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might happen to disagrev with their hut-

banda. He censured the parents of Mr«.

Ham for interfering in the controversjr

between ;heir daughter and the Defen-

dant; and in exemplificiition of what the

conduct of a parent should be in tiuch a

caie, he facetiously related an anecdote,

wliich he thought was applicable to the

pretcnt case. A man, whe had some dis-

pute with his wife, gave her a moderate
chastiseanent ; upon which she ran home,
and complained to her father. The fa-

ther, aflfectini; to resent thr husbiind'B be-

haviour, said, what ! has the fellow had
the impudence to beat mj daughter i Then
I will be revenged on hini, and will beat

his wife ; which he did, and sent her back
to her husband, and whs no more troubled

with their quarrels. Mr. Hawlej should

bare done the same.

The Solicitor Oeneral addressed the

Court and Jury in the Defence*

Mt Lord,

<Mnd Oentlemen of the Jury;

This case is of much less importance

<han you were probably led tu anticipate,

from the public expectation attending it,

and the solemn and impressive manner in

which it was opened. The learned Coun-
sel, in his address to you, exerted a de-

gree of ingenuity and eloquence, which 1

Save seldom heard equalled, and never

•xceeded. The only fault attending it is

that it was not founded ic fact, and is not

•upported by the evidence. I am sure he

did not wish to deceive you ; but he was
himself deceived by the instructions in

his brief.

If the case had been proved, as it was
stated ; if the serious charges opened a-

gainst my client had been substantiated ;

if he had been shewn to be such a beast,

•uch an absolute brute, as he was repre<

ented, I would not stand up here to de-

fend him. The reverse, however, I am
happy to find, is the truth ; and 1 now have
the satisfaction to tell you, Gentlemen,
that Mr. Ham is a respectable man, who
from a poor shoe maker and labourer, as

he was when he married the PlaintiA's

dausihter, has, by his own merit and good
conduct, raised himself to wealth and re-

spectability. Were he such a monster,

as they would make him to be ; if he had
illegitimate children scattered about the

country; if Ue ktpt raistreBses io Bath

and Mo'itreal ; if he really had a seragU
io, like the Grand Turk ; how is it that h«
is now associated with and respected by
his ueif>hbouri> ? I aver that, for any thing
that appeam tu the contrary, he is a mor>
al, exemplary man, quite as respectable
an Mr. Hawley or any of his <onnexi<insi
If he were such a sordid wretch, w they
would make you believe «hy ha!< be been
so long on the V\*t of magistrates ? Have
any of his brother magistrates remooftra*
ted against his remaining io the commis-
sion, or objected against silting with him i

No, Gentlemen, they appear to he «atis>

fied that he has conducted with decency
and propriety. And how, Oentlemen I
would ask again, if these facts really ex-
i:<t, how hag it happened, that in the fice
of such objectiur.g, and against the influ>

ence of the Plaintiff and his friends, this

very Mr. Ham was. on one occasion, e«

lected by his neighbours to represent them
in Parliament P

Let his character be compared with that

of the Plaintiff, whose conduct has a1rea>

dy appeared in part, and will be furthei^

proved to have been most improper. I
am not retained to asperse him ; but I am
instructed that we shall prove, that -rhen
he went for his daughter, he said (o the
Defendant, " You damned rascal, you
have ill used my daughter, and she shall

not live with you. I was able to support
her before you married her, and I am so

't-.t : and you will be glad to come after

er in three morths." That is a sample
of the language of this moral man, this

regular attendant upon public worship,
this immaculate Clerk of th« Church. I
state it according to my client's inatruc-

tions. There he stands. 16 he has in-

structed me wrong, the greater fool he

;

for you will be governed by the evidence,
and not by the statement I make from my
brief.

The Plaintiff had no right to interfere

at all with the Defendant's family govern-
ment. When a woman marries, she cea-

ses to be under the protection of her fa-

ther. Parental authority is at an end.
The wife is bound to forsake father and
mother and cleave to her husband. It i*

his right to command, and her duty to o-

bey. This is a matter of necessity ; oth-

erwise there could be no government o£
(he family. For both cunnot be supreme.
There cannot be two Kings in Brentford.

One of them must have the ptjwer of go-

verning the oilier. By the marriage, he
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