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criminal case is to prove the case|puhlic work he has done. They are

And you still stand by your anth ' 3 bew Jews in Morecambe and Heysham | i ; :

Ruiie artiele?—Deflnitelys, . o and Not Out To Kindle Anger e M one that there would be mo| g% oy },’gﬁ“%ikéh}gdﬁﬁ;’;u}g; proving it to be true, even if it Were |¢ne result of the prosecution it will | criminal o S ity

gxring o the responsio’ G070 111 more. e pecause & burned child shuns the | true. E"en_t‘)d*fl}’ it 1{51,“.0 defltiegcle ltn be unfortunate for the Jews or un- nezg;’ riees dﬂigfs?:?athg dg&n&ant t5 |all matters for your judgment.
a prosecution for seditious libel, 10 |fortunate for everyone, 1f Mr Caunt| . e his innocence. The English NOT AN EDITORIAL HABIT

mpercugsions which you mentioned in 'y examination by | =1 'hat sense did you think the i ild?

fh e ons WO ean anything in |  After half an hour’s examination DY Ing what dense el IO e | fire everyone should burn their child? € :

| th 4 R oo e k] - Sla - O sg-examined | article would have been incomplete if 1 i 7 ; th h it >

the ‘nat f otest or cessation Mr Slade, Mr Caunt was CrOSS-eXall 3 A £ . : The .implication_ of = this question | prove it to be true, even ough i convicted a number of people inn g

' g b%aiggss Dfl‘g.l'llllycgf:;-&fg q-\.lmrt;érs?w—l for over half an hour\[b}'cllf ft'r‘%l‘}’%‘;)d‘i {g‘é 23(10?1“1‘:-?59 ;E,E‘ﬁz‘ggﬁaewjfg g:g appeared to puzzle the OCourt and |be true. xg:ﬁd regard him as & mart?yr. 1t |1aw, as distinct from the juris- “ Ag Mr. Slade has said, yeu are

did. - “Mr Gerrard asked Mr Caunt CoO¢| Hew T had not finished my thoughts humorously the Judge interposed * 1} Tt s well known that the records | he were acquitted others would prudence of some other countries,| not dealing with a man who has

fi e Tad ooy such. - reper- I}(‘;fmﬁ‘}“;"i‘_‘yéé‘e i |1 wanted to express my foll views, 1| himk we thould have had notice of | . ceo e ™ ials before 1792 are dis-!think it wrong having regard to has always been extremely jealous| peen in the habit of indulging in
e, withasawing their advertis- hygoerisy L o Harged. - fhem - mith faimply’ wrote 16 article and there t| * 3 Slade did not pursue his point [figured by case after case of |{he anti-Semitic article he wrote. of this cardinal, unfailing principle. | articles of this nature. He was
ing?—Yes. > acquiesence in murder?—I have not.h fg. car_um} ive .\gu 8 _rclela-sen O | snd this ended Mr Caunt’s evidence attempts to stop free speech by # SR th e “mo constitute a seditious libel moved to do this by the things
P%Ir -Slade, referring to_a “ Daily = l_t[ef%rmng tr?t %lr}eparfleggi(ifér yg{l cgig every paragraph in the article. . af'tier anbhnur and ten minutes in the|prosecutions for seditious libel. ts% :éar f:s proseg:ﬂoner:f mﬁ: it is not enough merely to pro- which had been happening at that
iXpress’” picture of two British ser- ritish sergeants fne B ON OSTRACISM witness box. i i no een g ‘oke hostility flowill ol bt in Palestin
eants ing i aly T-| the Jews were only professing to abhor JOBS FOR THE BOYS % | voke hos or . becaus me alestine, ;
Sexed: 3‘%’-‘5‘“ in a eucalyptus grove | th? "yl "ere professing to be very| what do yot WA by the word| OUTSPOKEN VICOROUS CRITICISM | g editor for seditious libel for over | i OVTHe dome by speeches| ¥y o

