Publication: Observer 1791-2000; Date: Sep 19, 1819; Section: None; Page: 2

OLD BAILEY.—SaturDaY

. . TRIAL OF HENRY BTENT. .

This priseniér, the melancholy cirenmstances of whove
case are na diuht yet fresh “i the recolleétion of dur rea-
ders, was pul to the bar. The Courl was afmost im-
mediatx]y crawded with famales, who dorigg thi last irial
were excinded. A Loudon Jury haviag been Ealled, the
nrisoner was.arraigned. upon an indictment, chirging him
30 the usual form with having inflicted divers wéundsupun
the person ofhis wife, Maria, on 5th Auy. last, withintentio
kilt and murnler her, or te ddo her same grievous budily harm.
He pieaded notguilty. The jury was then'sworn. There
was uo counsel fur tlie presecution, and Mr, Justice Best
‘called Maria Stent. The wife of the prisoner stood up in
the witness bux, and wus sworn. She was plainly dressed
in a colonred bombssine gown, & ware a large Leghorn hat,
which tended mugh to conceal her featnres. She seemen!
to be greatly agitated. . ‘

_Mr. Alley, one of the counse] for the prisoner, instautly
rose anil addressed the Comrt. He said he wag* not aware
that this wimess would have been calied so early in the
_progeedings ; but heing in the box, before alie was ex-
amined, he felt it bis duty to submit that, as against her
liusband. her evidence was not admissible. He had
séarched ke books with emreat diligence for -cns_mi‘
i which wives had heen odinitted as witnesses aguinst their
husbands ; but faund none, exceptthat of Lord Audley, the
eircumstances of, which were very peculiar—and even the
autherity of that rase he had_heard questioned. " He re-
cnllecied one cage in which the question would have arisen,
hut the bill was ignored. Nesertheless,. the apinion of
Jusiice Buller was, on that or~casion, against the propriely
of the testimony of the wife being received. He knew of
nn imstance, except in the case of a rape, where the testi-
mony nf the wife was received arainst hier hushand.

Mr. Baran Graham, as we collected, for he spokeina
very Inw toue, said, that there were many cases in which
the wife was considered a fil wilness against her hushand,
particularly in one where she was in a state of danger from
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whers the wife had lied, her depositian was suhsequently
received against her hushand as evidence'of the facl. =~

- Mr. Alley said, thas 1he principle upon - which the evi-
dence of a wile againgt her inshand was rejected, was, that
it it were admissible, jt woull tend to excite disagreements
in the marriage siate.  VWhere n woman spoke ** in peri-
ciilo mortis’’ Lhis principle did not =pply, and ilerefore the
evidence might be received ; bat that wax not the case in
the pregent instaner. -

Mr. Adolphns addressed the Court in suppoit of Mr.
Alley's oljection,

Mr. Justice Best sail he had not the least doubtns to the
admissibility aof the wite’s evidence in this case, or any
allier case of the same description 3 and 1his opinion was
fonndel wpon tive principle, that a married woman, like
evary other snbjee) of the reslm, was entitled to'the protes-
fion of the laws ; which woulll not be the cass it the objec-
tions now taken were well founed. . There were many
descriptions of personal injury to which a wite was subject,
independent né that to which allusion had Leen matde,
wliich her evilence coulid alone suppurt, and if her tésti-
Inouy were as a maller of coarse to be rejected, she wonld
be altogither without the pale of the law. The decision
i Lord Audley’s case was perfectly annlagons 1o the pre-
went; aml the principle npon which the eviilence of Loy
Auwdley wag received, was precisely the principle upon
which he shanld admit the evidenceot Mrs. Stewr.  What.
ever mgbt be the opinion of individual judges on this
questing, the upinian of the llouse of Lords, ussisted by
the tweive judires of the Jand, was of too soleinn a nature
to be easily dirturbed. .

. Mr. Baron Graliam wus entirely of the same opinion;
and bis judgment was founldel not alone npon the case of
Lord Andley itself, bnt upon a Jonr experience, in which
he had repeatedly seen the principle laid down by bis
Jearned hruther acted upan. ‘The decisions in those coses
wight not be found in the kooks, frum the universal ae-
fjutescencn which thev had received.

