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“One of the best ways to achieve justice
is to expose injustice.”
J ulian A ssange

T

he Tolpuddle Martyrs were trade
unionists, transported to Australia in 1834 for seeking higher
wages. Julian Assange is an Australian journalist who faces transportation
from Britain to America for publishing
the truth about US war crimes in Iraq
and Afghanistan.
At first sight the two cases seem
completely different. However in both
cases ruling elites were outraged that
their ‘rights’ (to cut wages at will or
to wage war across the globe as they
choose) were challenged. In both
case brave men asserted that we, the
people, have rights – to decent living conditions or the right to know
the truth about our rulers’ wars. In
both cases the establishment used the
law as a form of ‘Shock and Awe’ to
deter others and to deny the liberties
claimed. In both cases violation and
abuse of legal process was used to trap
the men and to subject them to inhumane treatment; their names were
smeared and their families harassed.
The Assange story must be seen as
another chapter in the long struggle
for social justice in Britain. In 1834
the trade union movement saw that

the threat to one group of workers was
a threat to all and mobilised successfully. Unlike 200 years ago the trade
union movement has not been a vocal
part of the campaign to free Julian
Assange, but it needs now to be part
of this historic struggle for justice.
This pamphlet seeks to draw out a
few of the parallels between the two
stories.
Background
The story of the Tolpuddle Martyrs is
set in the context of the harsh conditions in the English countryside in the
1830s. Land enclosures from the mid
18th century had turned poor farmers into landless labourers dependent
on local landowners for employment.
In the 1830s the average wage for an
agricultural labourer was 9/- (45p)
a week but in Tolpuddle wages had
been cut in 1833 to 7/- (35p). Other
injustices in the English countryside
at the time included the tied cottage
system whereby employers owned the
houses in which labourers lived and if
their employment ended the families
would be turned out of their cottages.
The conditions provoked popular

rebellion which took the form of the
‘Captain Swing’ riots. In Tolpuddle,
when the local landowner – Joseph
Frampton – threatened to cut wages
to 6/- (30p), about 40 labourers in
Tolpuddle formed a ‘Friendly Society’
and petitioned the local landowners
for a raise in wages.
The context in which Wikileaks
operated is one of semi-permanent wars
of aggression by the US, supported by
the UK, conducted with no regard to
basic human rights, and accompanied
by unparalleled levels of censorship to
secure ‘control of the narrative’
Wikileaks was founded by Julian
Assange in 2006 and “specialises in the
analysis and publication of large datasets
of censored or otherwise restricted official materials involving war, spying and
corruption”. Assange created the first
anonymous online submission system
for documents from whistleblowing sources. Such a system, such as
SecureDrop, is now used routinely by
major news and human rights organisations. The aim of Wikileaks, in
Assange’s words was to provide “privacy for the weak, transparency for the
powerful” and to use “mathematics and
programming to create a check on the
power of government”.
Wikileaks has shed light on environmental abuses, trade agreements,
corruption across the globe, including
the release of the draft TTIP agreement between Europe and the US.

Since 2010 the US has been seeking
the extradition of Assange under an
indictment which relates to Wikileaks’ publication from April 2010 of
documents deposited by the whistleblower Chelsea Manning, a US army
intelligence analyst in Iraq. These
databases contain approximately
90,000 Afghanistan war-related significant activity reports, 400,000
Iraq war-related significant activities
reports, 800 Guantanamo Bay detainee
assessment briefs, and 250,000 U.S.
Department of State cables.
The most infamous of the 2010
releases was the Baghdad ‘collateral
murder video’ showing random killings from a US helicopter gunship of
innocent civilians, journalists and of
people who tried to rescue them.1
The torture, war crimes and other
abuses these releases revealed caused
public outcry and official embarrassment and anger at the publicity for
their crimes. Rather than investigate
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the war criminals, the US government sought to silence the messenger,
bury the message and destroy Wikileaks. Chelsea Manning was arrested in
May, and in September 2010 US officials were reportedly pressing allied
Western governments to open criminal investigations against Assange. It
was against this background that in
September Assange travelled to Sweden, at that time the world’s strongest
safe haven for publishing activities.
(Melzer p.102)
While in Sweden allegations of a
sexual nature arose which were used
by the Swedish and British authorities
to prolong a preliminary investigation
for 9 years and turn Assange’s ‘fame
to shame’. A lengthy period began of
legal hearings, house arrest, asylum
and effective ‘arbitrary detention’ in
the Ecuadorean Embassy in London.
In April 2019 he was seized from the
Ecuadorean Embassy arrested in relation to a bail violation offence from
2012 he was taken to the police station where the US indictment was
unsealed and he was also arrested
in relation to a March 2018 indictment. He was taken to Westminster
Magistrates Court, charged with the
bail violation found guilty within 15
minutes and then taken to HMP Belmarsh. He was sentenced in May at
Southwark Crown Court to 50 weeks
imprisonment in relation to his bail
violation and since the expiry of his