A graph in the "1 ?e?”fq Baal, ?;gmgﬁl upset about it but not taking very | gstracism?—To banish. Next witness was Mr Roger Rose, ‘Here is one example. In 1704 | 100 years. Why? Because it is| .l tainly do not come When you consider -the matter
incitement, 5 ??gfgmé*p‘f;;insg the | active steps fo prevent it.. .o From the country?—No, from all | Town Clerk of Morecambe and (Hey- John Tutchin was tried at the Guild | gimply fantastic that the editor | [:i ¢he realm of seditious libel. g{l-iggieng &23 u‘;?tlslz ﬁ;&; :at;o ac;cc_uulnt
Jews?—It never entered my head. You charged them with being Y‘“ ¥ | dealings with other people. sham. He said he had been Town Clerk {Hall for having published a false,| of a public newspaper should | : ] e ci : the circula-

l _But when you saw it you thought, involved in the black mﬁzrketh.“—— :ftsﬁer ~Did you never consider, that was | of Motrecambe and Heysham 'for ovclti malicious, seditious and scandalous write something with the deliber- |, The question for you to answer |tion limited to 17,800, that the
{1ght1y or wrongly, the time had come th"?r?dezivr%u qsallidviﬁ]; eﬂﬁ:“l?ogenﬁ trradea- i‘ﬁ‘féi‘;atﬁnfe%‘luén at\:‘lg]]fl'nte.——lt. never %ﬁaayet!}rrrfé ggi} L‘SSWFouiIE lg‘{;mtto :;m libel. They put 2 sufficient number R atioi” which g lsblu Isdlt g:ovfﬂi 1:)e%;(:-m:lma:ll rea.tsimll- ﬁper ctlrculagastgnly in Mméeicamdte.
AL Dyn gly, the o : s g as honest trades-|.pter 5 : ! ) The g i ; & ! $=
Wae it ﬂgg%g‘%%;%% %g]i'niun. as an |men they preferred to drift ;nt-?olnrzllbsn- Jugt consider it now: there 1S a large | very definitely of good repute and good 'i'?fb E;dll}gc;l:s: tg‘g;‘:;‘td;&bth&o?lgﬂi requisite constituent of seditious arhes it pﬁblisged amsedil;:icfues trigtga;stlel;ta?be pgpfllll;t?ounn g
;ﬁt’ts?ar' o AT sntileR it t—r-lgch‘ﬁfﬁmre e . };ll}nlgmggz;tuct)t‘;rfﬁvg‘ chcr)ln);g%itt&‘ml"efﬁse{tl to Chﬁ?{“??ﬁunt took over the editorship 111: Egavec the prosecution a better Enes : libel with the intention of promot-|cambe is 42,000 and in it there are
Did ”335 ‘tlﬁﬁk—;gu“ Sere prevented{ That must have been extremglylsg‘f:e"- trade with them or recognise thngt dab when his father died in 1938,” said the | chance of getting through. “I am quite content to accept t.h:’i ing violence by stirring up hostility only six Jews; and that in the popu-
froim expressing it because it was un- give to @ greal MAany DB"EJ"'f'—tO“be they would take it lying dﬂlf‘gnfi( A Clerk. ‘“He has mhg“f-d to &1 «Tutchin was described as ‘the {law as submitted by Mr. Gerrard | and ill-will between different classes |lation of the whole district there are

1 intended  yOUr, Sr@ it Do’ sou stk K i ake Jt|very large degree the CCnd vigor publisher of false lies and horrible |today put it is a very different|of His Majesty's subjects? not more than about 30 Jews.