M-, Justice Richardson agreed with the other judges,
that the evidence af' Mrs. Stent ougrhit to e received. I
was & general rule, with very few exceplions, that a wite
Was an aknissible wituess against her husband in cuses of
Rersonal violennce.



Mis. Stent was naw addrexsedl by Mr. Jugtice Best, when
shp eptreated that she might not he called on to give evi-
dence awainst the best of husbands,

Mr. Justice Best: [ nm. exiremely sorry fo give vou
pain 3 but it is wy duly 1e ask you some questions, which
31 will be your duty 10 nnswer. - ‘

. Ty your name Muria Stent ?—Y es.

Is the prisouer your husband > Look athim. (13ere the
witness turned towards the prisouer with a Jook of greal
anguish). Yes.

} behieve youa separated from him (or some time?—Yes.

When did yon lenve Limn ? On the 29th of August, 1819,

Where did you g#o to? To France.

Wihen did vou return to Eugland? I retarned 1o Lon-
don in August, 1519,

Where did you come from when yvou came to Lonidon ?
from Liverpoul.

T what inn did you ge? To the Sarpcen’s hiead.

Poyon recollect the day vou retnrned >—On the 5SthAug.

Where did the prisouer flive at that Hme?— A1 Pimmbico.

Dt you send anyletteror inessageta hini? — [ sent aleiter. |

fdu what day ?—€On the (ifth of Auwrust, [\'es.|

In the course af that day did you see your husband ?—

YWhere?—At the Naracen™s headl.

Jle came to yon ?—Yes,

What time ol the day >—Between seven and eighyt,

As you recollect, state what passed >—I have no recol-
lection of what passed.

Did gny thing happen?>—Yrs.  [tholemew’s Hospital.

- What «do you fiest recoliect 2—Beiner in bed in Nt. Bar-

What was the matter with you?—/J was wounded.

Vhere were you wounded ?—1n the neck,
Any where elxc ?—VYes, there were wtlier wonunds.
~Howlmyr were you conflned in S1. Bartholomew’s hos-
pital P-=A fortnizht. :
- IEave you any recolleciion of the prisoner’s coming info
the ronm 1o you at the Baracen’s Ilead 7—Yes.

YWho came in a ith him ?2—1 do nnt recolfect.

Were van alane in the raam ? —Yes,

Before yon went intathe room had yon any wonnd 2 No

Aflierwrards the first thing You recollect was being in
bed in Bt Darlolgmew’s hospilul -—Yes.