sentence remains a remand prisoner
in HMP Belmarsh where he is held
solely at the behest of the US government’s 2019 extradition request. He is
neither charged with nor convicted of
any criminal offence and has no place
in any jail, let alone ‘Britain’s Guantanamo’. As the UN Rapporteur on
Torture, Nils Melzer, states in his book
(p.108): “… the trial of Julian Assange
is not about the rule of law, but about
political persecution and investigative and
judicial institutions are being deliberately
abused for that purpose. Victimised by
this abuse are not only Assange but also
the two Swedish women.”
Already in May 2019 Melzer
denounced Assange’s treatment: “The
evidence is overwhelming and clear, Mr.
Assange has been deliberately exposed,
for a period of several years, to progressively severe forms of cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment or punishment, the
cumulative effects of which can only be
described as psychological torture.” 2 His
condition has continued to deteriorate: in November 2021 he suffered a
minor stroke and has expressed suicidal
intentions should be sent to the brutal
maximum security US prison system.
Lawfare: the law as an instrument
of oppression
In both cases men were charged under
laws intended for national security
purposes which therefore carried
heavier sentences, but which also had

the effect of criminalising what were
or are normal activities – trade unionism in the 1830s and journalism today.
At Tolpuddle, 40 men joined a
Friendly Society to petition for higher
wages. In so doing they had sworn an
oath not to betray their comrades, a
common practice among Friendly
Societies of the period. At the time
most labourers were illiterate, so
swearing an oath was the alternative
to signing a declaration or a contract.
Lord Melbourne, the Home Secretary,
advised the local landowners to use
the 1797 Unlawful Oaths Act, a law
directed against mutinies in the navy
and intended to combat seditious conspiracies in the armed forces.
17 of the 18 charges that Julian
Assange faces if he is extradited to
the US are under the US Espionage
Act of 1917. This was also an Act
passed in time of war to safeguard
national security. The initial indictment of March 2018 (sealed until
the day of his arrest 11.04.2019) had
been one charge of conspiracy to
commit computer intrusion which
carried a maximum penalty of five
years At first the Justice Department

sought to avoid charging him with
espionage as that would clearly be
a political offence, and specifically
excluded under the Anglo-American
extradition treaty of 2003.
However the first superseding
indictment of May 23rd 2019 added
17 charges under the Espionage Act.
These would likely be served in a US
supermax prison subject to the brutal
‘Special Administrative Measures’.
Seeking and publishing information by
whistleblowers and others is part of the
normal activity of investigative journalism. To brand it as espionage has a
“chilling effect” on journalism.
The British judiciary has consistently supported the US case. Judge
Vanessa Baraitser who presided at the
extradition hearings in February and
September 2021 accepted all the US
arguments that Assange’s activities
placed him beyond the bounds of “lawful journalism” and therefore could be
deemed to be espionage. Yet the US/
UK extradition treaty of 2003, which
came into force in 2007 following its
ratification by the US Senate, and
under which the US sought Assange’s
extradition specifically prohibits

extradition for political offences. The
US argued that this provision of the
Treaty did not apply because an enabling act – the British Extradition Act
of 2003 – did not include that prohibition. Baraitser decided that Assange
was not politically motivated and she
downplayed evidence that the CIA
spied upon Assange and his family on
behalf of the CIA. She argued that
espionage was not a political offence
and anyway, the provision excluding
political offences did not apply.
Neverthless Baraitser did accept
that the conditions of extreme solitary and confinement and isolation
that Assange would face, given the
evidence presented on his mental condition, “would be oppressive by reason
of mental harm” and procedures in
a US supermax would not prevent
Assange “from finding a way to commit suicide”. This was the sole basis on
which the US request was refused.
The US appealed against her
decision by giving “assurances”, in
particular that Assange would not
be put under special administrative
measures (SAM) unless “in the event
that, after entry of this assurance, he
was to commit any future act that met
the test for the imposition of a SAM.”
As Amnesty International points out 3
the assurances have a back door that
allow for continuing arbitrary decisions. These are very likely, given that
leading US politicians have called for

