufficient xinqm»daﬁbor.atﬁupgn your yerdict. Ui
-your good judgment and soun ietice,

are sure the verdict will:be;a true one.

him, in order to get possession of two notes which |

PIRE e fo sion of them. Dr, Parkman had loaned to Prof, .
7 Webster $400 in 1841. In 1846 several.parties-
contributed “to another loan, to relieve him to' the |

& amount of two thousand four hundred and thirty ,

. .dollars; tothis Dr. Parkman: contributed five' hun- 3
" dred; and the three hundred and thirty-two dol*

i mﬁu, iy e .
/KT D'n‘fég‘rﬁﬁan held the large noteseand the mort-
gage on personal property, for its security for the
| benefit of himself and other parties, and also the
&7 e— old note, which was to be given up whenever his |
/’ share was paid. It appears that the defendant
was in possession of both notes, and'the Govern |
ment contends that he never paid either; that
invited Dr. Parkman to his lecture room and sl
him to get possession of these notes. If this be
proved, it is express malice. The other theory is
that of the defence; that, being together, the
one to pay and the other to receive money, they
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sudden heat, and then concealad him to avoid de-
4 tection. If this be proved, it may be“manslaugh?
ter, 1f Dr. Webster did enticeDr. Parkman to'the
medical college to get possession of the notes, we
can see no difference between it and murder. The
Government, to strengthen its theory, brings proof
that he' could not have had money to pay either of,

- the notes; and he has never pretended that he had -

money to take up the larger oné of them. You
2 will judge one very significant factis that the $90.,
S e 4 which was that moraing paid to him by Mr. Pette—

the'mroney paid, but was on that afterpoon or the
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Parkman had not yet «calléd.on hity: Yol ‘must

Judge b‘o?far't ese circumstances go to proveinten-
£ N tion to get hold ‘of the notes as & »mﬁve; - the
/ //((-( by (— icide: if.ih thesmotive, it i5'a Very
””" 7 [strong case of .murder by express malice. . -

TTIEIn the ghifipothesis” of this defence; the “con"
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O A o. | cealment of! ‘he remains was'made,by anothier hand,
‘| it was of no interest to*Dr, Webster, and his reluc-
| tance towards the search is to be accounted for, as |

Lort o ‘ 3 'Z:] well as'the fact that he did not himself make the

‘discovéry which lay directly in his way. = Any:
concealment of evidence going to implicate him, '
, . ¥ which a party under suspicion resorts, must go'
o omiiilesn. 88 far as it goes at all,‘against him. He has men-
tioned that the package to which he referred in!
| hi§ letter to his “daughter was one of nitric acid,
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evideuce to prove the intention of the homicide.—

Parkman to the medical college and there slew | |

he owed to Dr. Parkman; and ‘that he got posses-|

e .0ld rote; and othey parties the balance, g iy lpaviy
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quarreled, and Dr. Webster killed Dy Parkman in | |

a check on the Freeman's Bank—was not.a-part of |

/ next day deposited in the Charlés River Bank to, |
| his credit. Hénlso told Mr. . Pette that mording, I
that he had séttted with Dr. Parkman, altheﬁglg:-;))x:., )
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sed in the following; ififcation. It appearsto bea,
prudent. and generous;defencaigf, Prof, Webster, and we
give it as.a result of ghe impressions formed by, one :o'f, his
sclassitiaionin cag'h
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. I'find myself, for the first time, guite interested in a
case of probable murder ; having been always satisfied’
ing’ such'matters jo ‘the Tribunals ‘of" Justice. |
But, in Prof. 'Webster’s case,'where: private caracterhas,
reached an advanced .maturity withaut.,:efzrqach where
social habits and a timid disposition are likely to soften and
“to hold the criminal passions in ‘bubjection, with enlight- |
sucd intellect and highstanding in'society, every reflecting.
moad must feel a-deep. solicitude, If 'Webster be gailty,
then no character, and no cougse of apparent insience,
will be'above suspicion. ' Many will be apt to: retygn: to
‘the ancient and heartless doctrine that we should not'form
opision of. the virtue. or.the merits of a man.till he is
. dead. It wasnot enough that envy should ‘stand at 'the
threshold of fame. The case 6f Webster; therefore. be-
comes one in which alt'who value:an irreproachable repu- .
tation should extend;at least, the protection of charity.
- Nay more ; they shmﬁd strive to arrest the cirrent of pre-
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" judice, aud stand firmly till conviction 6f"guilt becomes}

irresistable. 65 uoad -oead e seniy gty |
Tam dissappointed at the decision.of: the, Coroner’s in-
quest, for [ had formed the opinion that Webster wastthe
victim of a conspiracy. ‘But,I have’a great ‘respect/for
the solemn'’ verdiet of ‘six disinterested and intelligent men,
and 1leel obliged, ag one of the community, for their hon-
est opinions, 1 mustat e, t00, that some néw and _im-
portant proof has been disclosed, while;atthe same time;:
‘we should carefully consider -that. the;inguiry has been,
thus. far, ‘of an ex-parte nature. I haveseen, however, no
reliable statements that have raised a suspicion with me of
Prof. Websteér’s gtiilt. On the ¢ontraryy every factappears
to force itself 1 behalf ofhis 1nnocence, nor..can L. inter-
pret the facts upon any other hypethesis. I leave out of
Fe consideration all that might be derived in his favor. from'
a spotless reputation, a cultivated mind, social andfriend-
ly habits, intercouseswith pure and eli htened society,
great timidity of disposition, and a refined and dependent
-wife and:family, and all theendearments which boundthe
Professor to’them. - st Sudmew 20l
. Eugene Aram could nvoke, alone, his education. and.
+ ~his unsuspected character. He was solitary and-a misan-
thrope, and yet his case has stung the *world. ' Although,
therefore, there be so much more in the histotl‘y of Web-
ster’s life /to quiet the tumult of suspicion, I castit all
aside, and would try him by the strength of facts alone.
“In thisaspect of the matter, there are two leading events
‘which would render demonstrative proof necessary to sat-
isfr my mind fully of hi guilt. New circumstantial-evi-
dence might awaken a strong suspicion, and that. is about
as bad as hanging. There is scarcely a difference between
_| the mark upon Cain and_the gxbbel. ;The ‘two leading
proofs of innocence, to whigh I refer, are the following;
and each consists of two paris, which must be taken  in
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¢.upon an examination of the evi- .
s
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conpeetion : | = .
1st, The first grows ‘out’of'the constitution of human
nature, and relates to Professor Webster’s deportment af-
ter the arrival of the Police.at his house i Cambnidge, on |
the night of the arrest. This fas a week afier the disap- |
pearance of Dr. , dnd*aftér the entire Medical edi- |
fice had been searched, 'with the exception of Professor |
~ Webster’s rooms. Now, I'say, if Webster were Fuu;y, he
knew,of course, of the existence of a’frightful amount
"of .proof athis laboratory in Boston, and the arrival of the |
Police at his house, at' the dead of night, at the: end of a-

e TE and not those notes which haye been brought ag 7“week, andithé College Having beeralready searched with

+ the exception of his own aé)art.mems, and with information
‘qu they were not satisfied with the first examination, but

stomake ~another.that night, and in his presence,

B

¢

<
|
- g <o
L
S g,
. -
« ”0
*
"
“
'y
-
™~
wd
® » Y
3 . {
i
¥
"
—
| —
& “w .
"
- el
\ 1
™)
~
.,
o
¥
o
-~
¥,
i
Mo, [
e :
W 13 {
g ‘I |
i
£ [0 e

&= {r—7 (/"/’/ < Z