- Ceontepramined hue Mr Allove Viae fuilices ~va-



.Fn;'qreql Vg « lien )q;n IIW your hnshimli, and you haee nat
the least recollection of what happened afierwarids >—Yes.
You mid you disl not wish to give evidence against the
prisaner, becajpse he was one of the best of inshands f—Yes.
How long were youaway from him ?—Alout 32 monihs.
{Here the witness sat dpwn anil seemed extremnely
puxious fo hidg herself from public ohservation.] ,
Gerorge King, a waiter at the Saracen’s Heail, Snot-
Rill, Ianked at the [agt witness: he recoflected her coming
%3 the Saracen’s Head -on the 51k of August; recaollected
her writing = letter, which wgs sent by a porter tq the
twopenny pest-affice ; the woman afierwards remainei in,
the house. ‘T'he prisoner came 19 the Saracen’s [Tead
1n -the eyening r}é inquired for a young womnan that
had arfived hy 1he Liverpool coach. aud he was intro- |
duced to the last witness. She got up to meet him,|
snd witpess shut the dgor. In ten minutes witness
Rheard the sliiek of a woman, and immeilistely weunt
0 the room in which he haid left the prisoner and the wo-
man., Oa arriving he fouml his two tellow-gervants in the
room. ."The woman was an her back, The prisoner wos
stgqoding cloge by her. A knife way lying on the floer. It
was Lloody. \Yitness discoveril thnt the woman wag
younded, and went for an officer. The woman snid the
haped no hary wenld happen to the prisaner for what lie
11"”!!'.“‘; fur she had been abase wife, and he was one of
the best uf hughanls. ' -
Thomas Pithouse. algn a waiter at the Saracen’s Heaid,
“'.ﬂ!“mir’-‘fi the arriyal of Mrs. Sient. She continued in |
‘h‘_‘.‘.‘ﬁ‘“ﬁ t:ll the evening. About half-past six he heard 8
whriek frgm-the padonr. He entered the parlour with
‘FTurner; the porter, and perceived the woman ou her back,
anid the prisoner with Lijs knees apparenily upom her.
Tumer saidt, “Thomas, the mok hae ot & knife.”” Wit-
.aene looked and saw the kni'e—{the knife was hiere pron-
_duced).—~That was the knife. Witnesz saw 1he pri-
soner’ gah the woman in the npeck. He attempted -to
tike the knifp, and the prisoner dropped it on the Anor.
After he had stryck the blow, the prisoner said y I have
-aecomplished my purpose, T wish for nothing mare 3-1 shalt
suffer Tor it, I'knaw | shall.”  ‘The woamun directly ex-
wlsimed, ¢ You have! you htave, RHenry ! but 1 freely
f‘!’.’*’f'}ﬁ}.’“_—“@ and 1 bope the law will take no hald of ven.




RAT-INat N0 barm will come to von, I {irely forvive
yoit 2" Bhe then asked him 10 kiss her. Hg Im:%lml
dowp snd Uided her usice,” which she returned. Nhe
=pid he wis the best of husbands, and she was the worst
wf wives. . She. highly deserved zll she had got. ‘The
YWinpid was tgken i the hospital. Wlhen witpery first en-
tuped.ihig rgoirl, the womnah exclaimed ¢ Take him away 3
hell wurpder mi-,"_-..;_'l_mrlmgtq'l‘lif[l_er, the porier, alludéd
tr by 1N stayitness, corroboruted his evalepee,

John- frq?'g?m:pi'ﬁ'i'm.l_ that be topk the prigmer isto cys-
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tody, and cearched him ; he fonnd 4 letter in his piosges-
sion. The letter-was protlaged ; it Frnfﬂl to be the same.
which had heen direciail o hitn by his wife 3 witgess
asked the prisoner how Nig could commit 8o rash anuct ;
he answered that ha. Lad done it, and e knew that he
should suffer for iy, . : Lo :

Mr: Heury Benwell, hoyse surgzeon of St. Bartbolemew’s
Hospital, recollevtad Blrs. Stent beinyybrought to the hag
pital on the evening of the Sthrof August. She had several
waunds ; one on the Tuwer pavt of the neck, which had pe-
petrated the Wi!lﬂ“ipﬂ; it was a dﬂ“ﬂ'ﬂfﬂlﬂ' “ﬁl.lliﬂ,‘ and
might bave occasioned her death, but she might have done
well withoul a suegenn @ thiy was probable.- She had
another wound on her chest, w superficial cut; a third on
the right breast, a gtub ; a fourth in ber right side, of con-
stilgrable ‘depili, which had wonndeill 1he right lung.
This was likewise a dangerous wound. ‘There was a
fifth wound ‘on the right arm. The wound in the lung
might have aceasioned her death. The knife produced
wai such 3 jnatrument as would inflict these wounds,

_ This-wag the whole of the cuse for the prosecution:

Mr. Jusiice _Bﬂl now addressed the prisoner, aud inti=
mated that if he had uny thing 10 say in his defence, the
period had now arrived for so doing. ]

The prisoner said he would Jeave his case entirely-in the
Landa’ of his counsel. 1 ,

"A vast number of witnesses were then called on behalfl
of the prisoner, 2ll of wham sppeared to be persons of grest
respectability. ‘They stated that they had known him for
mauy years, and had always beliecved him 10 be a kind-
hiearted, hom:ane, good-patared man, as any in existence ;
and a particularly affectionate and indulgent hasband. It
was iripossible, tn fact, ta imagrine testintony more favour-
able than wus given hy these persons, whn all sevried
actuaied by the strongest symnuthy tuwards the prisoner.