his assassination, given the evidence
that the CIA plotted to assassinate
Assange and employed a company to
spy on Assange in the embassy.4
Nevertheless in January 2022 the
High Court Judges duly accepted
the US assurances. On June 17th
2022 Priti Patel signed the extradition request. Assange’s lawyers have
lodged an appeal against the decision.
Tainted testimony
One of the chief witnesses who testified against the Tolpuddle Martyrs was
John Lock, the son of James Frampton’s
head gardener at Moreton Hall and one
of Frampton’s informers. The Radical
MP Thomas Walkley alleged in Parliament that the witnesses had been
placed in gaol before the trial to ensure
they appeared and gave the ‘required
evidence’. At the trial, although the
unlawfulness of the oath was the key
charge, no wording of the oath was ever
produced and the court relied on garbled accounts by the ‘witnesses’.
In July 2021 an Icelandic newspaper,
Stundin conducted an interview with
the key witness at Assange’s trial, Sigurdur Ingi Thordarson. His statements
presented at the extradition hearing purported to show that Assange
instructed Thordarson to commit computer intrusions or hacking in Iceland.
However he admitted to the paper that
Assange never instructed him – noone at Wikileaks did. Thordarson has
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several convictions for sexual abuse
of minors and fraud: the FBI promised
him an immunity deal in May 2019.5
Nevertheless his testimony was
crucial in Baraitser’s judgement in
January 2021, as Stundin comments:
“Baraitser sided with the arguments of the
American legal team, including citing the
specific samples from Iceland which are
now seriously called into question.”
Excessive and extra-judicial
punishment
The Tolpuddle Martyrs were sentenced to seven years transportation
to Australia, and to conditions of nearslavery in the harsh penal colonies
there. The sentence was seen at the
time as excessive.
In addition to the general harshness of transportation itself, in which
men were closely packed and shackled, the six men were vulnerable to
further mistreatment in Australia as
their record as trade unionists exposed
them to additional punishments. One

Martyr reported having being told by
an officer: “I understand it was your
intention to have murdered, burnt, and
destroyed everything before you, and you
are sent over here to be severely punished, and no mercy shall be shown you.”
Punishment was also meted out to
the Martyrs’ families. The six wives
were left with a total of 16 children
to support without the family breadwinners. The families were reported
to be living “almost entirely on tea
and potatoes”. They were not allowed
to visit their men in prison, and they
were refused parish relief. A local
magistrate told them: “You shall suffer
want, you shall have no mercy”.
For Assange extra-judicial punishment has been over a much longer
period and imposed much more
intensively. After Assange had been
questioned in Sweden about the sexual
allegations, he was told by the Swedish
authorities that he could return to Britain, which he did. Almost immediately
the Swedish prosecutor issued a European Arrest Warrant, although Assange
had been neither formally indicted nor
convicted of a crime. He was arrested in
London and released on bail.
After several unsuccessful appeals
in the British courts against his extradition to Sweden, on 19th June 2012
Assange sought asylum in the Ecuadorean Embassy breaking the terms of
his bail conditions. He did so because
he feared that the Swedish authorities
might then ‘refoul’ him to the US, a

fear acknowledged as valid by one
magistrate in his case. The embassy
was watched 24/7 by British police:
had he tried to leave the Embassy,
even for medical reasons he would
have been arrested and extradited.
During this time Assange’s health
seriously deteriorated. In December
2015, the UN Working Group on
Arbitrary Detention (UNWGAD),
having reviewed his case, determined
that he had been held in a state of
arbitrary detention since his arrest in
London in December 2010. This was
deemed to be in breach of “articles 9
and 10 of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights and articles 9 and 14 of
the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights (ICCPR), Mr. Assange
has not been guaranteed the international norms of due process and the
guarantees to a fair trial”.6 Their views
fell on deaf British judicial ears.
Following a change of government in Ecuador in 2017, surveillance
of Assange in the Embassy became
highly intrusive and his conditions
more restrictive. The CIA spied on
him, his discussions and his meetings
with lawyers via a surveillance firm,
UC Global, whose owner currently
faces charges in a Spanish court. On
20th February 2019 the new President, Lenin Moreno signed a loan
agreement with the IMF of $4.2bn
requiring US approval.7 On 11th April
2019 the Ecuadorean government

