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w hofe views are the {ame with our’s, but may not have Delegates

at this time. A

¢ "The minutes-of this day’s{itting clofe with a variety of mo-
tions; and amongft others the following, by Citizen ——, and
feconded by Citizen ——, ¢'T'hat a funa ve raifed by fublcription
for defiaying the expence of {mall patriotic publications, to-be
dittributed in the Highlands.  Every publication fhall bear the
figure of a H.ghiund Man in full drefls, with target and broad
fword, to att:=¢t the atrention of Highlandmen. No publication
1o ccft more than half a penny.” — o

« By Citizen
up 2 declaration of the natural, unalicnable, and unprelcriptible
Rights of Man; and that the {ame be prefixed 1o an Addrefs to
the People of Great Britain.” .

“ And « Thar a Committee of Oblervation beappuinted tn
London, to give the earlieft intimation of any motion of the kind
mentioned in the foregoing refolution 1o the different Societies,™
¢« Convention-Hall, Firk Year of the Brith Convention,

Nov. 29, Anno Domini 1703. Tenth Day’s Suting. Citizen

w17} the Chair. R ‘

¢¢ Citizen Margarot gave 1n the Report of the Committes of
Regulations ; which was ordered to be printed, and capies to be
given in to the feffions on Monday, for their confideration.”

« The Secretary read ———"s motion for a Crnmittee of Olgﬁr—h

vtizn-to be appointed in London. Citizen Margarot. fited,
‘Fhat there was no occaflon for a Committee of that nature. in
Londen, ds there were feveral thoufands of people in that city
opon the fook out.  ftvwas accordingly agreed, That. the Conven-
tisn [bould requeft the Londen Commuitee of Correfpondence to. grve. the
earlicft miclligence of what pafjed in Parbiament. S
- A letter from a fricnd, &c. which Lad:been tranfimitred to
A. Scott, of the Gazetteer, was read, containing patriotic-féntis
ments, and two ghineas ; and Citizen Tayler prefented a gumea
from another Citizen, whefe nzme he was rot at libérny to meg
tign. [t was (tated by the Svcretary, thar a citizen {rom London
wasprefent, who wids 1o give sk 55, to the Convention, when'a
coliection fhuuld be made for enlightening the Highlunders:
The thanks ol the heufe were unznimoufly given to--the before
mentioned patriots for their donations. « . L
“ Eleventh Dav’s Suting, Nov. g¢, 1793, - - .
T he-oSscrerary réad a motion, that 2 Cunimitice be appoint-
ed to revifeeach day’s minutes immediately on the rifing ~of ithe
Convention, for the? purpuic of fending them to the prels, 1o
make hedeajter a daily bulletin of the fame. The queftion be-
ing put, the motion pafled unanimoufly.
« Citizen

, ¢ That a Committee be appointed to dratv -

-
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« Citizen likewife moved, That no perfon thould be
allowed the honours of the fitting, unlefs recommended by two’
membeérs ; which with amendineuts, as in the motion itlelf, pafled
unanimoufly.

“#¢. The Secretary read a motion for publifhing the natural, un-
alicnable, and unprefcriptible Rights of Man, which was order-
etk toibe given to the Committee of Union, - |

2144 ¢ vwas moved, Thar Captain thould report fome cir-
cumftances to the Convention ; for which purpofe the houfe re-
folved itfelf into’ a Commitiee, when he read-an account of the
trial and fentence of D. Holt, for re-printing the Duke of Rich-
mond and Mr. Pitt’s Relolution tor.a Parliamentary Reform ;
after: which, the Chatnnan being replaced, the Secretary mo-
ved, That Captain ——w— {hould ve allvwed the honours. of .the

[fitting.” - N -

- ¢ (Citizen ~— from Strathaven, and from Hamilton,
requelted ledve of abfence thould be granted, and moved, that. all
the De]egates who had left the Conventien, fhould TECEIVE lettgrS
to return imuaiediately, and remain at their pofts until the impor-
tant bufinefs which. was -daily introduced into the Convesition
thould be properly difcuifed. " .

« A motion to fine thofe members who did not attend their
Sedtions.” . The order of the day was called:for, B

- ¢ A motion for drawing out a {croll of a petition to parlia-
taent ; which being read, The order of the-day was moved upin.
it | S
% Monday, December 2, 1793. Firlt Year of the Britifh Con-

vention, Twentieth Day’s Sitting, Citizen, ~—— in the

Chair, ard Citizen ~—— and —— Affiltants at the Table.”

« Citizen Skirving iufilted that all the members, both. of the
Convention and Primary Societies, {hould fubfcribe a folemn
leagne and covenant. - _ S -

- ¢¢ Citizen Gerald pled for liberty of fentimeet ; and compar-
ed the people and their enemies, to the worthippers of the true
God and of Baal. - He afterwards read fome.paragraphs from the
Kdinburgh Herald, with {uitable comments ; and compared the
conflitution of 1688 to a dead horfe. He fhewed the infipidity
of the title ** Gentleman,” and the propriety of the term *¢ Citi.
zen:3” -remarked the impropriety of the mode n_j‘ promulgating
our laws, by reftriting them to be lold by one printer, and pub-
lilhed in the Saxon chara&er, which few can read.” .

¢ Citizen'Skirving alfo'pled for the motion, and infifted thay,
it was proper, on all occafions, ta take the opinion of the Pritnary

Societies; .and confidered the Convention as.orly w Committee of
the Pcsta’. - | F

-
!

,”t_' a ) & F 1t1
e
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<« Citizen Margarot pled 1n favour of the motion. The-ap-
*probation given by the many thoufands of their conflituents in London,
Steffield Niorwich, Leeds, e | ,

‘« The motion being azreed to, with one diffectient voice, who
xfeerwards acceded, Citizen read a fpifited advertifement
from the Noitingham Society, inferted 1 a Sheflield newd-
paper.” ‘

¢« A motion made by Citizen , and feconded by Citizen
——, Tzt the Convention iball pals {cme relolutions refpefling
the late unprecedented and unwarra:table infringements on the
freedom of the prefs, particularly the arbitrary {entence of Judge
‘Wilfen againit Mr. Holt, for reprinting the Duke of Richmond
znd Mr. Pitt’s Pian of Reform. '

«« Citzen and moved, 1 hat this Convention take
under cenfiderztion whether (after the contemptible manner in -
which the late petitions for parliamentary reform were treated)
they fhall zgain petition for reform, or at what period they
fhould recommend the {ame to their conftituents, QOa this
dzy 19s. 3id. was collected.” .
‘ At the Thir:eenth Day’s Sitting,

« Citizen , of Snefnield, preduced a commiflion from
the I.zeds Conftitutional Society, 2ppointing him their Delegate g
which was approved of by the Convention. On this day 18s. gd.
was cnilected. s
The Minutes of the Fenrteenth Day’s Sitting are begun and

entered thus: ¢ Ldinburgh, November 4, 1793.  Fourteenth

Sitting of the Brtith Convention. *

_{Inthe 2bove, November is, by miftake, inferted in place of
December.) R

«“ Mr, Margarot begred leave to bring in a motion to this
efivt, T'hat the moment of the illegal dilperfion of the prefent
Convention be conlidired as our {fummons to repair to the place
of meeting appointed for the Convention of Emergency by the
Qecret Commisiee; and that the {ame motion be confid=red this
evening.  Leave was accordingly granted. T

«¢ The Convzntion then heard the only two motions on their
table read, which regardcd the fame matter 5 and it being objeéted
to, the bulinefc of thefe motions was to be taken up to-morrow
evening ; aiter fome converlation, 1t was carried by a vote of . the
houle to delay {urther confideration il to morrow evening,
Nir. Alzrgarot being prepared to bring forward his motion above-
merticned, the {ame was tzken under confideration, and was as
foilows @ - LS

* =

““ Moved, That the moment of any illegal difpérﬁon of the
Britith Convention {hall be confidered as'a fummons to thé De-
legates to repair to the place of meeting appointed for the Con-

-7 ‘ * vention
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-vention of Emergericy by the Secret Committeey and that t
decret Committee be'inftru@ed to proceed, without delay, to Bix
the place of meeting. o | '

v 4 The Convention,” having confidered the motion fully, un-

animoufly refolved the fame, and appointed the Secret Comumittee
to proceed as delired.

L

“ Relalved, that the following declaration. and refolution ‘b
anferted at the end of our minutes. .
¢ That this Convention confidering the calamitous confe-
quences of any act of legillature, which may tend to deprive the
whole or any part of the peopic of their undoubted right, to. meet
either by themielves or by delegates, to difculs any matter rela-
tive to their common iuterc{t, whether of a public or private na-
ture, and holding the {ame to be totally inconiillent with the firft
principles and fafety of fuciety, and alfo fubverfive of our known
dnd acknow ledged conftitutional liberties, do hereby declare, be-
fore God and the world, that we {hall follow the wholefome ex-
ample of tormer times, by paying no regard to any aét which
fhall militare againit the Conltitution of our country,-and (Hall
continue to allemble and conhider of the belt means by which .we
can accomplith a real reprefentation of the peopley and annual
election, until compelled-to defilt by fuperior force. -

“ And we do relolve, that the firlt notice given for the intro-
dution of a Convention Bill, or any bill of a fimilar ten-

dency to that palfed in Ireland in the laft feflions of their Parlia-
ments ' o ‘ o :
“ Or any bill for the fupenfion of the Habeas Corpus A&, or
the at for preventing wrongous imprifonment, and againft undue
delays 1n trial in North Brtaing | R
¢ 4¢ Qr in.cale of an- invalion; or the admiflionof any foreign,
troops what{oever into (rreat Britain or Ireland 5 | -
-4 All.orany one of - thefe calamitous circomftances fhall be a
fignal to the feveral delegates to repair to fuch place as the Secret
Committee of this Convention fhall appointy and the hrft feven
members thall have a power to declare the fittings permanent,
fhall: conltitute a Convention, and twenty-one proceed to buf-
hefs; T ! ‘ . . -
¢ The Convention doth therefore refolve, that each delegate,
immediately on his return home, do convene his conftituents, and.
explain:to them the neceflity of eleting a delegate ‘or delegates,
and of:eftablithing a fund, without delay, againft any of thele
emergencies, for his or their expence ; and that they do inflru&
the faid delegate or delegatesto hold themfelves ready to. depart at
one hour's warning. = B R UL
A4 A iDelegate from-Gilafgow prefented to the Se&tions, during:
the {ittings ot this Conventiony a motion of the follbwi'ng';gér‘%j}' 3
Wiy i, 18

a— -
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“ The delegate from Glafgow moves, That the Convention
take into their cenfideration the nature and extent of a refolution
adopted by their conftituents, ‘and moft of the other Societigs 15
Scotland, “and afterwards ranﬁed and approved of at the Gerieral
Conventioa held at Edinburgh in December 1792, the import
of which was, "Uhat if any member of their Socicty affociated for
the purpcfe of obtaining 2 parliamentary reform, fhould, while
in the legal profﬁcvum of trat objelt, be opprefied or perfemted
by the arm of pnwer, they (hould not only meet with the 'affift
ance of the Saciety-to which: thry belong, but alfo by the umted
eforts of 211 their brethren in Szotland.

s¢Qince the 2bove period, however, we ‘are {'orry to fay,feveral
cf cur members have been perfecuted, and that in a moft wanton
fo2fieT, and thezbove refoiution (which if duly put in force
would, we humbly apprehend, have the happy effc&t of embold-
ening thofe who havealrealy come forward, asd of encouraging
others wito have not yet taken any allive part to unite thetr efs
forts in the general caule) has never yet bzen attended to. .

ks Kre therciore humbly move, That the Convention take in-
to confideration 1he above particulars, and conlider what mea«
fue: may be moft conducive towards the perfurmance of the
obilgation we lie under; in conlequence of that refolution,-and
L:‘E“:‘Eb'y thew to the world that we are not unmindful of - thofe
who have already fuffered, or may in {uture {ulfer in their coun-,
try’s s caule, ,
¢ By Orcerof the De‘ierﬂtion, —

<« Edinburgh, OCL. 32, 1793.

O (To Gurneil, 4 | pater J’.EJEIUI bim,) “’here chd you ﬁnd tha%
p:pfr "

2. I found it in Mr. Hardv's poile{lion. e

(Recd by ihe ClerF of the C: “uFi.) ,. .
- ¢« Feriow CITIZEH, Edinburgh, Dec. 3y 1791,

“ Ve defire that 2 copy of the inclokd papers be kept by the
foctety, and that anorker COpY of them be delivered; withott
delay, to  Citizen Maitin, 10 oraur that he may p*oceed theze-
usen Huﬁr‘t.l&f”l} SRR

"« You wmalrcady have had confufed accounts of what has
tzkem place here for the lait four dw: ; but on T uelday nextithe
Edinburgh Guzetteer ihail (if defsot: fm PeTInIL) ZIve you a com-

lete detail of every "Hrg The fociety will :hertb}' be' able to
difcover that an zarrival in Scotlaad has been prouuﬁlw of. great
advaniage to the caufe, and at the fame time has given great
alarm to our enemies.  We are very much furprized at the re-
miffnels of the {vciety ; while we are expofing our life apdili-
berty, while we are da vanng ouy 1ime and our cxcﬂmn&ltc their
{ervice, while we zre incurring numberlefs experices;. and «af-

frusting dangers that would ftagger the moft-hardy of - 1h?ni:,
while




C o e

while we are doing all this, we are moreover obliged to remidgd
them of it, and that fupplies are now become more neceflary than.evers
furely the pecuiniary exertions of any individual in the fociety, car
nevtr be compared fo our endeavsurs: Hovoured 'with their confi-
" dénce, we hid duifelves happy in being placed in the front of
the battle ; but et them remember that our facrificing ousfelves
will be of little ufe, unlels they afford us a proper fupport, and
that moft immediately. Not daring any longer to truft to the
polt, we fend you all thefe papers in a parcel, You will be'fs
good as to make us acquainted with iheir fafe arrival.~Gerald
wifhes to get to London as foon as poflible, he will communi-
cate that which cannot be o fully exprefled by letter ; you may:
confider this as a private letter, but you may read fuch partsof it
as you think proper to any member, of the fodiety, efpecially.
where it may be produ&ive-of good. You will fee by theinclo:
fed papers, that power has proceeded in a moft asbitrary mannep,
almoft all the prominent characters in the Convention have beers,
or are to be apprehended and examined.—Lord Daer will, we
believe, meet with no greater favour than ourfelves we vhiders
ftand that there 1s a warrant ont againft him.  Asan account of |
what has happened to us would exceed the bounds of a letter, we
will ouly juft give you a fketch of 1t, by way of journal, refer,
ring you, as we faid before, to pext Tueflday’s Gazetteer. .