Mr. Justice Best proceeded to sum up the evidence.
flo deeply regretied the important and painful duty which,
i the present case, devolveil npon himself as well ax npon
the jury: paintul, however, as that duty was, he felty
doubt that they wouldlischarre it in a proper manner. The
lrarnel judre then explaineid the law upou the subject, From
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over 10 them, so donht could remain on the mind of auy
unprejidiced person that the erime charged npon the pri-
sancr.came within the provisions of that ‘st excellent act
of parliament, “introduced by the late lamented c<hief
justice of the King's Dench, for the -protection of the
subject’s life. Though it did not appear in evilence
upun the prescnt occasion, the: fact, houwever, might
fairly be asswined, that Dlrs. Stent,-the unbappy wo-
nran  who appeared . before them on that day, had
forsaken her hushand, ami by proving wnfaithful to his
beal, had inflicted upon him the most poignant anguish, the
most acule suffering that a man devoted o a wife coulil
pessibly cndure.  This, however, coull by no means be
admitted as a justification of his erime. I'he iaw of the
land, upon this subject, proceeded upon the same princi-
ples as.the religion of the gnuntry, which was Christianity.
IFa hushanid detected his wife in the very fact, #n flagrante
delicto, as it were, and that at the moment he plunged
-‘5“'"3-*‘&-"“,? weapon into her hostn so as to uccaxion
death, it would not be cunsidered murder. ‘Fhe law, like
the religion of (e conntry, making fair allowance
for the trailties of lluman nature, cvtisidered the hisband,
with such provocalion ismunediately befure lis eyes, ad no
lonwer nuder the putilance of reason, and of course not ac-
countable for his acis. Here, however, the circumstances
were guite different. A considerable time hail elapsed since
the elopement of' the first witness, aml eon her relurn she
wanifested those syinpioms of repentawce—that appenr.
ance of returzing uffection, which mighs well be sup-
posed to disarm vengeance, and prevent that ferncions
purpase whieh the prisoner appeared 10 have delihe-
rately contemplated. Even while her blood was flow-
img from the wouuds inflictel, she siill eutreated him in
the Janzuare of forgiveness—she called upon him te kiss
her; and in that kiss conveyed a pardon to her agsailant,
[Here all who were present seemed deeply affected, and
many of the ladies sheil tears.] VUnder circumsianees
such as these the'law il not adinit of the same excuse as
when a husband detected his wife in the very fact. « Suf-
ficient timme haviug been given for conl retlection on
une side, and for repeutansre on the other, the law, pra-
ceeding on the same principle as the benign religion which
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impunity.  Alter svme further abservations, whieh the
learneil judge delivered with great -talent and feeling, he
summed up the evidence at length,

The jury then retired, awl alter consulting for abont half
an hour, returneld a rerdict of guilty, bt recommended the
prisunerstrongly tamercy, on acconnt of his goad character,

Mr. Justice Best: ‘I'lie recommendation shall certainly

be turaarded.
KEYSNS OF THE BANK OF ENGLAND.

Elizabeth Dunham was then put te the bar, charged
with siealing two Keys, thie property of 1he (fovernor and
Cumpapy of the Bapk of Enyland, on the 28th of Angust.

The prisaner pleaded guilty to sthe fact of taking 1he
keys, but wauld nwt adnnt that it was a thelt. She was
respeclably dressed, and while Mr. Bosanquet was siating
the case, appeared to pay great altention to him. He said
the only oliject of the Bank in bringing forward this pro-
secnlion was, that the prisoner might he sent to a place
where she could be 1aken proper care of. It appeared that
when ber rooni was searched, there were fouml not less
than 4011 keys. Among them were the keys of the Church
Missivnary Saciety, Beli's-buildings, of the connting-house
of the Duke uf Xork's school, the padiock uf Greenwich
walch honse, the key of the College of Physicians, of the
Ruyal Exchange, the Temple stuirs, County prison, Maid-
stonejail, the Council-rovm,Guildhall, & many ethers. They
were all ticketed, und the day carefully recorded on which
they were taken. DMr. Bosinguet having closedl the case,