revoked Assange’s asylum, and UK
police entered the Embassy and
arrested Assange. He offered an apology for breach of bail conditions but
was found guilty and received a sentence of 50 weeks imprisonment.
This is the maximum possible
sentence for this offence, and he
was ordered to serve it in Belmarsh
maximum security prison – “Britain’s Guantanmo”, usually reserved
for terrorists and violent criminals.
Assange’s fears of onward extradition to the US were quickly proved
entirely justified. On the same day as
his arrest the US unsealed the indictment against him, on 23rd May a
superseding indictment was made
and on 4th July they issued a formal
request to Britain for his extradition.
Hence Assange endured nine years
of arbitrary detention even before
he entered Belmarsh. His continued
detention there is still arbitrary.
Judges, jury, family and class
The ease with which the judiciary
make arbitrary rulings is breath-taking yet well-known. At times they
perform acrobatic leaps of logic in
order to condemn those who assert
our rights. This has much to do with
common class interests and, not infrequently, family connections.
Family connections played their
part in the arrest and trial of the six
Dorsetshire labourers, while their

shared interests and attitudes made
conviction almost automatic.
Two juries would be involved in trials in Britain at the time – the grand
jury and the petty jury, the latter making the final decision as to guilt. The
role of the Grand Jury was to review
the cases coming before the court
and to decide on whether there was
a “probable cause” or “prima facie”
evidence that a crime had been committed after which an indictment was
drawn up and presented to the court.
The Grand Jury, however, would also
sit in court: in Dorchester, where the
men were tried, the Grand Jury sat
on a balcony elevated above and visible to the Petty Jury: the votes of the
jurors were visible to the members of
the Grand Jury. The Grand Jury duly

agreed the basis for the charge against
the trade unionists.
The Petty Jury was made up of
twelve local farmers who had no
reason to favour the union. The institutional bias becomes clear in the case
of one tradesman who was disqualified
from the jury because he had heard
George Loveless preach in the Methodist Chapel.
The trial was presided over by Judge
Baron Williams who took the view
that: “The object of all legal punishment
is not altogether with the view of operating on the offenders themselves, it is also
for the sake of offering an example and a
warning”. He also told the jury that,
if they found the six men innocent,
they would “forfeit the good opinion of
the Grand Jury”.

Family ties

Lord Melbourne

The Grand Jury’s foreman in the case
of the Tolpuddle Martyrs was William
Ponsonby MP, brother-in-law to Lord
Melbourne, the Home Secretary,
who believed that trade unions were
‘‘inconsistent, impossible and contrary to the law of nature.” Members
of the jury included James Frampton
(who had arrested the six men), his
son Henry, his step-brother Charles
Wollaston and several of the magistrates who had signed the arrest
warrant.

Assange’s fate has lain entirely in the
hands of a few well-connected individuals. In most cases, these judges have
used their position to attack Assange’s
character, on the basis of what could
only be unfounded media reports.
A key person in his judicial hearings has been Lady Arbuthnot of
Edrom, the senior district judge, who
has been both a presiding magistrate
and has had a supervisory role over
the case. Her husband is Lord James
Arbuthnot of Edrom, a Tory peer with
extensive Parliamentary experience
especially in the fields of defence and
national security. He was Chairman
of the Defence Select Committee
from 2005 to 2014 and is also listed
as a former director of Security Intelligence Consultancy SC Strategy Ltd.
The other two listed directors are former Head of MI6, Sir John Scarlett
and Lord Carlisle. Scarlett was implicated in torture and extraordinary
rendition.8
Arbuthnot’s son, Alexander Arbuthnot, is Vice President of Vitruvian
Partners, which leads a consortium
of investors in Darktrace, “a cybersecurity company which is also staffed
by officials recruited directly from the
US National Security Agency (NSA)
and the CIA.”. He advises Vitruvian
on cyber-security. Another member of
Vitruvian is on the board of Darktrace.
Darktrace was established deliberately
to counter cyber threat to data emanating with an organisation, that is from