_ “ Thur{day morning, at7 o’clock.-
““ A fheniff’s officer, followed by five other men, dntered out

bed-room, informed us he had a warrant {which however he re-
fuled to thew) for apprehen:ding us, and fc1zing our papers ; 'vg;
remained confined all day, at night we were examined and -2d-
mitted to bail, each in the {um ot -2.000 merks.” -
. “ Friday morning, g o’clock,

44 We were fent for azain without a warrant, for the purpofe

of being prefent at the opening of a {mall trunk, containing our,
papess; but ML M. protelting againit the illegality of the whole
of the proceedings, and refuling to give up the key, the ftheriff
fubftitute and the procurator fifcal dared to proceed no farther.in
the bufinefs, . - . L

.. | ¢ Naturday Morning, g o’clack, -
<t Two meflengers came again into our room, with Gerald; -
they left 2 fummons to appear at ten o’clock, with M, M. They
left nothing but a requeit'to accompany Gerald to the office ; yet,
wien arrived there, he found that a warrant was. iffyed againft
him, for the purpofe of. dztaining him a prifoner, while the box.
was; opened, and-the papers examined. M. M. ftill perfitting in;
his refufal, the key was forced from him, the trunk was, opened;,
the papers examined, and partly reflored ; the other: part, was:

kept,
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kept, 2nd 2 declaration drawn up, which he was required to fign,
but refufed, protefting againft the whole of the bufinefs.—Gerald, -
however, figned what was drawn up in his name, and we were
once more liberated ; and {ince then, now already. 24 hours, no
further perfecution has been commenced againft us.  But while
we, as individuals, were thus harraffed {Thuriday) the whole of
the convention were equally il ufcd.—Many of thems were taken
into cuftody 5 and when the remainder met, as ufual, the provoﬂ;
attended by his miyrinidons, went, znd, after pulling ——~—
. of Shefield, out ot the chair, ordered the con-
vention to diiperfe, andinformed that he would Wliow no fuch
meetings in {uture, { Friday) the next day, the convention having
agreed t0 meet at another place, out of the junifhiction of the
provoit, we had not been leng affembled, before the Sheriff, with
Fis myrmidons, appeared among us, and commanded us’ to de-
part, aiter having afked whether that meeting was the Briufh
Convention, and being anfwered in the offirmarive. He next en-
quired who was the prefident ; upon which M. M. having openly
afked and obdtained leave of the convention, placed himfe:f in-the
chair; informed the fhenff, that he, M. M. was the prefident of
the Britith Convention, and that he would not break up the
meeting, unlels unconftitunonally forced thereunto, by the
Sheriff’s pulling him out of the chair ; which the latter (after
fome lhittle hefitation) having complied with, the ex-prefident
(Gerald) was z2l{o put into the chair, which he would not, leave
but by being pulled out ; adjourned the convention to the place
where it was to become permanent in it’s fitting ; and having
called upon his colleague, Gerald, for to clofe the meeting with:
prayer, the company departed peaceably, but not without various
reflections on the proceedings, and thofe refle€tions not confined
merely to the members of the convention, but coming alfo from
the crowd without doors, and even from the attending conftables.
—The next day a prociamation was iffued by the provoft, forbid-
ding all affembling within the limits of his jurifdi®ion.—We
know not what wil happen ; but we venture to predi&t, that all
this perfecution will increale rather than diminifh the ardour of
the people for Reform. The country focieties, hearing of this,
are hourly pouring in frefh delegates.~——Want of paper forbids
My Wriling any more.

el omjeniinlh

Adieu ?- Your’s,

M. M.”

8. (T2 Mr. Gurnell. d paper fhzwn him.} Tell us where you.
found that ?

4. 1dound it at Mr, Hardy's. |
( The
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(The Letter read by the Clerk of the Conrt.)

Edinﬁurgh, 19th of Dec. 1793, figned Maurice Margarot, and’

addrefled to Mr. Thomas Hardy, No. g, Piccadilly.
& Frrrow Crrizens,’ - .

« It is impoflible for us to find time to write to you as we
6ught ; every inftant we are interrupted, or rather the houfe is not
free trom vififors from an early hour, until 12 o’clock at night ;
and befides ®e Have fuch a vartety of bufinels on our hands, that
we can {carce make any progrels, &c. But as Sinclair will arrive
as foon in time as this letter, he will be able to give you a

detat]l, &c.

“ Excufe my entering into a detail at prefent. Weare to’

acknowledge your two laft letters ; they came fafe, -but {flow,
being delivered five days after their date. Your firft gave us a
draft for twelve guineas, and the other inclofed a ten pound bank

note, but they tlo not clear our expences, We well know how
heavy the burden is on the fociety, and we grieve that our’former

flate has left us little elfe to offer than our fervices,

¢ Since Sinclair’s departure, nothing new hath occurred, except .
the-formation of a {fociety fomewhere about the Crampion Hills,

They have already made a {ubfcription towards the Convention.
¢¢ Believe me, Fellow Criizens, Your’s unto death,

; “ MAURICE MARGAROT.” -
““P. S, Pray, friend Hardy, did you fome weeks back receive an

inclofed letier to Prevett? and did you likewife receive the par-

cels and paper fent you by the Charlotte, on the xoth inftant 2

Have you done any thing with the piece of paper? Have you
written to Norwich ; and have they an{wered you? I have fent

the news regularly, but have not received a fingle anfwer from
them. Pray queltion Sinclair moft partigularly.” |

this 7

4, Thisis a letter of the 1oth of Jan. that 1 found in Mr,
Adams’s houle, . |

9. (To Grant.} Do you believe that fo be the pf.ifa’r;er’s hand:

writing ?
A. Yes, 1 believe it s,

( Read by the Clerk of the Court.)
“ CIt1ZEN Apams, Dated the 10th of Jan.
“'The London Correfponding Saciety begs the Society of Con-

Mitational Information, to accept of -z few copies of Maurice
Margasot’s Indi€ment. | ‘

L

Tromas Harby, fecretary,”
“P. 8. The London Correfponding Sqcicty are to have an an-

Pd niverfary

2. { To-Moacklean. . A paper fhewn him.) Where did you ﬁnd |

1704,
(59
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niver{ary meeting and-grand diorer, at the Globe Tavern in the
Strand, the 2oth inftant.,” T L

'O, (Ts Grant. 4 paper fbews bim.) Look at this too ; do you
believe this to be his hand writing ? . A

A. Yes, I beheve 1t is. | | o
(The letter read by the Clerk of the Court—See Jage 134 6f

this Fark.) | e
Janes Davipson, {worn.
- 9. 1 believe you are a printer by bufinefs ?
4. lam. - |
9. Were you employed at any time to print any numbers ok
thele papers ¢ (a paper fhewn bim.) L
4. Yes, I was,
2. When was you employed ? -

4. T believe it was the 20th of February laft, I think fo. The
prifuner brought me the copy with Thelwall; ~and Thelwall
brought.me the maruicript. R |

. 9. Was any bpdy with hior. when he came ?
. d. Yes, there was, but I do not recollect.
9. Were there any more per{ons than one ?
£. No mere than one. -
9. What order did<he give you refpecting it ?
Mr. Erfune. lsthatevidence? "
My Garroww. We {fubmit iris, . '
Mr. Erfzine. Is it in evidence againt Mr. Hardy what Mr.
T aelwall does ¢ SR
Mr. Garrewe. 1 [ubmit to his Lordflip, it is the clearelt’
evidence in the world. We. have collected from a great
variety of evidence, much printed, much ‘written, much by,
pzpers found in the prifoner’s cuftedy at.the time of his appre-
henfion, a clear conneion. and confpiracy on, the fubjett
.of this ‘high treafon, between the perfon. of Thelwall dnd
the prifoner at the bar.  We fubmit with confidence, that all the

a@s zgainft Thelwall or other perfons, of their acceflion to'the
general plan of confpiracy, is clear eyidence. This, therefore,
as the act of Thelwall, 1s hardly worth dilcuffing, for we have
other evidence which brings it clofe to the prifoner, namely, the
prifoner’s paying for it; but we have a right, as we have gven
in proof, -that Thelwall and the prifoner were. parties 1n this con-
{pirecy, togive any evidence of Thelwall’s. C ,

" Mr. Erfine.” There is.no manner of a doub, that as fag as
you can connet perfons afling together towards ope, purpole,
which perhaps conftitutes the crime, you may. 1£n@uuﬁggdl}} in
volve them together, by evidence; that 1s not  the queftion, I

have no anxiety on the fubjedt fo far as. the fat was only in con-

fideration here, becaufe it is a printed paper which hath been I

all our hands and very well known ; but 1t is only that the prDC*?@d;
ing
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‘ings may not be embarrafled in the courfe 'of ‘them that makes me
- interpole, Mr, Thelwall gives a manufcript paper to this witnefs
€ be printéd ; what evidenice was there that"Mn Hardy had any
fhare in'this? If it could be proved that Mr, Hardy paid for the
ptinting of the paper, which is not before your Lordihipy if that
was betore your Lordthip there might be fomiething like evidence,
- that he might be implicated in the guilt, 1f any guilt there was
yet would your Lordfhip faflten that critne on the prifoner at the.
bar 7 - But furely even then there might be 2 differenice in the qua-
lity of anadk, ‘as applied to both thele perfons 3 one might be -
much more culpable than the other ; the knowing that a ‘paper
is printed is one thing, and' the giving an authority te print it
is another, Would the bare faét of knowing that this pi-
per was given to a printer, prove that Mr, Hardy was ghilty
of that crime, fuppofing that paper to contain treafun, which I
know it dees not? Of all the crimes we have heard of; treafon
ought to be the laft that obght to be attempted to be made out
on fuch evidence as this. How could this adt, taking it to Be
as defcribed by the witnefs, be treafon? ‘It would not be fo even
if the paper itlelf contained the moft treafonable expreflions: it
might indeed be the mifprifion of treafon, if it was proved that
Mr. Hardy knew it ; but mifprifion of trea{on was riot the crime
for which the prifoner at the bar was indicted ; a$ to the- paper
itfelf, I ath hot ankious, I only trouble myfelf-about the rules of
juftice. *
j Court. ‘The réfiftance on one fide, and infifting on the other
fide, is perfeltly prémature, the Court not knowing what the
contents of the paper i3 whether it is purely an a&t of Thelwall,
or whether it may be evidence againft Mr. Hardy, the Court
as yet cannot decide. | - o .
Mr. Garrow. Itis an-inflrument of the general High T'rea-
fori charged in this indictment, one [tage and itep being the pub. -
lithing a paper to incite: the fubjects of this country to defeft -
their allegiance fron his Majefty ; it 1s & paper in furtherance of
the general confpiracy, which we fay, we have given evidence
that thete was 2'defign to cdrry i effe&, and we.defire to redd it. -
If it had Yeen a letter of Mr. Thelwall’s on private concerns,
we fhould riot have infilted on at. o Co
Lord Prifident. Tt is' néceffavy for ws; that you open thie
part of the paper which you fay hath that tendﬁent}'. (The Lord
Prefident rédds the paper. ) ' I {e¢ there is a pallage in it which
does go to that general object.. - . - T
Mr. Gitps. The argiments of the counel for the profecition -
go to this length, ‘that though this tr1a] .be‘_qn!y againft- Mz,
Hardy, yet, becaufe oné overt’ a& in this’ ihdiimenicis; that
A Dd 2 " papers
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pzpers were publifhed, the papers publifhed by Mr. Thelwall
are to be fubmittéd to the Jury as Mr. Hardy’s at. = e

Mr. Garrew. Certainly, it is neceffary that the Court (hould
be apprifed of the quality of the paper, to judge whether. this is
what we ftate it to be. I now ftate to your Lordfhip a paffage:

“ You may afk parhaps (after {tating the grievances) by-what
means {hall we {eek redrefs; we anf{wer, that men in a:ftate of
civilized {ociety are bound to {eck redrefs of the grievances by
thelaws, as long as any redrels can be obtained by the laws ; :but
our common Mafter whom we ferve, whofe law is a law:of Ji-
beriy, and whofe fervice is perfect freedom, has taught us hot to
expedt to gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thiftles, We:muft
have redrafs from our own laws, and not from the laws of our
plunderers, enemies, and oppreflors. | Ca

« Tereis noredrefs for a nation circumftanced as weare,
but in a fair, free, and full reprefentation of the people.” .

Now we aliedge that the purport of this confpiracy, which is
charged to be High Treafon on the record, was by force, to af-
{ume the powers of Legiflation, and di{pute the conftituted au-
;lhurity of the country, as they are at prefent happily conflituted

ere.

Now we alledge that the purpofe of this confpiracy, which
1s charged to be High Treafon, was by force to affume the
powers of Legiflation in defpite of the conflituted authority of
the country, as they at prefent happily {ublift here, . _
Mr. Erjkine. -Qur objeion is on Mr. Hardy ; this being
given to be printed by Mr, Thelwall, your Lord{lip will difpafe
of it, as I am not in the lealt anxious about it.