Shackwell, 1he porter of the Bank, was called for 1he
purpose of identifying the keys, which having done, the
prisoner requesied thatihey might be put into hier hands for
the purpuse ot agcertaining whethertheywere the same found
it her room. Thisbeing allowed, the moment the posr womnan
wrot them iuto her poussessioa, ehe exclaimedd, with an airof
hirh satisfaction awd trivmph, ‘¢ Now § have got them 1
shiall hold 1them for the rights of iny king, my country,
amd myselfl’”  She then wrapped them np carelully in a
povket hamlkerchief, and said nothing shonld induee her
1o wive them np hue a {ree pardon from the Prince llegent.

T'he coustaite who searc‘:d{l her Indginrs was then ex-
aminedd.  He s1ated that he found there not less than 4000
keys, allaf which were labelted, except alinui 200,




13-y ealled wpon for her defence, she suid that she
bad thine all this; that xhe had 1aken all the Keys fur her
awn nrhts whieh she eonld not otherwise ohtain. She
thougrht that by doing so she would secare her own rights
as well as thase of jer couniry, as the persuns who own
them wauld therely Le nblizell to do her justice.

Mr. Justiee'Richardann : Have yoii any wiinessesto eall?

Prisoner: I don’t know that T hare. | see no wilnesses.
I huave gut inany relations, hut no friemts. _

The jury, under hie dirertion ot'the Court, acqnitted the |
prisaner ujron the ground of iusnnit_y. . MNiie was, hossever,
detained, tor the purpuse of being tiken the proper care
of which her situaliou regnires. -

Samuyel Mills, a man of gentlemanly appearance, al
capiain in the army, was put to the bar tn take hig {rial on;
un tudictment, charging him with violating \be pevson o
Hannak Whitehoru, a spinster, at Chelsea, on the 291h of}
July last, Hannah Whitehorn, the proszcutiix, an mte-
resing loaking girl, wasputinto tlle'witm-sa’s hoxand sworn,
She stateil, that she was filleen years of nre, & went {o live
with the prisoner as servant on the 28th of July. She then
went on to describe 1the circumstances which preceded aned
toligwed the violence of which she complained. Iu the
course of her examination, heawever, she made such dis-
clusures as clearly proved, that if the offeuce hail heen at
all eommitteld, she had heen hersell a cousenting agent,
and did not make the slightest resistance, nor did she make
any disclosure until the 12ih of August of what had passed,
altheugh she haid repeated opporiunities of Jdoing sa.

Mr. Baron Graham said, it was impossilile 10 give credit
to such a1 witness, and the prisoner was instanily acquitted.

Mr. Baron Graham, under all the circumstances, was of
opinlon that tie whole was a foul 1mputation on the cha-
racter of'the genileman at the har.

Mr. Mills bowed and retired.

Mary Ann Butler was indicted for stealing fonr boltles
of wine in the dwelling-house of Sir Rubert Seppings.
The prisongr lived servant’ with the prosecutor. Ji was
observed that wing was frequently stolén from the cellar;
‘but noiwithstanding the ntmost’ vigilance, the thief re.
maineld undiscovered. At lengih, on the 3¢ of June, the
rriuuuer and the footboy being in the house .alone;. the
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atter 'etected the foriner in opening a wardrube daor,



in which’ the keys of the cellar were depasited,
bv means of a pibce of crooked wire, with whicl
she withidrew ‘the beltg. The boy remonstrated with
her an what she was doinir, upan which she said,
she thought it was no sin to rob her mistress, as she
was noneof the Lest of misiresses. She then took the keys,
went to the cellar, and 19ok out fpur botiles of wine. She
afterwards returned the keys to the place from whence she
bad tuken them, re-fastened the door by the same weans
with which she bal opened it, & on returning to the kitthn,‘

T-unk oe bottle of e Wine.~Guilty.