palatable?—I did not You iI : 3 / ¢ Y iz
: ; v : f tees—1 did not intend it to be | jving down and survive?—They would | his father for outspoken and vigorous G - f e i - o . i
it z{.‘]jlbg‘il é,ril,:tle";‘]dtm cause any illwill nggﬂté but gt was offensive. };',:fle’ 1.(00“2. i t cﬁt.icai.sm. It has been maintained to|lies and seditious libels and a dis- deﬁ::llti}n tghgha:n;fhils%?a?gs’pugoflﬁ PUT ASIDE PREJUDICE The main point made by Mr,
You still be}ig\'é it true that the Did you think it would be Mfegte% Where would they get their food?—|such an extent because he W_aaf very | turber of the peace of the Kingdom Wa. mi h Mr C 3 A gl (R ; Gerrard was that in this article.all
Jews or not?—l| gy working harder. Broud of the paper edited by his father i, that wilfully and ‘maliciously he ,upon which Mr Caunt was COTOES - 1t would be well to try to the |the offensive material, whatever else
ted to stand his trizl in this court. |pest of our ability to put aside any |you might think about it, would

Joiws - were ewilty of hypocrisy, that submissively by the
! they would lea{l in black market|did not think they would be pleased | "For whom?—The country. allw _h.as‘ endeavoured to carry on the_ did libel the Government and ad- ial |
off . But they could only work for one|traditions which his father estab hinistration of justice sadod- seas «Mr. Gerrard said in that court preconcewed views, any prejudice | have been all right had it not been

off roes and that they were in rackets? | about it at all -« stirring up “t vou realise now, if youllished.” id i : F
o, qor}:guﬂég%;ﬂooﬁ?::)siﬁiegy and_ill-will? ﬁi‘?ﬁ?eﬁéaﬁé’éﬁ; i% oﬁzfgt;g,llhas, what you - ,uer Roche commenced to ask Do dalise and vilify our Lady the that one school Odf_tho‘ug]t?gsfi%“tvgals we might have, any bias we _might ifor two main matters. These were
VIRULENT ANTI-BRITISH "1 was not stirring up hostility and| gre suggesting would, if carried out, | the Town Council ever feel " Queen, and her ministers and offi- sufficient for seditious libe & e |feel. It is impossible to consider & the references to ostracising the
ill-will inevitably lead to Violence?—I1 wouldn't| ~ Before he could complete the t}‘ues- cers. words written were calculated to|guestion affecting the Jews without | Jews and the passage about the
: PROPAGANDA 1t even against yourself?—1 think| go as far as that. Sl Shaae erpoe ARk . o \nd what was the appalling |promote feelings of ill-will and hos- |fairly strong emotions coming 0 righteous wrath of the British
lg)Io;l were in the United States IR nog.ou ot think sotaT o Ee: be?ﬁm Eegxﬁsﬁtfﬁﬁn; ﬂfou‘g?;lr-dem%n- %?a;agaggglen;gl l?tf)tiedtréo r}as o erime of John Tutchin? He wrote tility, ;whether the writer had that [the surface. There are some people public and violence.
ﬁﬂia‘f?ﬁéd from New York to Lios 'RE. I.-Y TW;ISTED " strations and clashtf's?—% cv{o]gﬂd have £o(11msicl ’I‘Withd{‘?w kthel q{liesti(on s};nd an article direct?d ag:}ti&l‘l.ﬂt ﬂclie I;‘I‘_?E' mlt‘elr&%%n g,z n;;.d that this school g};c;&"gkﬂ_?&tg‘::;ix:hﬂf:é"&s{;gﬁ “The argument by Mr. Gerrard 2
¢ P L i tprised if there had been. asked the Town Clerk “Is Mr. Caunt &imanagement o0 certain depart- ecaus W th these referenc
i %nﬁf({‘-’;i:g:cs-o‘_er there, virulent anti-|  was it b o D be%:) 5}9&31 l\uea.]ly think the very large nrfg_n of violent disposition? ment.?f and protested against the |of thought has gone by the board |the ages the Jews have been m:fi s tgt establ?sh . bgygztf_w%;g
l British’ propaganda?—I saw its dimen- ubou%fitl thﬁ“iﬂfg,‘ ymu were asked if | body of Jews in this oountry wtoulgi anﬁg A Eeﬁmtely not,” replied the Town appointment of irresponsible per- |28 far as the prosecution is con-|oppressed. There are, on the other |.ontended that Mr Caunt wrote this
sions ; your office windows Yhad been broken|have displayed any re;_erx ;meéld t:'eseﬁt; AETH, sons who were incapable of fulfilling cerned. Mr Gerrard now concedes |hand, some who feel very strongly i, provoke violence. You have heard
—They might atid have & - WN CLERK COMPLIMENTED |300% VR0 wers, e the hardihood |that it is not SUmCleRt (0, RCY some. |t Jews because of their | NiSiade's contention that the very
thing which causes ill-will and hos- | alleged practices or matters of that | yee of the word ostracise or boycott