Lsrd Pref:dent.  The paper purported to contain fome refolu-
tions of = meeting of the fociety, it is brought to be printed by
one of the members of that fociety, the prifoner himfelf being a
member of that {ocicty and the f{ecretary alfo ; they being both
involved in the proceedings of that fociety, and this being a
printed paper produced by one of them, it does {feem to_me in
the general charge of conpiracy, that this is an evidence to prove
2 circumitance 1n that confpiracy 5 whether it will be fo brought
home to t-e prifoner Hardy, as ke fhould be refponfible for the:
guilt of publithing it, 1s anotherconfideration, but it is a branch
of casfpiracy ; it does {cem. to me,. therefore, that the papers
fhould be admiilible. | s

Mr. Garrsw. (Ts Davidfin.) What did Thelwall fay to you
when he brought you the papers? | '

4. He told .me to print two thpufand, and then ftop. - .-:-

Mr. Erfz:ine. When did he come to you ?

4. The twentieth of February.

M.
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~.:Mr. Eiftine. Does your Lordfhip think that all the dlreé"uons
that Thelwell gave. the withels is proof- againit. Hardy?
- Court, - “Whether 1t was 1wo thoufand or not, 3t is of no
canfequeme, 1t 'is an ack of priblication of this facrety
suMr; Garrow.  (To Datu(z_’/un ) ‘What did you in faﬂ do Wlth
“::them afteryou punl.thed ticn ? *
s Court Teemay be an affaffination plot. .
" Mr. Erfkine. Then it may apply to every member of thg
« Londoo.LCorrefponding Socicty. .
. Court. -1 fnay as to the general cale, *
- d Ngr Garrow;' . (To Dawg’[an How many did you print that
" da
| sjf I printed two hundred that day, and went to the Giobe
{'é[‘avem ; when I went to the Globe "Tavern 1 met Hardy on the
airs

.Q Did you know him before?'
v Yes,
.Q Was you 2 member nf the fociety yourfelf P
A, 1 was.
159 You was prefent probably at fome meetings of the ﬁ::czety?
4. Yes, {ometimes.

-9, “Have you.ever feen Mr. Hardy there?

Jf Yes.. -

. In what chara&er did he a&t in the meetmgs?
He a&ted in charaéler as fecretary.

Q. When you carried the two hundred there that day that they
were ordered, you met him on the {tairse - - :

4. 1did.. - . ' N

9. What paffed between you?

4. 1 tld hlm I had brought two hundred COplES of. ref'olu.-
tions;- he defired me to take them back agaih and not to diftsi.
bute one of them ; accordingly I did, I went home with them and
returned again to the Globe Tavern to dinner. -

9, You fuid February, do you mean Jahuary or February?

4. I am not-certain, it was the day of the meeting. . .

9. At what time was it you faw Thelwall in the courfe of -

that.day ¢
A. It was between one and two o clcck

9. Very well, now ftay, at what time was it you carned the
two hundred copies to the Globe Tavern?. |
- A.-Between four and five o’clock, =~ - -
9, You returned home with the two: huudred coples hy the
direétion of Mr.: Hardy, and returned agam to the Glbbe Tavem
to dinner ¢ RV P -
A. I did. S L Lo LI, _ 'njl - ;
- £. What time was thati‘

A
‘.

4. Pretty
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A. Pretty nigh fix o'clock. N , L
9. Was you prefent when thefe refolutions were propofed in
the fociety ¢ T | |
A. No, I was not. L
9. Was it not on that day that the reflolutions purported to
_beread that voudelivered them, or was it a month after? .
4. I had the copy on the eighteenth, and delivered two hune
dred on the twentieth, L
9. Now look at the paper, and tell us whether it was Januaty
the firlt month in the year, or whether it was February?
A. This is the paper, I {ee now it is january.
9. Is that corrects
A, Yes, | ) 4. |
2. Do you believe then that you received it on the eighteenth
of January, and not on February?
A. 1 have no doubt about it ¢ | |
9. When you returned again, was it toa public dinner or
private dinner of the fociety ? )
A. A public dinrer, every one paid for his ticket.
9. Was there any Chairman at dinger, did you fee any body
in the chair* ' _
4. I am pot very {ure, but I think Thelwall was in the chair:
9. Was Mr. Hardy there?
A. Yes, he was. o |
9. When you returned to dinner, did you carry any copies of
the papars ‘with you £
A. No, I did not. . -
©. What did you do with thofe copies afterward ?
- 4. Somekody was {ent for them to my hotfe.
- £. Where from ?
A. The Globe Tavern.
9, From the meeting ¢
:;2.' Yes, : |
9., Were they brought ¢
A. Yes,
L. 1o the meeting?
4. Yes. '
Q. Thefe two hundred topies ? -
A. Yes, they were, | S
9. What was done with them there? b
A 1 faw only one of them.
.9, Wheredid you fee that !
4. Somebody handed it about at the meeting. SRR
- 9. How many perfonis might there be affembled togethier at
that meeting *
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| f} 1 fuppofe there were sbout three hundred ot thereaboutc
as near as I can guels. >

.- How late did you ftay? ‘ o
. 'Till about ten o’clock or thereabouts, - A

.‘2 Did you print any more of thofe papers at any t:me &
A. Yes,

- 9. At that time? * ke

A. 1 canpot be particular to the time.

Q Were any printed in the courfe of that week-2"
. 1 beheve a thoufand more,

.Q By whofe order

A. Mr Thelwall’s order went ﬂ:ll on, I prmted in that
week one thoufand, and. completed it to two thoufand.

9. What did you do with them when yon printed therrﬁ

. A I carried 2 good many of them to Mr: Hardy's; |

9, What did you do with the reft? |

A. People came for fome now and then, '

2. What people ?

A. Some members of the London Correfpondmg Society.

.Q Did you deliver them as they came for them'?

. Yes ; fome afked for a dozen or half a dozen or fe.
."2. Had:you any other order ? '
4. Yes, Iprmted fix thoufand more.

9. By whofe order did you print the fix thoufand more

4. 1 believe Mr. Hardy gave me the order to go ‘on with
them. ti}}: I fhould-be defired to ftop. |

.Q Were you ever defired to {’top, and when, & - " -
o b was defired, I believe, inthe month of M'arch I thmk
fu. |

9. Did you go on printing them till the month af March

A Yes, 1 did, now and thr:n occaﬁonally, as they wen:
wanted.

:{2 Eo}i t:;lanyr thé}u{'and might you priat-in all ?
oufan ,

9. Who paid you for them?

4. They are not pald for yet.

9. On whofe credit did you do them ; dld -any- br.}dy at ang

time promife to pay you for them ?
4. No.

.Q Had-you any converfation with Mr, Hardy abont balng
paid for them ?

A 1 had no farthér than to put them to the credlt Of the i'o-
ClEl

Who defired you todo that? -~ = - "~
% A_.Hc,



[ 216 ]

A. He, as treaflurer, wasaccountable to {ee the debts. of the
{ociety paid.

9. Who was!?

. Mr. Hardy.
9. Did you make the fociety debtor for them ?
A, Yes, I did.

0. Then you have not been paid yet ?

A. No, Ihaye not.

Q. Have you printed on other occalions for the fociety ¢

A. Yes, I have. _

9. Who paid you for thofe ¢

4. Mr, Hardy.

 (The paper read by the Clerk of the Court.)
Dated from the Globe Tavern, Jan. 20, 1794.
See page 238 of this wirk.—To which were added the follrwing.)
< Crmmutiee Resm, Jan. 23, 1794, .
«“ Relolved unanimoulfly,

¢« That a hundred thou{and copies of the addrefs to the people
of Great Britain ard Ireland, voted at the General Mecting, . be
printed and diftributed by the fociuty. |

¢« Refolved unanimoufly, That the rollowing toafts, drank at
the anniverfary dinner of the {ociety, be printed at the end of -
the addref. :

¢ I. The Rights of Man ; and may Britons neyer want {pi-
11t to aflert them.

¢ I1. The Britifh Convention, lately held at Edinburgh ; and
fuccefs to the important objet it had in view.

« 111, Citizen Wilham Skirving charged by the fentence of
the Court of Jufticiary, with the hsmsur of being the caufe of
czlling that Convention.

«“IV. The London Correfponding Society, and other patriotic
{ocieties of Great Britain and Ireland. -

¢V, Citizen Maurice Margarot, the condemned delegate of

this fociety ; and may his manly and patriotic condu& be rewarded
by the attachment of the people. ‘

« Citizen Gerald then arofe, andin a ftream of infpiring elo-
quence, propounced the juflt eulogium of this truly valuable
citizen, fo emphatically called by Citizen. Aitchifon, (one of the-
witnefles on his trial) the Second Sidney. He concluded with
withing we might rather die the laft of Britith Freemen, than
- live the firlt of flaves.

¢« VI. Citizen Jofeph Gerald, the other delegate of this fo-
ciety, now under perfecotion; and may his concluding - fenti-

-ment be engraved upon every Britith heart.
« VII. The
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. % VII. The tranfa&ions at Towdon. May Briton’s remein-
ber them as-they ought, and profit by dear bought experience.
<« VIII. Citizen Hanultsn Rowan, and the other true patviots
of Jreland; und may the authors of the Conviention-bill find that
they have committed a /0. .. - -~
“ 1X. Guizens Muwr and Palmer—May their {entence be
{peedily reverfed, and Botaiy-Bay ve peopled with a colony of

real criminals. -

¢« X. Suécefs. to the arms of Freedsm againlt whomfoever
direéted ; -and confufion to deffots with whomfoever allied. -

¢« XI. All that 15 good m every conflitution; and may we
never be fuperftitious enough to reverence in auy, that wiichi 1s
good for nothing. S | S

«« XIL. Citizen Thomas Pame—May his virtue rife fuperior
to calumny and {ufpicion, and his name ftill be dear to Britons.

¢¢ XIIIY. Lord Loughboroigh, the Earl of Muira, Sir Gilbert
Lillist, and the other apoftates from liberty; and may .they
cijoy the profits of their apoftacy fo long as they live. -~ -

¢« X1V. A {peedy and honourable peace with the brave
repudlic of France. _ .;

« XV. The flarving manufaliuvers and negledted feafantry
of Great Britain and Ireland. o

« XVI. Citizen John Froft; and a ipeedy reftoration of
that health which he loft in the dungeons of Newgate, =

« XVII. The wirtnous and ffurited citizens now in confine-

ment for matters-of gfuzmon’; and may we thew them, by our
conduél, that they are not forgotten.”

Q. Where did you fee John Martin ¢

A. I never {ee him many tumes. . T

Q. Did you never {ce him at any meeting of that fociaty &

A Yes, I have, N .
, Q. Was he there at the meeting you now have been {peaking
of at the Globe Tavern? .

A Yes, I fee him there. .

Q. Was Martin then a member of that fociety ?

A. 1 cannot {fay; I {aw him attend the Meeting.

Q. Did any body attend but the members on the meetings of
the {ociety ? |

A. Upon my word I cannot tell. -

Q. Upon your oath, did you ever know of .any perfon at-
}ending the meetings of that fociety, but the membeis of the
oclety ! ' . .

A. YThere migh: be many that did not belong to the fociety.

Q. Was the bufin:fs that you was wih Mr Martin
upon E:att: his houfe, relative to the London Correfponding So-
ciety

Ee ' " A, It
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#. Tt was on the latter part of the toafts and {entiments, print-
el on the back of that paper.

Q. Befo good 1o let us hear what paft between vou and Mr,
Alaron?

A 1 told him that 1 thoughr there were fome hard words in
e refolutions and 1n the toafts. He faid it was all conftitu-
ooz, and where no danger could anfe from it.

Q ’“ as that berween the 18th and 20th, or after the meeting ¢
] A. It was the 2iit, the fuft day after the meeting, OT%I
izcond.

Jury (12 Davifsn). Was there any other individuals attended
this meeuny but v:hat cre inembers ; recollect your memory,
and think of it becaufe you poﬁm—d; {ay to the contrary ?

- Crure, Did vou ever admii vifitors

ZA. Yes; I underftond that there were tickets to be given at
the bar 10 any body that chole 1 call for them, and pay for
them.

Mr. Garrgze. That applies to the dinner at the Globe Ta-
vern, At the divifron meeting, 1f zny body chofe to go and afk
for 2 ticket, would he obtain it without befongmg to the {ociety ?

. ..-l"

#A. No, not without belonging to the {ociety.

Ricmarp Wirrians fivorn.

. Do vou know Mr. Thelwall ?
..-:f- -1 Ry

(/. -Are you acquaiied with his manner of writing ?

ke L W ﬁE.

(2 fiaper fhewn bim.) Be fo good ro look at this, and tell

me waether vou believe that to be his hand-writing ¢

4. 1 balieve that ingnature Lo be his.

cEvfkie, 1 Gb_}e& to this evidence.

. Garrsw. 1 now propofe reading a letter which wag
b} Mr. Thelwall, who was one of the members of the

i Correfpending Sometv I will ftate to your Lordthip

= cround on which we offer it againft the prifoner, Thoinus

1

Id}'. We have already proved to your Lordﬂn p, that Mr.
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-dhiekwall was not only 2 member of the London Correfpond-
iy Socety, but that on the fubject of thefe refolutions ‘being

pztied at an anni iverfary meetng, he atted ‘as an agent of that
focietv; and 1 propofe 1o read this letter of Mr. Thelwall,
which 1 {tare 10 be a furtherance of that a& of agency. It
15 2 lcer which Mr, Thelwall wrote to a friend of his,
and 1t purports 1 contamn {everal feditious fongs and toalts,
f1ated 10 have been fuhg and compofed by Mr. Thd“ all at
T2t xﬂeeunw (this friend of Mr. T helwall’s was not ‘a mem-
ber of this "ccww but a private. perfon,) we bring this as
2 {ubordinate branch of the confpiracy which we .xlladgc, xui;as to

g
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bring-all the confhituted authorities of the country into contempt,
fo as to mature the public mind for that grand change which
was the object of the confpiracy: we contend, that an a& of
Mr. Thelwall’s, under thefe circumitances, is evidence. There
is another ground—it gives an account of the other affiliated
{ocieties, as being in great preparation for that grand cataf-
trophe, which it was their object to bring about ; therefore, thig
letter and this account are receivable evidence againft the pri-
{oner at the bar. ‘ .

