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Pregident of the United States, and to bring him into con-
tampt and disrepute, and to excite the hatred of the good
people of the Upnited States against him, did wickedly and
malicionsly write, print, utter and pnblish, a false, scandal-
ons and malicious writing, against the Pregident of the United
States, of the tenor and effect following, that is to say: ‘The
reign of Mr. Adams has hitherio been one continued tempest,
ete.’” Now what is the law? The aet of Congress provides
among other thinga that, ‘if any person shall write, print,
utter or publish, or shall caunse or proecure to be written,
printed, uttered or published, any false, scandaloms and
malicious writing or writings, against the government, or
either House of the Congress, or the President of the United
States, with intent to defame the said government, or either
House of Congress, or the sai@ President, or to bring them,
or either or any of them, into eontempt or disrepute, or to
excite against them the hatred of the good people of the
United States, ete.’’! The indietment charges the defend-
ant with publishing a false, seandalous and malicions writ-
ing egainst the President, and the law provides against the
publieation of false, scandslous and malicious writings
againat the President. The offenses stated in the indietment
correspond with those expressed in the law; the question then
is, whether the name of the book in which such false, secan-
dalous and malicious writings are published, must be recited
in an indietment against an offender? It brings it to this
point. Is it necessary that the title of the publication should
be examined before it ean be ascertained that it eomes within
the law? Any false, scandalous and maliciona writing pub-
lished with intent to defame, is provided against by law,
whatever may be its title or name, or whether it have any
pame or not. I know that cases can be produced where the
title of the libel is recited in the indictment. I remember
one case where a man was indicted for publishing a libel
called ‘The Nun in her Smock;’* but it was not necessary to
mention the title of the libel in that case, nor is it essential

in any. Why is it necessary that every charge against a