. . definitely anti-Britishe—1t| Y0i%eqid * T am happy to say, 10t ¥eb '
4 - hut they would have had to put ; ¢
i e apls The Town Clerk’s resonant voiCe|to declare ihat in England it was

Uid you like seeing that anti-British = PHeHeetioEEn 0 whether my e Ui Mith. it causes L

. you like seeing tl = e windows ha een broken was I L = 7 could be heard with bell-like clearness tility among the C izens. He agrees | kind. 5 idered

S e ot British subject?—I s Iy g gt tﬁg‘;mg‘;‘ﬁ% pID NOT APPROVE WINDOW-  |in the Court, the accoustics of which gr‘led cr?;:o;lle;ofg;a‘l){%&ﬂ;ﬁes for men |4 Y the test is whether the article| «We should be very wise to put ;ﬂgygmb:gc&%ﬂ%ie {6, revergy &

b D vou take the view that you were }Dlél‘fg;-ls. q“estigns T W&‘S :Psked ‘have SMASHING were S0 (tla%il t.lh:\-t,.thﬁ Press hﬁg qtéeg ( _|was published with the intention of | agide preconceived ideas, look at 5 Gerrard 2 a

\ -e“'-.iﬂeg s Gomment editoriaily upon | vour office windows heen broken? iBa| ooy .o you referred 1o ‘righteous Ei%a'f?ﬁn lco%!:;stévl lsﬁaillﬁlm?ng sv{}ealgling. o Commented Mr Slade'mdrily. stirring up violence or disorder by |this case with clear eyes and decide v‘olmx[lx;:e ::1'? nt Bitgogmesete t tl;:t :ge

it in your publication?—Certainly. ‘oking kind of way, I said “No.” The wr‘ut-he'nWEI:E you referring to the break-| " The Judge himself noticed this and That is an allegation W ch is | nromoting ill-will and hostility. |it upon the evidence. J:_tw?ish ogle Tidn il;lo revol?‘.
the Town Olerk, com-| mnot altogether unheard of in these | -« There are two essentials before| «You have heard a great deal against tlll)g ll:oyeott Ygu may think

W, our  publication® Peie expres-| Daily Mirror: representative said, Not| /20, Shop windows of the Jews?—I | complimented ¢ et to hear &| d te days, but it is now ticl be sediti Th P a
2 ting: £ elie o he ays i itious. e - >
menting is. & T egenera ¥S, an article can be seditious about the freedom of the Press an that is the kind of thing to give rise

! ts)i&rilo‘twgll ofdthe pmlt)'le' 5" T meant the| .o’ and .‘([l‘sztid D o.1 tlgat is ﬁ'ig}.‘t' tzﬁm% e :
ox—democratic meang. . ne twisted it round to make 1t tha 3 ove of it?—I did not}iwitness speak up.’ ‘jobs for the boys. is that th 'ho wrote it |qui ard
What did you mean by ostracise?—|T had said ‘Not yet.' Did you approve Co. i hce he. T 8P k: Thank you, my known as JO or the boys. first is thal e man who WwWrote quite properly so. You have he + feeli d t
Have nothing to do with them at all. Were you surprised when a Jew | hold  with persong s word. vio: e Towiioanier oy T , IGHT must have the actual intention to |a great deal about the use of prose- to strong feeling and arouse grea
Stonn a: you bring [the WOI L ADe BUEYOR'S JRG M ise violence—not merely that the |cutions for seditious libel in the indignaton, = - -
« When asked if he would defend