Mr. Krfkime.  Mr. Thelwall appears to have been an agent
tor the publication of this addrefs, which turns out to be an a&t
of the fociety, and to have ended in a dinner, at which thofe
toafts were drank undoubtedly; but the difhculty with me is
this, they have not yet fhewn that the {ongs were {ung at that
meeting ; if they had, I fhould not object to the fongs being
read. But I very much doubt whether any account of {fongs
gwven by Mr. Thelwall to a third perfon, can be evidence againit
Mr. Hardy, What an agent does 15 one thing, and what an
agent f{ays is another thmg.  An. exprefion, m. which
another man drives by his own declaration to any particular
objedl, and he makes ufe of any particular expreflion to exprefs
his mind by, with regard to that object, cannot, 1 humbly
{fubmit to the Court, be evidence agaimft the prifoner. Suppole
for a moment that Mr. Thelwall was the agent of Mr. Hardy,
what evidence was there that the contents of the letter was true !
I own that, in fome cafes, Mr. Hardy might be bound by Mr,
Thelwall’s agency; but it does not occur to me, in this inftance,
that this can be allowed as evidence againft Mr. Hardy.

Mr. Gibbs. We cannot have any anxiety to refift the evi-
dence now offered ; but if it is recetved we know not where it
may end. The charge now is, whether Mr. Hardy hath com-
pafled the King’s death; and whether he hath done-that act
charged in the mdiftment as evert alls, for this defign. Now
with refpet to that which paft at the meeting where Mr, Hardy
was, and with refpe@ to any thing that was done by any other
perfon, direfted and infiruéted by Mr. Hardy to do that thing,
we admit that thofe things that pafled mn the fociety i Mr.
Hardy’s prefence, and that which was done by the direction ef
Mr. {I ardy, would be evidence agaipft him.

But we obje& to this as a letter written by Mr. Thelwall,
and which is not proved that Mr. Hardy ever knew of it, or the
contents of it. I confefs I camnot fay to what pomt of the m-
dictiment this letter can be made evidence agammft Mr, Hardy.

In the firft place, the three charges are—whether Mr, Hardy
compafled the King’s death ; whether he committed any act,
ftated. as the overt adt ; and, whether he commited them as in
that defign againt the King's life.

Fea - | Itke

4
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I ke i, that 2 lerter written without the knowledge of Mr.,
be evidence ‘¢f his mmd with regard to com-
ard © ¢he overt ad, there muft be proof {pe-
it aL the priioners in the 1nd1&ment ‘The prefent
oniv, whether Mr. Hardy did any of thofe acts; and
eclaration of anyv ciher man, either b}, word of mouth or
by letter, cannet prove it on Alr. Hardy.

Then let us izke the profecution of the fact to bea deﬁgn
cn e I\mr s life, evenmually ; {urely nothing that is faid, writ-
ten, or dore bv a third pcrion without the authority of Mr,
Hardv, can prove that Mr. Hardy meant to produce en effec
which is impured to him, namely, the deftrution of the King.
It ieems 1o me, that it is 1mp0ﬂlblL to fay that thole letters con-
cuce to pzriain to Mr. Hardy on any of thofe three things that
are imputed 10 him in the ch*rr'e of the indi¢tment, namely, the
compzinng the Ning’s dead CGI‘H"‘H‘[UI‘I” an oveit adt, or that
that overt aCi =was dl"ﬂ‘:tﬁu to prefeuhe a defign againft the
King's Ife. 1 {ubmit. thar on neither of thele three grounds 1s
fis fewer, wrimsn by DMr. Thelwall, proof agaiaft Mr. H'Il'd}f
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hiersicre it thoifld nor be re:.en ed 111 ev 1dente

- ? q

Lore Oz Baren Zluzdinald. Unto whom 1s the letier ad-
grefied :

<. Lo aperion of the name of Bellamy.
alir ﬁm'r::*

e, lris certamly not m my power to judge of
3¢ anw: eIV ot mv learned fHends, of t]e Lm*it.qucn(.E:b of

orocucing this letter, farther than that it is exprefled by what
thet fav, I am iure th“" will do me the jufiice to believe, that
1 would not cppole z2n : thing that can be fairly afcribed as argu-

TRENT 232init recel x-'h:, 15 1ﬂttr::r as evidence wamﬁ Mr. Ha rd}

Bur -ve conrend, that it 1 :s it 10 be recerved in L*.ld‘"h(.‘_e, and that
2 12¢is fhat Ln.a lzzier relates was done under the agency -of
Ajr. Hardv.,  But we make it evidence in anccher way Iam
7101 £0 *upgc;ie that my learned friends can limit the adls of thofe
thar ar aie 2t the tar 10 be done by themielves, or by their order,
icr we know thét if A. or B. thould have done one act, that
efore have been pro*“d to be part of the g,eneral
to be carried into effedt by various means and divers
ia: Lments ;i IS e‘fidence, becaufe it is fit to receive the

1
of arl that are parues in the general caufe, as a furtherance

I is not reauired fo prove in a confpiracy, becaufe 2 confpi-

r 6oders horfes at a particular place, that he meant to go
e 16 hire the horles, but the fa&t of having done fo, his ac-
iﬁ:ﬁ 0 the- general purpofe of the COl"fplEdC‘,, 1s {ufhcient;
tming i 1o tie fubject of the confpiracy, and not extending
I to'the cimes of anv other dye or nature. "L'his. we hv.lmblgr .
admit b;_ore vour Lordthip, coming trom whom it may, whe-

ther

. ™
[‘Irt
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ther from the party en trial, or from any other, in confequence
of orders. giving him by any one who 15 involved in the ge-
neral conipiracy, either before or after, 15 admifhbie. |

Lord Prefident, I confefs I have gredt ‘doubts myfek,
whether it is evidence that ought to be admitted. T agree,
that where feveral perfons are concerned in a confpiracy,
that all the tranfaltions of the confpiracy by the different
parties, may and ought to be given in evidence; and it Is
enough, 1f the party accufed can be brought to be privy to
that general confpiracy; for if he is fo proved, -every -thing
done by the general party, muft alfo be fo imputed to him.
It Iiinderftand this cafe, it 1s nothing more than Nir. Thel-
wall’s account to a private friend, of tlie part that he had
taken refpecting of thefe papers, and his having compofed
fongs; and 1 remember another paflage mn it, which will be
very material evidence: againft Thelwall, and my mind fthould
be referved until Thelwall’s own cafe comes before us.

I confider this private letter no more than Thelwall’s pri-
vate declaration ; and Thelwall’s private declarations does not
amount to any tranfactions done in furtherance of the plot;
for it is a miere recital, a bare confeflion of his, of {ome part
he had taken. It appears to me, 1t 1s not like the evidence that
was before admitted, of the falt done by Thelwall, of carry-
ing the paper to the printer, it feems to ftand on a very dif~
ferent footing ; that was a falt proved againft a man.which
{iall bind him, becaufe he i1s conneéted with the fact, but this
15 evidence of no fall, and therefore cannot bind him.

Mr, Fuftice Buller. There are two things to’ be confidered
in' cafes of this fort. The firlt 1s, whether any confpiracy
exifts at all; and, fecondly, whether the prifoner has been:
prIvy to it. | , - -

In the firt place, if the confpiracy is proved, every thing
that belongs fo-that confpiracy ought to be received in evi-
dence. Now, if the cafe ftood on this ground, that Thel- -
wall, one of the confpitators, faid, that their objelt was lo
and {o, that would be evidence, and have been admitted in ‘a
variety of cafes. In Amory and Pwthafe’s cafe, 4t was ad-
mitted. The Attorney General fays, I call the witnefs not to
fpeak particularly to the prifoner, but to {tate what was the
opinion of the mob, Ou cafes which have happened 1n our
own days, as of Lord George Gordon, the evidence of what dif-
terent people in the mob had faid, though he was not there,
was admitted ; and in all the cafes in St. Margaret’s Hilk,
the fame thing was adinitted in many inftances, as {hewing
what was the defign on foot. It is a very diftinct quefhion, .
whether the prifoner was to be effected by it In-that Lght, -

- v - | as
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zs reneral evidence, it appears to me to be evidence. But,
fore it can effect the priioper. ma{eriall}, it 1s neceffary to

make cut another point; namely, that he confented to the
exten: that the other did; but when we confider the queﬁmu

o: the general confplracy, any thing that hath been {aid, may

h. d‘“"‘:ltted ftill lefs any thing that was written, ought to be
re ..a as evidence.

Fufiice Grofe. It appears to me, that this is evidence

of w nﬂt the parties meznt; by what was done at the place
where both thefe parues were prefent, both members of one
fociery, and profeffedly concerned in one plan, and fo it 1s.
verv material to hear what either of them fays refpecting
this pL;n. for there is no doubt about it, but thofe papers are
reipeciing this plan; but the intention, the ampms with which
thele “ﬂ'ogle meant to publith thele papers, muft be leit with

the Jury ‘\Iv opinion from the begmning to end 1s and was,

L’l:: h I:J evICenCe.

L:rd Chesf Boron Macdinald. 1 heartily bring m my.

mind to f2ll n with my Brother Grole, on the definition that
Le hes 1,..1c1 down, that 11 mav be giwving mn as evidence, as.
in preof of the furtnerance of the confpiracy; and, 1 agree,
that an ot done, may be given in evidence ; but an act done,
ﬁizcrent than 2 mere relation of an ac done as given
el perim. I have {o great a doubt about 1t, that I am
d 1o rejeCt the recelving it
B::: ;2 Hssham. 1 do not think it evidence to be re-
ceived 1n his cafe. 1 conlider it only as a mere relation of
whar nadl palt; which relation, if it is" to affe& the pri-
foner at the bar, muft be a 1eal fadt, that happened when the
p'i;mpr was prefent, of which there is no evidence but what
is ftated in this leter, nor is there any proof-that the prifoner
wzs prefent. ‘ |

Thie Lord Prefident,  After having heard what hath been
f21d, I remain of the fame mind, In the cafe of Lord George
Gordm. the CTy cf the mob, at the time, was allowed to

nzke a part of the fact of the tranfaction; therefore, that
ETidEﬂ’"E was received. [ have fo great a dﬁubt upon it, that
I prefer zbiding by mv own opinion.

5. Soiiciior Gereral. | fpeak merely with a view to what
mav happen aiterward,
A E:/.n...,.,. It 15 ume "‘I]F‘L”’h when the cafc happens,
Alr. Gemswe, T am gcoing o offer a letter of Martin,
ich 1 ihan prove 1o Le his hand-writing : it is a letter of
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who woe 22 thet dme ip cuftody at ‘the Tolbooth, in Fdin-

burgh, having been apprehended as a pare of that Hutllh Con-
CeRion 113',::;1 [lﬁe magiirates Jlipﬁrf{id.. .
_ 3

2 I23TS IO N

"' by



[ 223 ]

"1t contains a - declaration of univerfal approbation of the
gonduct of thofe delegates who had conduéied themfelves fo
in the North ; and ftates other circtunftances, one of which is,
the manner in which his Majefty had met his Parliament, as
alfo the manier in which he i5 {lated to be received and in-
fulted going through the Park (I offer it as a letter wrote to
incite them, and encourage them in the general confpiracy.)
- Mr. Erfkine. 1 apprehend that this, on no principles what-
ever, can be evidence. I fhall not draw the Court at ‘all in
the confiruction of the flatute of King Edward the Third at
this monrent. /The prifoner is on his General Iffue; and I
fhall addrels your Lordfhip, and Gentlemen of the Jury, in
due leafon. This is an indi€ment for compaffing and ima-
-gining the death of the King; and to prove which, there are
overt acls put into the indi¢tment, which are laid as aéts done
i purfuance or in accomplithment of this firft intention; or,
to ufe- the Janguage of the indiCtment, “to fulfil the trai-

torous tntention, which'the charge on record declares that thele
aéts were done.,

I is impofhble for my learned friend to, go farther than to
contend, that by thele overt aéts they involved:themfelves,
in order to effe¢t a forcible {ubverfien of government, which
would finally mvolve in it the death of the King ; and rhat,
thercfore, this 1s an overt alt; or, in other words, relative
evidence to prove the criminal mtention, which is the fubject
matter of this inditment. But your Lordihip oughr to per-
mit no other act which decyphers his mind to the Jury, any
expreflions of his own, any thing that he hath done but thofe
whicli points directly to the purpole cof this indiétment ; for
1 hope your Lardthip will never ceale to recolle& the crime
charged on the record 15, compaffing and imagining the King's.
death, Having faid thus much, let vs fee the danger of ‘al-
lowing the letter -of a man, who is charged equally on this
record, to ‘be one of the confpirators with the prifoner at the
bar, Mr. Martin hath a bill' found againft him ; but we, who
are now coundel for the prifoner, are counfe! for him, as hav-
ing engaged with the other perfons, now in Newgate, to ac-
complifh this moft deteftable purpole, namely, to deftroy the
life of the King, Then, as to what this Mz. Martin wrote,
it cannot even, with the principles of common fenfe, be con-
fidered as connected with this bufinels, except as a member of
tha Correfponding Society, which, by the bye, he is not prov-
ed to' be vet. | ' -