whistleblowers. Arbuthnot has also
worked for Symantec which in 2010
produced a report entitled: “Avoiding a
repeat of WikiLeaks: What can be done
to prevent malicious insiders?”
Indeed, to paraphrase the Tolpuddle judge, it could be said of her that
had she supported Assange’s claims
she would have risked “forfeiting the
good opinion” of the security services, many of whom may have their
own reasons for seeing Assange permanently incarcerated. Arbuthnot
has never recused herself from the
case, but she no longer presides in
Court and has supervises her replacement, Vanessa Baraitser who, during
the extradition hearings has made it
impossible for him to participate in
his defence, has failed to ensure he
has access to his lawyers and to legal
documents.
Sajiv Javid, as Home Secretary signed the initial extradition
request in June 2019. He had been
party to discussions in the US about
Assange through the annual American Enterprise Institute meetings, a
neo-conservative organisation with
links to the intelligence ‘community’.
The comments of other speakers who
shared the panel at which Javid spoke
in 2018 indicate that Javid was mixing
with people who certainly want the
death penalty. “Why wasn’t Assange
garrotted in his hotel room years ago?”
asked one speaker.9
Alan Duncan was foreign minister in

2019 and arranged Assange’s removal
from the Ecuadorean Embassy. He had
previously called Assange “a miserable little worm” in Parliament.10 He
is a close personal friend of Lord Chief
Justice Ian Barnett, who accepted that
the US had the right to introduce their
assurances regarding Assange’s treatment as part of their appeal against
Baraiter’s decision that he should not
be extradited.
The organs of persuasion: church
and mass media
Members of the local clergy round
Tolpuddle were directly involved in aiding and abetting the landowners’ attack
on labourers’ conditions and on nascent
trade union. The vicar of Tolpuddle Rev
Thomas Warren in 1832 participated in
a meeting between labourers and local
landowners which agreed to a weekly
wage of 10 shillings a week, and, on
Loveless’ invitation, Warren acted as
a witness to the agreement. When the
landowners went back on their promise shortly afterwards, Warren denied
that any such agreement had taken

place. Four Church of England clergymen signed a caution warning workers
against joining a union.
Before during and after the trial
Warren and other churchmen made
various attacks on the labourers, one
smeared the leader, George Loveless,
as a ‘strife-maker’ a ‘bad and wicked
man’. George Loveless in 1838 wrote
a famous ‘letter’ – ‘The Church shown
up’ accusing them in terms very similar to those which might be put to the
proprietors of mainstream newspapers
and social media sites which have the
current role of keeping the population
quiescent:
“How often has it been observed that
the clergy are every foremost in opposing any popular measure that is likely to
be carried for the good of the people …
What chance, sir, has a labouring man
of obtaining justice if the clergyman
of the parish … is ill-disposed towards
him?”
Our modern-day pillars of the
Establishment,
the
mainstream
press, have spared no pains to vilify
Assange. Media across the world was
the willing tool of the Swedish police
who early released information about
the allegations to the press, thereby
transgressing rules of confidentiality –
a disservice to the very women they
purported to be protecting. The media
has repeatedly called the allegations
‘charges’ when no charges have ever
been brought
Many newspapers, having been

party to the release of Assange’s 2010
caches of documents, and profited
from the resulting sales, have since
denounced him. They have portrayed
Assange as a ‘publicity seeker’ and
‘narcissist’, deceitfully conflating publicity for a cause or for information
of vital public interest, with selfpublicising. They have maintained a
media silence over most of the court
proceedings, the statements by UN
rapporteurs, and even of Thordarson’s
tainted testimony.11 Assange has been
accused of risking lives by releasing
documents. But Wikileaks’ strategy
was to release the documents in a controlled way, which would ensure that
redactions protected named individuals. It was two Guardian journalists
who published the password to unredacted documents. In fact, as became
apparent during Chelsea Manning’s
trial there is no evidence of any individual being harmed from Wikileaks
releases.12
The campaign for release
There was a powerful response from
the nascent trade union movement
to the Tolpuddle Martyrs’ cause: mass
dem
onstrations and a huge petition
forced the government’s hand and in
March 1836 all the men received a
full and free pardon. (Further harassment awaited them on their return to
England)
In contrast the response in Britain