.Do you think it is an incitement to | {hreatened you on the telephone with Why di - article at all?—To Another witness for the defence was
‘;gﬂ}lenre to have nothing® to do Wwith | personal violence?—I1 was not  sur laeeléﬁibénme ysoelxl':arit%' of the warning|Councillor Berngrd Drake, GC. &| " You may. say you do not all person who reads it might put that |18th century but there were voices 3 s
ple?—I1 don’t. prised. Lich I definitely hoped to give as 10| former Mayor of AMorecambe. He said!agree with what Mr Caunt has writ- | construction upon it, even in the 18th century which are jan action if the matter came to
it they persisted|he had known Mr Caunt for 21 years,|ten in this article but you are not |« If you think Mr Caunt, in spite [not without force today. eourt Mr Caunt said ‘Nobody more
capable.” The suggestion by Mr Ger-

What did you mean by the -phrasei” You knew there were Jews who | whic
Vi - ] el hi i what would happen 1 s : . g J 2 T
lolence. iy be. the “only way 10| would bitterly resent this kind of) P heir conduct. he had oy Contact with him in|  yjed upon to express any OPInion of his denials, as the editor of this| “At one of the State trials for :
rard is that he should have said ‘I

bring them to a eense of res ongibility | thing?—Yes. : ” in mind?—| vari s i h £ d f -
10 e e o aWhich they  liver | '*And vou know very, well there are i S e e s o Jife and bad, fould | opout it at all. It Is not a matter of | O s Sle. q0.yearsold newspaper |seditious libel in the 18th century ould
~.The Judge: Don’t g0 t00 qhu_mkly. Mr | certain people who welcome tt{hm hI,m.d OFas there really no connection in | integrity, reputation and character. Jew or non-Jew. intended that violence should be|Tom Payne was prosecuted for pub- | never intended this article to create
| db;;t-' as 1 want to write this answerjof w1-1t1_ng?t-’1'ha:t£ mthsg). alrtitclce’ugm}dé}‘ vour mind between the smashed win- This completed the evidence for the « 1t is whéther an editor has |done and arms taken up against|lishing ‘The Rights of Man.' It was violence and I am sorry if that is
| .0 Caunt replied ! The _intention By tances existing @t thab dows which, you referted 5o R L the right to say what he thinks the Jews then 1 should not dispute |said at that trial that the liberty of | the interpretation that has been put j
| Was ‘to he n warning to the Jews as to| time. $ ; ggngfp"fhg‘“;{eﬁlgg_‘-}‘aii‘g was mo. con- : and belleves to be true, whether that he had written a seditious libel. | opinion was the last liberty which | UPon it. J
| What would eventually happen to them| Do you say it wae not intended to |1 St HEE T it be true or not without being But if you think he had no such |the subjects had been able to retain. Two matters would seem to [N
| I they did not mend their ways. kindle' anger on the part of the Jews B Te ., approve of this window ed through a criminal eourt |intention then Mr Gerrard and I|Other liberties were held under | emerge over all others in this case:
e % he Judge invited Mr Caunt to add | or those hostile to the JewsP—That| 0 e T R aAsts N } A“ ed OU'I' haul oug ¢ | both agree it is your duty to acquit [the Government but the liberty of y
§ 7 uswer 1t to Wiehed 0. D1 he| wag not my 1BtRUON for of famning| 18 i it to_say that in this article o ow for seditious libel, by the use of i, - e o Wept the Government itself “It is in_the highest degree \I