Mr. ‘Garrow. " Yes; Davilon proved that.
Mr. I#fesne.  We will take him, for argument {ake, to be
= member of the Correlponding Socety, it mult . not follow,

| that
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that it can be givén in evidence ;-for what T want to know 13,
tpon what principle can you go to affect the prifoner, be-
vond the profecution of dire& confpiracy charged on the de-
fendant { But then it_ought-to be on this wholelome ground,
which we do not ftand here to contradiét, that it thould be that .
that can fhew or decvpher thé mind of the prifoner. at the
bar o the Jury, from whence they- can colle&t, that he m-
tended the death of the King, this may be evidence againit hum ;
but if what Alartin fays is to be brought in evidence agamit
Air. Hardy, then, according to that, any man in the Cor-
-]

reisonding Societv, which we could have proved had ipoken

contempruoully of the King, or who had reviled the King,
AIr Heardy ot the fame tme, not {peaking of the King, or
reviing him, it would, I fav, render that man—that 1mnocent

man, as 1 have 2 right to f{tyle him, anfwerable for every

ade

L |

wicked Qiing that any man hath” faid, or any man hath writ-
t=n. Wit refpedt to the fubje& of the leter, I collect from
ne Anerney Gemeral vefterday, that Mr. Martin wnites to
3Ir. Mzrcaror, of 2 pacen having been thrown at the King,
St James’s Park, at hisreturn from Ais fuarliament, which,
the bye, is the language of the law; and if that expref-
on 15 at zil to be evidence, to decvypher the mind of any
cdy, itmuit be M. Martin’s; if not Mr. Martin’s, nobody at
zii. I fav. that from 2ll that hath been laid before your
ihip this day, and vefterdav, the evidence amounts to
creat number of people have affembled, in dif-
fzrent paris of this ifland, all driving to one purpofe. Your
Lerdiif will recolled, this does not exift in the Correfpond-
1z Sccietics alone, or in its members; but, for an accom-
inhment cf this purpofe, they. correfpond with Norwich—
cerreipond with Leeds—with Edinburgh—they corref-
1th 2l names of the places, that one muft look mto a
2zeweer to remember them all.  If this letter 1s ad-
mited.  According 1o that, the declaration of every man, and
the deciaration of what Mr. Hardy meant, may be evi-
ice againit Mr. Hardy ; and it has rot yet -been {tated, that

biect of ail our meetings was to deftroy the King.  But,
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ny mntemperate man, drunk or fober, chofe to make ale
ny contemptuous expreffion of the King, (I do not ftand
e to vindicate them) are they to attach on the defendant!
r my folemn proteft againft this being given as evidence
ut Mr. Hardy. I muft needs do fo, when I heard an ex-
ficn imputed to Mr. Hardy, véfterday, by- the Attorney
Gezerzl, which.I know does not belong to. him. Suppofing
2ny-man -of .all that Society fhould fay an .intemperate and
“abfurd thing, a2 criminel ting, is that w be imputed o M.

‘ Hardy !
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Hardy ! or, {uppofe further, a man fhould take off the froth
of fome porter, and fay thus, 1. thould like to cut off the
heads of Kings; though, in the firft place, fhould not X
know” what Kings he meant? But, fuppofe any man with
whomm 1 amt connelted with in the Society, eftablifhed for the
Reform in Parliament, ufe any intemperate expreflion, am I
to be accovntable? I know if the papers were laid before
your Lordfiip, there might be expreffions intemperate—there
might be expreflions illepai—there might be expreflions that
ought not to be ufed—and, as far as your Lordfhip could im-
pute them expreflions to me, that would be one thing. But,
good God! what man would enter into fociety, for any one
obje&t whatever, if the lancuage of every individual member
of that {ociety, could be ufed in cvidence againft any one of
them ? and I will only afk,. where this 1s to fiop ¢ If you im-
pute to Mr. Hardy this—if Mr, Martin 1s to be the decypherer
of the mind of Mr. Hardy, ‘I muft alfo call witnefles to prove
Mr. Martin’s charater, and his mind. If then you can go
to the length of making the contemptuous declaration of Mr.
Martin againft the King, to faften on Mr. Hardy, every
other man, who meets on another purpofe, and for another
end, might even be involved. Is it meant to be gravely faid
here, that perfons meeting together for the accomplifhment of
a purpofe, which purpofe appears by the evidence to be what
I have now heard, are all to be involved in the expreflions of
a fingle man ? But fhall we fay, that the prifoner at the bar,
who. ftands accufed of compafling the death of the King, that
every thing that is done in his prefence, or faid m lus pre-
fence, to which he may be fuppofed to aflent, fhall be 1m-
puted to him, becaufe he is continually meeting the {ame per-
fons again afterwards? If Mr. Martin had faid this 1 the
prefence of Mr. Hardy, and afterward Mr. Hardy mecting
with Mr. Martin, had ‘agreed to the expreffions, fo'far 1 will
admit it might be {aid to be evidence agamnft Mr. Hardy, but
not on the ground on which they ftand at prefent. f
Mr. Garrow. When'1 fhall have proof of the hand-wri-
ting, I mean to read it as a letter addrefled to Margaroty the
mifionary of this Society. *
‘ (It was not found at Margarot's.) -
Mr. Erfeine. If it had been written to.Hardy himfelf, 1t 1s
not evidencé. I cannot help any man. writing to me. 1]
really with the Court would confider it, in order to fee the
extent in which this buftnefs is opened. We are now far ad-
vanced in this fecond day, on an indi¢tment for compaflng
the King’s .death ; and if your Lordfhip looks through the
State Trials, -from the beginning of our hiftory to the prefent
Ff time,

——
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G vén wil &nd if vas never neceffary to have tecourle
to the expedient-that was gone into laft night; never, 1 fa'%‘
never. Once inthecale of Elizabeth Cannon it was done,
am now-told. - : .

€. this methed of evidence 1s to be gone 1nto, I'proteft 1'do
not know where itisto end. - 1f this letter of Mr., Mdthin’s'is
10 be read, Mr. Martin of courfe muft be allowed to- explain
ir, and perfons muft be brought to {uftain him in his’ expla-

nztion. - Shall-l, in my turn, be allowed to produce Jetters ‘of
21 thar Society? Cerrainly not. It would be abfurd’ and
foolith to expedt it; therefore, on every principle of the lavs,
and on everv- principle of juftice, I obje&t to Mr. Martn’s
lezter being read, unlefs 1t can be {hewn that Mr. Hardy knew
the contenis of this-leder.- I certainly mult cbjet to any
conemptuous expreffions, ufed in this letter, being imputed to
Ar. Hardy. . -

Alr. Gibds.  This I muft fay; that offering this letter, 18
endeavouring to bring before your Lordfhips précifely the fame
cuelfiion again, what your Lordfhips have juft determined.
Your Lordfhips fzid, in the cafe of Lerd George Gordon; ‘it
was proved the declaration of perfons, when the-prifoner was
not prefent, were received, hecaufe he was prefent at’ the col-
le&tion of and during the riots of thofe mobs, in the tranfac-
tions of which it was endeavoured to implicate the ptifoner;
therefore, on that ground, -it was admiffible evidence, to fhew
what the object of their confpiracy was, and therefore it was
Teceived ; buf on what ground can this letter be reccived as
evicence aczinft Mr. Hardy? I underftand the line drawn to
be this: whena man is indiGed for- that which is done by a
orezt collection of men affembled together, the declarations: of
the men which were fo affembled together, and acting with
the pnioner, in that cafe every alt done-was admiilible evr-
dence, to fhow what the objet of that affemblv was; but
why was the laft letter not admiffible ? Becaufe it contained
facts, which relation of falts, the prifoner at the bar-was not
~confonznt ro. What wasthe contents of this letter? Tafked to fee
it, befere I fizted any thing to your Lordfhip’s: - I was-toldit'was
irregular. | now underftand it is only a relation of faéts ;- which
relazion of fadts was to excite and keep up the {pirit-of thole
i Edinburgh. - L

Mr, Garrowe. The letter s an incitation in  the - very
terms. - S .-

Nir. Gir%s. T am certamnly arguing under very g‘reat'dif-
fculiy : therefore, I can only muft on’ my own recollection
; ‘

what wes loclely ftated. It mav be-the intention to keep up

the ipirit of Mr. hlargarot by the writer of it-; but was that

~ the
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the object-of the prifoner. at the bar; did the. prifoner at the ban
mean that thefe fats,thould be fo related; the mere fubftance
of the letter.proves, that the prifoner at the-bar is not at all im-
plicated. Shall we fay, that whatever the writer of 'that letter
hath imprudently, foolifhly, and raibly, and-1 may fay, unlaw-
tully, exprefled in that letter, that that rafhnefs and illegality- is
to be-fixed on Mr. Hardy. | .

It feems to me, that this cale comes direily within, your
Lordihips decifion i the laft argument. In the cafe of Lord
Gordon, part of that multitude at the time were unlawfully
colleted, for which unlawful collection the prifoner, among
others, was charged as part of that multitude, and therefore the
-behaviour of the mob at the time was allowedly evidence againft
him. 1 agree, that what the prifoner fays may be evidence
againft himfelf, except he can exculpate himfelt ; but.that that
fhould be evidence dgainft Mr. Hardy, to which Mr. Hardy
never acceded, I am fure it is againft all law, and I am fure 1t
is againdt all juftice. Juftice don’t require that that which is
proved to have paft in the mind of one man, thould fix an im-
plication of the fame guilt on another, who never either at the
time or afterwards knew that the letter was written. .

Mr. Solicitor General. 1 {hall trouble. your Lordfhip with 2
very. few words, I truft you will think this letter unquefti-
onably evidence of the indi¢tment. It {tates, that the prifoner,
-with others, have confpired to compafs the King’s death ; and
one overt act, amongft others 1s, that they did i1t by writing and -
publithing divers books, pamphlets, letters, &c. Now, my
Lord, on eyery principle which hath been ftated.by Mr. Gibbs,
it appears to me, that this is evidence ; and on the authority of
the principle which he has referred to, I {hall make it clearly
evidence. The principle that is ftated by Mr. Gibbs being,
that what is declared by confpirators, whilftin action, 1s evi-.
dence againft thofe that are prefent, as well as thofe that are.
not ; on which ground this letter 18 evidence,

Mr. Gités. [ did not fay the confpirators in action; I fay,
where a number of men are indicted for a number of alls, and,
the prifoner at the bar is fometimes prelent and {fometimes ab-
fent, that he-cannot be implicated in the acts which are done in.
his abfence., =

Mr. Solicitor General, 1 am not very well able to diftinguifh
between what I {aild and what Mr. Gibbs {aid ; but I take this
letter to be a declaration of the confpirators in the progrefs of
their confpiracy. . The former cafe, which your Lordfhips
have decided, was a letter addreffed to a perfon which we have
not thown at all to be involved in the confpiracy ; whereas this
s a letter addreffed by Mr, Martin (who was {hown to be.tha

| Ffa  chairman
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cfizirman of the medang) to Mr, Margaret, a delegate of that
{ociety to the conventon 2t Edinburgh, Itis, therefore, a con-
veriation, by letter, between two per{ens which were parties in ¥
canipiracy, if there exifted fuch a condpiracy, ~ For the-firft
zefiion s, 15 there proved the exiftence of a-conipiracy? The
next thiny to confider is, the object of that confpiracy’;-and
then the views of the confpirators, how far they went ; and on
this ground converfutions of thefe confpirators, totally diftnct
from the prifoner at the bar, have conftantly been given-in
eviience. S
In the profecution of mv Lord Strzfford, which tvas-a profe-
cution in parliament, and where the proceedings went to-a“¢ons
ir¢ereble length ; there the evidence <was given, firft fimply and
cniy of the general plor, and the perfons who wyeré capable-of
bnrging 1t home to Lerd Strafford were not examined to that
point 2t &rit, bur exanmined oniy as to the general plot. In
the courie of their evilence they prove a difcourfe of feveral
p=tions, with whom tas Lord Sorafford had no fort of commus
nication; in which the perfon fo converfing ‘told the witnefs,
tret there would be a great change m England: To whom
was this imputed ! to none of thofe that were mcluded in -the
impzachment, but Lord Strafford ; but that was given in evidence
1n.proof of the general confpiracy, which was then charged to
exit tor reftoring the Roman Catholic religion in this country.
‘The manner in which Mr. Serjeant Maynard {pcaks of it is
t=is, he foys, if itis a general defign, or, fays he, if there 152
general faction of 2 general party in the nation, if there isa
rresfonable plot, ome tranfzlion in one place and another in
anuther, ver if there be a common confent to accomplifh this
plot, then whar others did, the a& of all the perfons, though-
many, and times 2nd places many, and the means with which:
they wers (o accomplith them many too, were to be given in
evidence.  In the cafe of my Lord Lovat; the fame fort of
detrine was laid down, with refpe& to the diftinétion betweeén
the evidence of the general plot, and the particular-evidence as
effelting the mndividual.  The manner in which the Solicitor
(enerai of that time flates it, is this, it is neceffary, by genetal
evicefice, to {hew that there have been fuch plots and-conipi-
es, and then to affect the prifoner, to thew that he was con-
cemed in thefe plots  This has been the genéral form of giving
evitence, =nd no objsthion to thefe proceedings was taken n
reany trials which took place after the Revolution in” cafes of
this }'o_rt; tor this was {aiwd as an objection of Mr. Mutray, of
receiving evidence of a confpiration, who ftated fome coiver-
{tuon of Lord Dair; and what was this but giving evidence of
the converfation between two confpirators ot the fubject of lthﬂ
' . , piof,
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plot, for the purpofe of fhewing what was-the nature; tendency,
and obje&t of the plot, and what were the views of the feveral
perfons who were concerned ; and .with {ubmiffion to vour
Lordthip, I fay this letter is evidence:. -(irthe fame ground this
is eyidence de animo, how Mr. Martin alted; 1donot fay it is
evidence de. animo, how Mr. Hardy acted. - In regard to the
general plot, fome of them may have views lefs culpable than
athers 3, but for the Jury to determine what is the guilt of the-
particular perfons charged, the views of the {everal perfons con-.
cerned in the plot ought to be laid before them, and efpecially
when it happens to be in a converfation of two of the perfons
engaged in the plot, as 1s the cafe with refpet to this letter ;.
then I {fubmit to your Lordihip, this.1s a matter which may
faurly, and properly be given in evidence, within the view of
that determination, which your Lord{iup has before made ;:
on the very foundation that this 1s what paft from fome of the
perfons engaged in this confpiracy, while 1t 1s 1n 1ts procefs, and
which we atiribute to manifelt what the confpirators had in.
VIEW. | *
My, Serjeant. Adair. In order to underftand the fubjed, it
is neceffary to ftate the ground on which this evidence is offered,
and I conceive that a great part of my learned friend’s argument,
is anfwered by a coniideration of the ground on which ‘the
evidence is offered, becaufe I do not concerve, ror do I, for one:
offer the eyidence to the Court on the ground that the idle
expreffions of Mr. Martin, refpetting the King, 15 any evidence:
at all againft Mr, Hardy, the prifoner at the bar;, but:1 oder it
on this ground, that a part of that letier which was offered in-
evidence is alledged to relate, and your Lordibip wiil find when:
it is read, that it does relate to an aét done by the condpirators:
m the party of the qoquiracl{, which by the indiltment 1s 1mpus=
ted to the prifoner. It 1s a ftatement of one of the confpwators,
who had been in the-chair of a meeting which we call the con+
fpirators, held, and alledged-as held, for the furthering the views
of the confpirators. L
- The charge againft the prifoner is, that of compafling the
King’s.death, by means of a conipiracy; to overturn the con-
fhitutional authority of the ftate, and the govermment of the
country, under colour-of a profefled defign to make a reform in
parliamentary . reprefentation, - and . to correct abufes -in ones
branch of the legiflature; a defign of which the prifoner may
be wholly innocent or.guilty of, as charged 1 this indictment’y:
but when this confpiracy is carried on under fuch a pretext, how
s that conftrution to be collefted; how s that ambiguiy to
he remeved, -but by the condudt of the confpirators themfelves?
Itis on that ngou_ng; and on-that alone, that 1 fubmit to the;court:

tiis
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1S evi_&mce, W"-* funlmt it to thr.: court as Inﬂwm Lhe f'urm
i

s to them.

I cems to mé, there cannot be any. evidence more d:rc&}y
civen i develope the mind and the intention of the confpirators,
shan that fD“cms of evidence which we now offer to the court.
T don’t fav that Jlls letter may be very material to this fa&, but
the pn'l-czple is exteniive in its application, not only on the prefent
eccalion, but on occailons wihich may hﬂreafter occur, and to
which this will be a prechdent to poﬂenty

it feems 1o me, that the ground on which this evidence 1s
offzred to the court, 15 fo d1rﬂ-&1v within the principle of-the

toarl of Smattord’s cale, that 1t feems impofhible, without holding

that cafe not to be law, to reject this evidence from being offered
i0 th2 Court
Lt Brar Lrt, I make no apcylag} for troublmg vour Lord-
i in ths pomt, becaule ol its very great importance, and
izfmuch as 101s of [uch great and general import, I therefore
el it mv duty to attempt to give my affiftance in elucidating the
.‘Eubjﬁ&‘ the beft way I can; in dmncr it, two things 1 fhall avoid ;

will not atiempr to breﬂk in or controvert the rule alreadv lald
r_‘w:n by the court, as | underfltand it: and fecondly, I wi 11 not
repzat 2 {yl Hab e of the learned gendemen who have gone before

2, bur I think I can add another obfervation.

W hen I fay 1 will not controvert the rule laid down, T with

to frate how 1 fuppofe tie rule has been laid down ; as T catched
i, ¥* wzs this, thar a mere natration of fimple fadts that have.

p "'f_ cannoi be admufhble. But when a queflion of evldence
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es In 3 great extent, ! have always been taught, the way to

HECIGE on tie competency and adml‘ﬁbum of that evidence, 1s-

to confider what is the quefilon wied, agamft whom is the tﬁ‘ﬁl-u
Te,

oleiy o:"}}. ed, what 15 the nature of i, and to what purpoie 18 1t
produced

I tzke for gran ted, or elfe I am grofsly nnf’caken that; the
ooiect of offering this lette r, 1s to {hew that the prlfoner at the

h:gh treajon, in the {pectes charged. in this in-
giCtmers, and thar he, by means of overt acls, which amount to
reafon, drfigned o carry this {cheme into execution. *
1-;0n'”h this 1s an indictment for high treafon,-yet hemuf{:
hi::l’l reaion 15 to be carried into execution, by means of a

-
F

cm:pzr:zcx all that te low allows juit in the adnmfﬁhﬂit‘y of

-

evigencs in e Lr.lal of 2 minor cafe, is alfo law in the cale Gt
high trezicn.

[ tzke it 1o be {er led in the ria] of every indiltment, of con-
fpirzcies of every kind, they firft charge a general confpiracy,
ald th2T6 :' 1€ NGVING ONCe 'cp&.bllfh”d fh:‘-!.t h“n  YOU.go op fo {hew

| - - that

4
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that the pfifoner at the bar, together with others charged in the
indictment, con{pired together. I defire to be underftood, that
this is ‘not brought as proof for the latter, for that 1s the whole
diftintion, 1 my appreheniion. But this papér, now offered to
be'proved, is admiflible evidence to be laid before thefe Gentle-
men of the Jury, on which they are to exercife their judgments,
whether the men, whom we alledge were confpirators, together
with the prifoner at the bar. It cannot be difputed, that fome
evidence of that is in the poffeffion of the Court, and it is in the
pofleffion of the Jury; they have heard it, becaufe 1t has been
admitted. S

When we have got thus far, the prifoner at the bar, together
with Martin and Margarot, the two correfpondents by letter,
the two converfers in writing, are two of the perfons engaged
i the confpiracy with the prifoner at the bar, :

What is the {ubjeét of the conlpiracy as we contend, I geed
not ftate it over and over again, but. in a word or two, I under-
ftand it to be, an intention of calling a convention to overturn
the government and depole the King, whereby it is obvious to
every common underftanding, that there muft be various [pecies
of evidence to be brought before the court.

I contend, therefore, with the utmoft deference to the Coutt, -
that thiis is. not only competent evidence, for’ no- matter how
large it extends, or how fhort it goes, but 1 confels that T
feel, and I am fanguine in my expectations, that it goes di--
reftly to- proving the manner of the High Treafon charged in
the indi€tment.  And I beg leave to adyert to another part of
the “letter, which fhews the delign, the bad, the wicked, the
mifchievous, the traitorous and perfonal defign agaifift his-
Majefty. "What T advert to, 1 will read from the letter’; it isin.
thefe words : ¢ The King went yefterday to meéet .hus Parlia-
ment.” Mark, ¢ his Parliament;” there is nothifig improper n
the expreffion, very conflitutional, and very decent—— -

Mr. Erfkine here interrupted, and faid, that that part of the
letter’ which' his learned friend had chofe, to read aloud, had .
been “exprefsly’ given up within this three minutes by Mr..
Serjeant ‘Adair, as’ not. meaning to be evidence againft the
prifoner. | e

The Lord Prefident. If 'it was {o, that Serjeant Adair had
evidently admitted it'in that “manner, yet that could not con-
clude the argument, ~~ | Y

My, Evfemne afked their Lordthips, whether they thought
that it is confiftent with the rule, which muft bind them on ,this;'
occafion, that in arguing the admifhibility of a. piece of evi-
dence, to tead the very words of the evidence, when certain.’
ly they ought only to ftate the general nature of it. It certainly

Was
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was not widun the courfe of prattice t6 read the very
words.

The Lord Prefident. It is very proper to open as much of
the purpem of K, as to let the Court know and comprehend
It COnLICnLs:

Alr. Ee/fine apain contended, that in order to argue the ad-

dlbiuy or madamifibiiity of any piece of evidence, it was
£ot to be rexd bv the counfel of the Crown i the hearing of
the jurv. Cecaufe 1 the Court at length fhould fay it was

¢ admiftible, it mignt loud to aftelt the prifoner 1 a2 man-
rer inconfiffent with the rules of law and juflice.

AMr. Seriezit Adarr obferved. that he did {tate, that the
part of the lezer which was alluded to, was not the ground
which they offered 1t to their Lord{hips, and would not be
evidence againft the prifemer ;- but he did never ftate, that if
. there was that 1a the leter, on the ground on which he con-
endied, hat was appliceble evidence againft the priloner,
thar the whole of taac letter {hould not be read; but, certainly
their Lordihips {z1d, thar his adnuffion was of no weight to
the Court, the Court muft determine for itlelf:

Mi. Bearorsfe then foid, that he had received that interrup-
ion with the createlt patience, becaufe. it was made by a
counfel {or the pitfoner, now on trial for his hife. If 1t had
been made in any other place, ke could not but inftantly have
exprefied his aitonifhment at the irregulanity, becaui: he con-
ceived it was not oudy the privilege, when arguing any evi-
Qzace, to ftare that evidence to the Court.

Nr. Lrizrzz. 1 am m the judzment of the Court.

The Lord Prefident faid, thar the nature of the evidence was
what was necefiury to be opened.

Air. Bearcrofz conceived that it would be extremely improper
for him to bz reading the evidence from beginning to end,
Lnger ceiour ihat it would be arguing the admuffibility of it;
but he-coucerves, that the nature of that part as pointed out
as one of tie main grounds for the admiffibility of this let-
ter, thould be laid before their Lordfhips, which was from
certain expreinons m this lewter. It was only two lines and 2
hali; that 2 weman m St James’s Park, did take off her
paizen, end thiew it with all her force againft his Majelty, as

-:- - * b . =
he was going through the Park. He fubmitied, that this was
z

| -
|

iportant evidence, for the purpofe ¢f fhewing the mif-
chievous mtention to the King; aid why? becaufe this was @
lztier ffom cne cenfpirator to znother confpirator, exultng
in the weniediion, emjoying if, and ftating it as good news 10
hic breter confpirator ; and, on that ground, he conceived It
zamifible evidence.

Mr.
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Jir. Dowers oferved, that be fhould really be athamed o
trouble the Court with a word &iv this piece of evidence, be-
caufe it did not appear of fo much impuitance as to demand o
much aticption ; but if the piece of evidence,'under the cir-
cumftances already {uzeelted, thould net be confidersd 45 so0d

‘evidznee, he would atiend to what therr Lordlhips tugeefled to
be the duty of the counfel, namely, to opea the nature of the
evidence, for he fubmitted witn great ceference, that they had
not opened the tendency of this letter, which appeared to him
to be the material and indifputable ground on which it thould be
received inevidence, There had aiready been proved zgainit
the prifoner at the bar a paper, figned by Martin, as chairmad,
and himfelf, the prifoner, as fecretary, brought home by evi- |
derice 3 in which he therefore, the pritoner, admits Mar-
tin was chairman of that meetine,  “T'his letter, which was
now propofed to be read. was dated the 22d of January 1794,
'T'his is at a period fubfequent to that convention n Scotland,
atid it 1s relative to that convention, and the tendency of the let-
ter, which he wanted to read, was a létter of Mr.Martin’s / who,
hiad been fo proved to be connelted with Mr. Hardy) to. their
deleaate in Scotland, who was obiized to come home, his mif-
fion being at an end, by telling him that a {ubfcription will now
be raifed, which will be afliftant to him, and that they thought
it advifable to have another meeting here; and that is te ten-
dency of the greateft part of the letter wiich they now offered
to the Court§ and after they had brought themf{clves ‘into the
fituation of fhewing that Mr. Hardy, the prifoner at the bar, has
admitted Martin the chairman ot that fociety, and they - had
siven evidence to prove, that the objelt of that {ociety-was to
create fach purp.fes into effelt by means of a convention ; and
ke produced an inftrument of a perfon, proved to be connected
with the prifoner at the bar, m the way that Martin hus bee
proved, to proceed in thefe fieps, ihewing what was the object
of that convention ; certainly he was then proving a divect adt
done in furtherance of that confpivacy, not by fhewing a rela
tion of any thing that was pafty but by fhewing a dircet incite-
ment by leteer to nerfevere and go on, with that conduct winch
isto léad to the ultimate, and which was the object the fociety
had 11 view. - | |

The Lord Prefident, I underftand this letter nat to come to
that. | *

M. Bowers. Obferved it would be ftronger if applicd to
Margarot, if it had come to his hands, but it is evidence of the

intent of this Mr. Martin to ecncourage tae party who appoars
i0 be intended, to be addrefled in this letters” - For -any -louep
G g T gwintteny

B L R -

o

I T -



[ 234 ]

wrizien to any body, whether he was one of the conipirators or
ros, from a confpirator that fhall have been conneCted with the
prifoner ot the b“:“, s generai evidence in this caufe, and the pur-
port of this letier, be it directed to whom it may, being to excite
hem to tais meafure, and to forward this meafure is not a recital

t 1s paft, butitisa direlt incitement to oo on in that which
210 prove, it did therefore with great {ubmuffion to
tae Court, net 2noear to him that whythey {hould now, when they
bad alrezdy eftzblifned an intlmate connection between the pri-
foner at the bar anc a member of the feciety, whom they had
F-CT.L-..: o be j *nad to him in alts done, in direlt furtherance
cf the main cefizn, whi ms {hould rict now be evidence agamit

T
‘l

we ore obl

the rrijoner at the bar,* e fubmitted thatin this {tage of the caufz
1t yvzs evidence that ought to be recelved.