to the case of Assange has been exceptionally weak. Much blame must be
laid at the doors of the media, whose
demonization of Assange has overridden popular concern for press
freedoms, his personal safety, and even
of awareness of the crimes his work
brough to public attention. Relatively
few MPs have spoken out, whereas in
1834 William Cobbett, Joseph Hume,
Thomas Wakeley and other MPs
“kept the question constantly before
Parliament”.
On the other hand myriad international organisations, politicians,
doctors and writers call for Assange’s
release including Amnesty International, the International Bar
Association, Alice Walker, Noam
Chomsky and Mairead Maguire.13
They can see that the nature of the
charges brought against Assange, the
multiple violations of legal process,
the vindictive ‘punishment by process’, the mental torture and physical
ill-health that Assange has endured
all threaten journalism, and especially
the scrutiny of acts of war. The Commissioner for the European Court of
Human Rights wrote to Priti Patel on
10th May 2022: “it is my view that the
indictment by the United States against
Mr Assange raises important questions
about the protection of those that publish
classified information in the public interest, including information that exposes
human rights violations”.14

Today, the mainstream press, having helped to immobilise a campaign
to free Assange, is waking up to the
implications of the Assange case: we
must hope it is not too late.
The support for the Tolpuddle Martyrs nearly 200 hundred years ago shows
us what can and must be done. As a historian of the Tolpuddle Martyrs wrote:
“The Martyrs of Tolpuddle speak
across the years of the price by which
alone justice can be set up on the earth …
they take an honourable place in the long
story of man’s struggle against the fear and
greed of those who entrench themselves
behind the privileges that property and
class bestow upon the favoured minority.”
(Herbert Evatt, 2009)

King’s Cross demonstration, 1834

Or as Nils Melzer, UN Rapporteur
on Torture, has written. “Assange is
not persecuted for his own crimes, but for
the crimes of the powerful. Their impunity is what the trial of Assange is really
about.” (Melzer, p.330)
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Further reading
Nils Melzer The Trial of Julian Assange
Verso, 20222. The UN Rapporteur on
Torture, Nils Melzer, has provided a
thorough and penetrating analysis of the all
the legal proceedings against Assange, from
the rape allegations in Sweden through all
the twists and turns in the British courts.
This book is all you need to understand the
case and refute the lies.
Assange’s motivation is explored in this
2010 video.
Karen Sharpe (ed) Julian Assange in his
own words OR books, 2021
Tariq Ali and others (eds) In Defense of
Julian Assange OR Books, 2020
Renata Avila and others Women,
Whistleblowing, Wikileaks OR Books,
2018
Herbert Vere Evatt, The Tolpuddle
Martyrs: Injustice within the law, with an
introduction by Geoffrey Robertson,
Sydney University Press, Sydney, 2009

Films about Assange are available here:
https://dontextraditeassange.com/
playlist/
A model motion to pass in your
trade union branch is available here:
https://wiseupaction.info/2019/12/17/
model-motion-in-support-of-wikileaksjulian-assange/
This pamphlet is an update of
an earlier more extensive article
published by the Committee for the
Defence of Julian Assange: https://
wiseupaction.info/2020/06/22/
van-diemens-land-to-belmarsh-in-200years-the-parallel-between-tolpuddlemartyrs-and-julian-assange/
Reflections on Tolpuddle Martyrs
and Julian Assange with Dr Helen
Mercer, Geoffrey Robertson QC, Chris
Williamson former MP, convened by
Dr Deepa Driver: https://wiseupaction.
info/2022/01/20/injustice-and-resistancereflections-on-tolpuddle-martyrs-andjulian-assange-freethetruth-26-07-2020/

Memorial to the Tolpuddle Martyrs, Tolpuddle, Dorset

“Give me the freedom to think, to speak and to argue freely,
according to conscience above all other liberties” –
George Loveless, the leader of the Tolpuddle Martyrs, 1834.
“Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment
of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging
the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the
government for a redress of grievances.”
First Amendment to the US Constitution, passed 1791.
“Every time we witness an injustice and do not act, we train
our character to be passive in its presence and thereby eventually
lose all ability to defend ourselves and those we love”
Julian Assange, 2007 cited in
“Assange in his own words”, p.103
David Rovics, singer songwriter and performer
at the Tolpuddle Festival writes:
“I highly recommend this pamphlet. May we free
Julian Assange from prison and return him to his family in
London, just as the movement of the working class in the
1830’s won the pardons for the Tolpuddle farmworkers, and
brought them back home to their families in Dorset.”
Produced on behalf of: The Committee to Defend Julian Assange
Find Out about the Committee to Defend Julian Assange news and events at:
 https://wiseupaction.info
 www.facebook.com/CommitteeToDefendJulianAssange/
 On twitter: @WISEUpAction @ja_defence