: € at was his answer. fas it no g = 3 i o 0 : -
R{I' Slade: Tt is now suggested by the | hostility among those already hostile }ngl_ihd a‘:jlt S]:l%f ygggwdlagﬁ'%-h‘;r 1|  The court adjourned from 12.50 to ENOUGH TO HANG A MAN subject to their duty. ;;';use;fl.:ils,e ge i:, canm;.; otv ei: i 4
e;‘oaewtion that you intended that|to the Jews?—1 had no such intention. | 2o caq” it or not. 210 for lunch. THE LOWER COURT X A SACRED PRINCIPLE p portance o
Joience should be used towards the THE OBJECT \ist listen. You speak of righteous |" "o t t allowed out of ; «1 have written down three well- that nothing should be done in
set’rgs apd thereby bring t—hepm to 3 wrath and you say you were referring I;' :utn was no e e The magistrates who heard the |known lines attributed to Cardinal “The liberty of the Press can- this court to destroy or weaken
e o “their responsibilities?—I ha The object of your argicle was fo | to window smaghing. Does that sugs sf {court but’ was  £o v case in the lower court were the | Richelieu—I hope it is not a libel not be overstated. Mr. Gerrard the liberty of the Press;
- tuch intention in the slightest? centilate a grievance which you felt | you approye of the window smas ing | warder to the cells below. He was 1. Willacy) in the im! Th : d th the full. |
§ . Dl it ever occur fo you that such | YetIate Mely about and to suggest|or nopi—lhat Wi s & descrip- | not placed in a cell but was at Mayor_(Coun. w2 Y. Martin |« g e oomoedell e “ Secondly, remember that at all
B o Itw"ul‘-! e e e iituation which you felt was so| tion—righteous wrath! - this |liberty to walk about the corridor | chair, Lgesgrs. f- Sﬁsﬁiﬁh ﬁ’m;é’ ¢ (Show me six lines written by «Mr. Slade says this prosecu- | times it is the duty of the prose- ,
heag, e wrong . comld LS SE rﬁﬁ’c"?ﬁﬁfl ;I:elll Ewﬁhﬁaiﬁ“‘h?e'iﬁe‘{‘h‘:? 8.0 ey 'and chat with warders while they A‘.l‘?‘“-tt : de glsrt'ten ad' Misa Hok | Se most honest man in the world | tion is an invasion of the prin-| cution to prove its case beyond all &
lo o opoe has heen made to the Wrﬁﬁs l§ uiilsgei P%m not Huite sure that A %ot alter tne.r ways, violence worl¥ lunched from fish and chips. E:;ne an and I will find enotigh in them to| ciple of the freedom of the Press.| reasonable doubt.” ]
o ‘:ﬁ%gifr;hgsf?é]%v“g& e‘?eﬁi‘u?“\ﬂié‘[?géﬁ e ShERES Me., (i*g“t'%;dt itshi;"s‘i‘;ng foélﬂwt'o“inﬁa?t. in my view, the proper Mr. Caunt declined the offer of | ™50 " . yrt at that time were three | hang him. If you ﬂll::mglllt thi: protsecuﬂon sum!ix:l : utge mentc}Ile c;fnn otggce u{ggﬁgeg
3 g T way . > §5al. ‘ S w X Eﬂ A
ad ‘been  broken—presumably Dby ;fllfﬁfif L itter about which you felt it MASS OF HATRED" having lunch sent in, as the cir- | other magistrates, Mesgr%.‘ TélAtklr;a | “That is what Mr. Gerrard has “:l;c?!ie v;‘s O;o&d msh ?’oc by | the jury's verdict occupied 14 minutes.
{  cumstances were not conducive to | son, H. H. Palmer, an . Clayton, ﬁltggagtedd.tg do ll_r[; lreg‘ard to this ;our ‘Ir,erdg:t ¥ by ;.Fh?cir lehberation.;a E? ThE UV oGl
7 ged seditious libel.” B ook only nine minutes. % i

dews Did At

} v tend the Jews 10| gtrong d ' therefore wrote ©

Smasgh- your ;ﬁlldogs? strongl ang e _ : ,
4 Y hich you advocated should - Tn your article you build up an . H. B
lrkpli‘etg ,?ngq!le and a shrug Mr Caunt h?eﬂ%gg?ed‘.v Ts thgt g0? : eno?rrw' 0% mass of hatred, then you| eating! who liste

F L