.'.1_;*‘ Lo now rcfey flating that he fhould trouble their
Lordmipswith a faw ren 1arks, and they fhould jve.in as narrow
z coimnpzls as pasiible, pa t cularly on the frmmd on which he
meznt fo tax2 the argument, had bLﬁ'nqntICIPHtEd from what has
falien rrom M, Bower, W itH regard to the queltion whetner any
piece of evidsnce 1s admifiible or not, there were three things to
b2contcered. In the firlt place, the relation of him who writes,
izcendiy, of Dim wio may receive ity and thirdly, the perfon who
IR el

meani 1o be :zir;:...:tﬁi by that letter. There are all three proved

inct thev are members e ':r“r*ed in a confpiracy to fubvert the
COVIINTMANI O :“1.... }.ingdo having laid that general ground,
ne fudmities to their Lcrdfm*pa, tnat 1t was the cuftom in the

.".;1:‘..-;"3.' Couriz ¢l E,

‘l.-"

4
I
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M
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, to give detacied pieces of evi-
2nTe, any cne allor wnich n'1 vy be conducive to the general
A . . =f:'i 1’1

eza, and If proved o attach n the prifoner, 1s {o far evidence
srznfthim. YWrar s the ai’c done in its general ground, he
thcuzntit wos inoiudzd in that overt act mentioned in the mdict-
meapl, tnat ey bave written and cauled to be written, fundry
toras, pampnlets, lettersy infiruciions, to excite and ftir up his
mijziiy’s {20iell (o the atizinment of  this object, which objelt
1s tiz fubverlion of the government, and the depoling of the
I{*“;1 ne contonced thot this letter was 2 furtherance of this

ncauraxe Aiargarot to perfevere, and for this end he
21l hz:'r the friznds of the {ECIE'“” vere increafing, thelr num-
Lers ficrzaling, tacic prefoedt of fuccefs increaﬁnw that heing
fiztcd 25 2n obied, and 132 objed of the letter, the only qﬂﬁi-
ton iz wicner 2 letter of fucn a context, conﬁnmma predica-
o o, Iroilient to this object be acmiffible, and if it be of the
n-s o othos we nave fated, § conceive there be no doubt of its
r R L AU P A

T 1

i Eriline re-'izdy that he configercd this debatey in the

{tase
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fage ih which we Were now arrived in ity 2s a refinement in the
hiftory of a Courtof Juftice. Ctanding here the fecond day, he
appealed to their Lordthips whether he and his colleagues, who
were counfel for the prifoner, had not been very ready in the re-
ception of evidence, having troubled thzir Lordfhips with no
argument, or asked hardly even a fingle queftion of any wit-
nefs.  He conceived that their Lordihips would fee that they
fhould have made no fort of objeltion to this letter if it contain
ed no more than what his learned friend Mr. Garrow opened to
the Court, ‘becaufe, if it fhould turn out not to be evidence

azainft his client, his Lordlhip would have to tell the Jury to

do whit it was impoffible they could do, becaufe human nature
cannot difcharge out of their minds a recollection of what they
have heard, His learned friend did not open the generality of
the tendency of that part of the letter. How was he to know
what was in the letter 7 and therefore, for what he knew, it may be
an unpublithed letter in Mr, Margarot’s poflefiion, and on no
principle of the law any evidence atall. He thould be unfit to
itand here as a counfel to cbject to its being read if 1t contained
nothing more than all the papers on which the Jury had con.
fumed two days of their precious lives in this Court.  Af leaft,
Mr. Serjeant Adair faid, that which he could not object to—ie
ftated, with that fenfc that belonged to him, and with the hu-
manity that will ever accompany that fenfe, taat there was no-
thing in it except the technicallity of evidence, and that the
Judge muit fay the Jury ought not to hear.  Up rifes the next
counfel, and he tnakes no obfervations on any other part of the
letter, but he faftgns on that very part of the letter, and propoles
to read that which the couucil before him admitted was no evi-
dence againft bis client. He then had their Lordfhips judz-
ment for the foundation of their objection; but after he was
polfeffed of their Lordihips judgment, ftill the learned counfel
went on, and read the very words which he objected againft the
reading ; and having done, he fays, he receives the interruption
with all the gentlenefs that belongs to him. This 1s no trifling
matter ; he begged leave to fay that he ftood there for tae lite of
2n innocent man, and rhat he {tood there for the lzw 2nd con-
ftitution of iingland; and he would never fufter any thing while
he ftood there that was not confonant to both, He faid, he agreed
with the Solicitor General with what he fays with regard to
Lord Lovatt’s cafe,fo far as it réjates to alt, and if this had been
an act done by Margarot and Martin ; then he fhould fay that
the aét done would be evidence againt the prifoner 3 but what
he objelted to, that a letter fhould be produced 2s evidence
viich never found its-way to Mr, Margarot, 1f his client was

(g 2 to
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to 02 arelicd by e wniinz of that letrer there was only one
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tnios thot Be wes anxzews about. duppolnz this leiter to be
€vilinte, 4 pPIpes nioy g part evidence and p"‘i{ not. I part
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Is evidence ané part noty that part which is evidince fhould be
D hich iz nor evidence fhould not be read. If

evidence, part of it may de ad-
t not. Y ou permit part of an inter-
zatory 10 oe read i a court of equity, but you will not per-
' piefted to 1n it is the relation of an old
her patten 2t his aajclty gumz through 3t.
fomctning 1n it fo perfecily ridiculous
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2zt ¢ ceeld not be tuppoied to affett a man that is ftanding
on Lis tricd for fus kife; and not only fo, but it appeared to him
to be eitatiizhing & dangerous p;eccdm to have things read

cnich éid nezrezard the- priioner ot the bar nor the cnu(e hefore

L:vd Prefzenty @uzrce with AMr. Pearcroft, that be has
{izted cruly what the true noture of this qu“ﬂion 1s, whether if
this wosmerav a trizl for 2 2 conipiracy, tis would be evidence
czonifeonzer theparties in that c-.::ﬁf,ir.._cm ; becaule the quef-

s prirores is to be reached on the {pecific charge
@, 15 vadeitrediy o queliion w i ne 1s to be

, ; hether
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2ing Cf‘.f.i{"ilr_fd s oivin in evidence, and
s cmalant heouahe het + of Tuftice. is

tZza tne nornes prefent broughs beiere 2 Court of Juftice, is to

; )

e el o 2 v fhore i ,
Tr.gusincnnow is, wineher 2 paper under the hand of 2 perfon
v2ich is oroves 1o o2 onz of the confrirators, 1s o be received in
ciferce, ©tzkeiras chis cote ftands, it is not a letter fent to
Ai-. Siarzaion dherefore, it may be 2 paper which may be
Tien pTLY LY Slariia, and it may never have gone out of

- 1 il 1 *
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aoran, The ouzitlonis, whether under thefe t:u'curnfl ances

izchz vazer is o be aloitted in evidence in a cafe agzinft ano-
thzs perfon was now fiands ar che bar, I confefs it does not ap-
pir to e fnllsizaoy ditinguithabie from the laft cafe, which
vz have jull now catamingd, to lutisfy m my mind that it ought
£1 he riooiveG T evidance.

e general pmt is to be proved by
cooll s e nenieChions of others, to which the party may or

i o
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oy oot s or medinsziy apariy; but I conceive this is no more
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was to fand at the bar, and fay, that the four perfons charged
were the prifoners, Martm, lhelwa]] and Margarot, or an

other parties ¢ Suppole he was to fay, thal: I heard Thelwall fuy
that he was engaged in {uch a confpiracy, he heard Marstin fay
that he was enhmed i fuch a confpiracy, oy that he heard
Margarot fay that he was prefent at fuch a confpiracy, my pre-
fent appreh enfion is, that it would be excecding good evidence
againft the perfons who faid it; to prove that they were con-

wmed but it would be no evidence at all agaaft a “thixd
mrf{)n.

"I in the cafe of Lord Straffords, a man proved that he had
heard A, B, C. converfe together on the fubject of the con-
fpiracy, thatis proof that theee perfons conipired, aad therefore
the converlation together 1s proof that they confpired, but not
evidence of the parties acknowledgment only as ic could be
brought home to them. 1 have alrcs 2dy taken notice in regaré
to this perfonal acknowledgment, the having taken a fhare, o
the having meant to incite, is lufiicient; for that is the nature-
of this lett“r., and would be a very proper evidence, if the pri-
foner at the bar was to be affeted by it.  In an indiGment for
a confpiracy there may be given r:reneml evidence, but when a
perfon s indicted by b rmftlf therc can be no evidence againft
hu , but what prmres the exifteace of the falts with which he
£3 charged in regular evicence. I it hﬁpﬂm that a matter of
£26 hould be effablithed againft A. does it alfo become evidence
againft B. on the c-rcumimce of I’s. being conneéted with
A, that is very different to the prefent cale ; 1 siwa ys confider
that nothing of this fort can be made evidence againft indivi
duals, but what comes out of their own niouths s, and not what
comes out of the mouth of one whois not evensn agent of the
party, as is the cafe with the letter, and therefore 1 think cane
510t be recelved. ...

Lard Chief Baron. In the lalt queftion that was before the
Courty T confined my judgment at that time to the exadl cale,
*I‘Amel}g the bare relation of zn a& to a perfelt fhranger in that
confpiracy, as no mere than an admaflron, that may poﬂ?b?y re-
oard himfelf who wrote it, but cannot rezard any of his co-
Eur\fpirators ; but 1 cenfefs there appears to me a material dif-
tmction in this cale ; this is a paper which 1s addrefied. | DY one
of the {everal mnfplratorw to another of thole confpirators, and
it is introduced as fubfervient to the proof of the general na-
me and tendency of that confpiracy, which 1s endedvc}ured to .

it alledged againtt the prifoner and others; it feems to me that
“ne of the Ct}l}fplI‘aLUI’S addicﬁmg a paper to another confpi-
fator, having relation to that conipiracy (and which is not

- merely
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merelv a bare deflcription to a firanger) is an a& complete in
thzt © pwa:v, ﬂT*hourrh It may never reach that perﬁm to
=:'nc:-"1 it is intended. [t isa complete adt in one, thouch the
thinz did not reach the other, and 1 think 1t may be read.

At E.:z ren Hetham, 1 remain in the opinion that I gave in
tha lalt cale, that that letter ought not.to be fuffered to be read,
that letter I confider asa very different letter from this, that was
:nclofing forne fongs fuppoled to be fung at a meeting, {ent to an
indifferent parfon.  This letter has been written by a man who
hzs been proved Chairman of a meeting at the Globe Tavern, on

that dav it is pmved to be written, tnough not received ; writ-
eh Lo Marg t, who has been proved to be the Delegate {ent
b'; that me m o Scotland, ond it is flated to contain mat-
ers T ep:..au h:s articular 1'1'1111011 at Ldmmbureh ; 1t 1s {tated
to contsia matters of incitement and ¢ t,ncouﬂr'ﬁnmnt to proceed
in the caufe in which he is engaged, namely, in the caufe in
which he 1s engaged vy the procurement, by the confent, and
by tne diretion of that mceting in meon and that meeting
1 Lomm has baan pro'fed to be cumpof’cd cf the pntﬁner at
The bar, tiz writer of tne lettery his correlnondent to whem it
was intended to be fent, and others: th.rEiort:., I do confider

s 25 {irong eviaence to {hew that one of that meeting, and
cther 2s 1t were with the prifoner at the bary did fend

nZ 10 it an excitement and encouragement to
o preceed 1 the buitnels in which they
ALY fenh, and for which they were both {o com-
midfioneg, and L think 1t euzbt to be admitted as evidence to
of thefe conizirators

Jdvy Fusice Bulier, The c..,.fe to which 1 zlluded to juft now,

o, e oy mog

w23 Lord William Ruﬂe”’ cafe, where my Lord Howell gocs

veTy large iato the evidencs, 2nd he there {peaks of A conver{a-

L

Uq

=:on '\".'-...:“1_ crd bhaftem* J'., in which he mentionzd that above
ten tioviznd irifh boys w here to follow him whenever he held up
ris anger, cnd when tae Chief Jultice {ums up, he repem
thefz wores as evidence of the If*furrecuon, but not to afrect the
prifoner.  In confidering the cherse whether there has been a
cenfpiracy to effed the life of the King 7, 1t is neceffary firdt to
fiew that there is a confpiracy on foot, and then you 20 on to
prove whether or no was 2&inc 2 part in this cowfpiracy Now
ezms tome, i vou 1L.pﬂoil 2t fuch a combination had ex-
d, how in thenuturz of things can it be made out, but by
ceciarations, excreflions, md converfatiens of thofe ihat are
DIrties 0 iy and tae wau in which wyv brother confidered 1t was
= materizl oney fuppole an equ mcﬂ.l expn.ﬁoﬂ is ufed, fhall
.ot we enguire pow ey underfteod it the firf queftion 1s to
cllqu1r6
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enquire whether or no there was a confpiracy § then it becomes
another queition, whether the prifoner is aftected by it or not,
and he may object finally, that the fubjet was not fo explained
to him, nor be {o underfiand it.  But the queftion is now not
on the fadt of the evidence, but whether it ought or ought not
to be received, and inaimucly as it goes to prove the exiftence of
the confpiracy it muit be received.

Mr. Fuflice Grofe. 1 am quite of opinion with my brethren
who think that this evidence muft be recetved for the purpofe of
thewing a conipiracy, and what the nature of that confpiracy -
was. An addrefs has been already produced, the contents of
which addrefs was, that Mr. Martin was the Chairman, and the
prifoner, fecretary, and that there was correfpondence between
the prifoner, Margarot, and Martin, and Martin and Margarot,
then is it not very materiu] for us to fhew the nature of the con-
foiracy ¢ what one confpirator wrote to another refpecting thefe
very acts in the courfe of the tranfactions reiative to this very
plan ? and when it is faid that this is merely a confeflion or wri-
ting, Ithinkitismore, becaufe we know very well, that feribere
eff agere writing is an aély and fuch an adt to fhew these was a

plan of a condpiracy, and may fhew for what intention and pur=
pofe that plan was laid down.

Joun WaLKER {worn,
9. 1 believe you are an attorney?
A. Yes, I am, Sir.

9. Are you acquainted with Mr. John Martin ?
A. 1 am,

. Are you acquatnted with his charater and hand-writing ?

A. 1 am,

9. Be {o good to look at that letter {a letter fhewn him), and
tcll me whether in your judgment the whole of it is his hand-
writing, particularly the fignature: do you believe that to be
Mr, Martin’s hand-writing « “

A. 1 do.

9. Look at the fupeticription, |

A. I believe that to be his hand-writing.

(The kiter read by the Clork of the Court.)

Dated Richmond-buildings, Jan. 22, 1794, figned John Mar-
tin, Addrefled to Citizen John Margarot, Tolbooth, Edin-
burgh,

« Igdare fay you think T have forgot you, from my not having
written to. you 3 but you know my fentiments {o well that 1t was
unneceflary for me.  With regard to Lord Edward, I have not
been able to get any thing like a fettlement. To-morrow is the

et day of term, when [ fhall rule the Sheriffs to return the
wiit, &c, - |

i
d
L

“ We
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“ e were verterdoy at Chalk Ferm ;) the newlpaper | BF
e five hun E;t:d but we were nearer two thoufand, ang
ve wers telerably boid, Y our conduct received univerfal aprio-
betion. Thete who oppoiad the {udleription-at firft are now put-
3 cit nands to the bottom o their pockets, and fwear by
oz {upnorted.
vou read my Letter to Lord Lauderdale? Are you,
inciined to trv a writ of errer? What do you think of my
courtrimen - > I firmly believe the law is the only fcience of
vhich they kn w ncﬁ?n._, XC,
“ Yefterday the King went to meet his Parlizment, and { am

. B

tolg thaot 2 womean, mey fd and feduced by the lnh._‘atmn oi-the
€zvil, did take of her patten, and throw it with ail her force
zgainit his Mojelty,  God fave the King, {or, as Gerald
25~ JEat]

.11.-1-.".'} 1)

“ Theiotiety 13 increaiing rapidly both 1n fpmt and number,
2nc the 1ch no *"bﬂr*.n to come among us, 2nd fit cown among{t -
honeft men in their leathern 2PTONS, é\.C-

: Foﬁzcript. Citizen Gay {zys more than I dare write.”

2 (45 adr. Gurnell—a ziter fhows him.) Y ou found this in
flr. Raray’s houle s

2 Yes, L did. (Read by she Clerk of the Gourt.) Tt is aletter
from larsarot to the orifoner..
Dzted Tolbooth, 24 Jan, 17014, Addrefled to AMr. Thomas

1\0. g, Piccadilly, bondon,  -»

¢ ] have f-. lece.wd your letter, dd‘iEd by miftake I fup-
poie, the Igtﬂ, giving me an account of the dlnner at Ramﬁ:}?
1 civing mea 1cl banx note, 1 wiln the fociety may not
e zliogether ; but howev er, {hould they, I am deter-
mincd to puhre the {ame kind of condhm, even f [ purfue it
ziore.  But however, the Shefiield fociety has behaved far dif-
ferert from cur own towards their delegate.  If you publifh
mvinisl it may be neceffary to place my handlome figure in the
front, If {o, Alrs. Mergarct can furnith you with the minia-

-ou nat fee that the mob would be the better for 1oﬁncr
: v.'::.uld have a great effedt on the ﬁpubhc

“ | muloorain b“me, that t}‘e Sheficld people feem more
in ezrnelt than he Londeners, T ask for the money becaufe L
o in 2rveats here more than tae fgciety have {eat me.

« Since my left we have had an additional padlock put on
¢ the Czztzin of the Tolbooth is not trufted with
nizat, but carries them to the Magiftrates, and calis

¢« Here



[ 241 ]

« Here they makz no dinners but yet they might, it appears

that worthy Skirving was not noticed in your cups, The Scotch
lads were moze kind than the L. C. S,

*“ Has Martin done any thing for me ¥

¢ The Duke of Portland, though he joins Miniftry, ought
to pay the bill for his brother Lord Edward Bentley.

** Armed affociations are, 1 perceive, now fet on foot by the
rich.  Why thould nt the poor do the fame ¢ In London you
garnifh your.axe, and like lambs content yourlelves with h bleed-
in, Prav Jet me hear from vou foou.

“ Your’s, M, M.,
( To Gurnell—a paper /bf:'w:z bim.) Did you find that pa-

per in your hand at Hardy’s:

A U did. (Read by the Clerk of the Court. ) It is a letter Gf the
Briftol Con{’ntutiom{ Society, x
Dated Briftol, the 28th of January, 1794, figned J. Lawrence,

Secretary, and addrefled to lhomas qud}
“ Perrow CITIZENS,

“ I am again authorized to write to you, fignifying the grati~
tude C-Fourfucretv for your fecond epiftle, which came to myhands
the 3d inftant, After reading its contents, I colleéted as many of
our fr:end: as I com*emcnt]y could that eveninz—we read—we
bluthed—we took courage ;—we did more, For' we refolved on
re-aflfembling, as we had '1ppomtcd prior to the determination
we announced in ourlaft.  We inzend publithing an addrals or,
fomething declaratory of our fentiments, with " all convenient
fpeed ;—as foon as this is eflelled, we {m H {tnd a copy or co-
pies to you. I'rom the Courler *rnd Evening Gazette we have
had ‘information of the trial-of Mr. Margarot, and his {eatence
to fourteen years tranfportation.  We are by no means at a lofs
in forming a judgment of the noble caufe 1n which he with
others are embarked nor would we be frizhicied at fuch [entences.
You fee, citizens, your fecond epiftle has quickened our cou-
rage, and vivified our p'ltrxotxfm, and rouzed us to refolution ;
aiid o e, our number is now confiderably ncrealed—perhaps
your third epiftle may do greather things {till j—we are fenfible
'tis a noble—"tis a virtuous—"tis 2 n'odhh.e ﬂnd inunortal caufe
i1 which we are now mutually embarked ; ; and though for. parts
our effort can be but a feeble one, yet the cavfe we efpoule is
mighty—is energetic.—It will h nallw prevail and prefper: Jt is
our ﬁrm opinion, could we but amuﬁ, them, that patriots would
bf:come nearly the majority of our city. We ex peC’c d to have

had the dozen of the Englifhmen’s tights, waich you mene
tioned in your firlt epiftle—hope you will fend them (1&&(11[}
“« We are, fellow citizens, yours i, nccre:}f
¢ The Briflol Society for Conftitutional Infor mation, &¢.”’

M B h 2. (70



(Reiz'i by the Glerk of the Court.)
¢« CiTiZENS !

¢ The critical moment 1s arrived, and Britons muft : either
atiert with zeal and firmnefs their claims to literty, or yield
without reliftance to the chains that miniftertal ufurpation is
forging for them. \Vill vou co-operate with us in the only
DezC ceable meafure that now prefents itlelt with any profpedt
of fuccefs © We need not intimate to you that, notwithitand-
g the unp: relleled audacity of a corrupt and overbearing tac-
tion, which at prelent tramples on the rights and liberties of
the Dnopl.,.. our meEtings cannot in England be interrupted
without toe previcus hduptson of 2 Convention Bill : -2 meafure
it is our duty to znticipate, that the ties of union may be more
firmly drawn, and the f{entiments and views of the different
foc;euea throughout the nation be compared, while-it is yet
1N OUTr POWer, To zs to guide and direct the future operations
of the friends of freedom. Roufe then to one exertion more ;
znd let us thew our confcioufnefs of this important truth—< If
we zre to be bearen down with threats, profecutions, and illegal
fEﬂtE"lCES, we are unworthiy—uwe are incapable of liberty.”—We
mufl, however, be e\ppdttxous. Heffians and Auftrians are al-
rezady among us; and, if we tamely fubmit, a cloud of thefe
armed barbarians may fhortly be poured in upon us. Let us
form, then, another Britith Convention. We have a central
i1tuztion in our view, which we bclieve would be moft conve-
nient for the whole ifland; but which we forbear to mention,
(entreating your confidence 1n this particular) till we have the
anfiver of the {focieties with which we are in correfpondence.

et us have your anfwer, thenby the 20th, at farthefl, earlier if

cifible, whether you approve of the meafure, and how many de-
1 g tes You can {end, with the number alfo, if poffible, of your

‘¢ YWe remain yours,
 1n civic affection,
¢ The LONDON CORRESPONDING SOCIETY.
“ T. Harpv, Secretary,
“ For the manageient of this bufinefs we have appointed a
Secret Committez © you will judge hew tar 1t 1s neceflary for you
o Co the 1’&{1’1&.”

2, (Ts dlexander Grant—a paper focwn him) Tell me wnether

j;o ] bah =ve this to bﬂ the prifoner’s hand writing ?
(Read
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(Read by the Clerk of the Csurt) '
Dated, London, March 12th 1794, figned Thomas Hardy.
“CI1TI2EN BUCKELL, *
“I have juft time to inform you that I fee our worthy delegate,
Margarot, on board the Surprize at Spithead. He is conlcious
of having broken the law in this country, but only deing his
duty as every good Citizen is bound to do, for promoting the

happinefs of his fellow creatures, by oppoling every mealure

and every means, that wantonly oppofe all laws human and di-
ving; he has that conclufion in his own breaft, however the ene-
mies of mankind arc punifhing him as an evil doer ; but accord-
inZ to human appearance, the reign of the boalt of civil and ec-
clefaftical power, 15 almoft at an end. "Thanks to the Supreme
Ruler of the univerfe, for his great goodnefs hitherto, and the
bright profpe&t bafore us. 1 delivered the 20l you gave me
for his ufe into his hands, it was very leafonable.

“ This moment 1 have received a letter from Muir, inform-
ing me that the convoy hoifted her fignal for {ailing,

“ T {faw the captain, he appears to be a very good kind of man,
and bears a verv good charaéter." I hope you will excufe me
entering into detail any further, for I have not another minute
to {pare. If any friend you can truft can come to town I will

give bim a full account, what think you of a convention? Fare-
well

“ Tuomas Harpyv.”

9. (T2 Gurnell—a paper fhewn bim) Did you find that letter
in Mr. Hardy’s pofleflion?

A Yes.

(Read iy the Clevk fy” the Court} -
Dated oth of April, 1794, figned, Alexander Mitchell, Se-

cretary,  Addrefled to Mr. "Thmas, Hardy, Shoemaker,
No. g, Piccadilly, 1.ondon. S

“ t'errow CITIZENS,
“ The fociety at Strathaven received your letter fometime ago
relpeting another Britifh Convention to be held in England,

and finding it would be inconventent for them to fend a delegate
tor themfelves alone, the caufe being much opprefied by profecu- -
tion, &, |

“You will therefore forward your order to us, when and where
the convention is to meet, with any other inftructions you may
think neceflary.  We fhallinftruct our delegate with the num-

ber_ and ftrenuth of our fociety. We remain yours in th= caufe
of liberty, for the United Society,

“ ALExaNDER MitTcHELL, Secretary.”
Dire@ to Alexander Mitchell, Strathaven.

Ih% (7o Gurnelly=a paper fpewn bim) Where did you find
at paper ? ,

Hha A At
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Cthe Clerk of toe Cﬁfﬁ:.)
Dated from lTE‘L c;:f 16, April 14, 17 Addrefled to Mr,
Gvy, No. g, or 19, P:ccadllly Iondon.

a number of friends, to aradical reform in the

conftitution here, I make free to t.ouble vou. Welive ina

p":ce T}*::r an criftocrat maciftracy endeavours to ftop the ge-
H‘.“J bznign fpinnt f ntlﬂ']al lltertv from f{preadin, not-

withitanding a very creat number are found here that dare af-

fert the moturzl and unzlienchble rights of man, and bear their

teitimony zcninft the tyrannical encroschments of affumed

power on thelzrights 3 a gocd number have formed then:lelves
into ircieties, and mest weekly, admitting zone lut kinown

Ficnisy qnibnvc alianed o name but that r.:f 7 wﬁrrﬁ;r COMP QA=
sy tngle were in £rea fﬁ riti while the Biitifo Csvention con-
fonnsd 19 a7y put afior ibar [utpriffion a Hmp was cait on the

tﬁ'hfﬂc.——Ssza;fs‘f‘:‘iE:'.-'.:r vere readv to be fent off the very night
7w 2d, and the Gazetteer ffopped, which has fince
been rf:m:‘x:::ed to London, for the ufe of the pérfecutca wor-
| alm r.—B ing charmed with your maflerly and
- e conaxE of your delcgates and nsble martyrs
Foriruhy adnrcarct on d Gerald, 2nd find your name figned fe-
crerzry to the Correfponding QUCIE’:t v, we wifh to copy your
€.amp s and teg, if you think us worth your notice, give us
yonr VWS eind citeniizrs a8 {oon as convenicnt, which, 1 hope,
]

vwiil he 2 means o in :11h11':£3 and increafe our numbers. Left
tas {nould not come to yeu, as I have an uncertain direction, 1
{orbear troudling veu more at prefent, in hopes of being fa-
voored with vour fut ure correfponde nce.—bkarewel, haping the
g ._f:;"if_;'r‘;::i.::_;; aui nzpcfition fhail foon fall under the guilistine of
FFIN GG Vel il

“Your's, withall due refpect, &c.
“Crrizens.”
2. (7o Guracl—a pager fozwen Fim) Did vou find that in the
120 i prliolzer

(‘RL‘.EZE :?'-:; f&'f’ C;::j-l.{, -"-:,f: ff?ft? &fﬂﬂl‘-)

Ienion, Blzv tae 115, 170s.  Signed, Thomas Hardy, Se-
cretarv, |
¢ CiTime 3 '

“ los waia paeclurethe Lendon Correlponding Saciety hear
tnt o iTtietyy o a _J,"?F.‘I.;.-.:Z'I"‘ slurny aid with 1he _/t’d}’f.’ tatrigtic ab-
Jofoanoview, s By o be eﬁabl fhea at Newcuftle upon
Twnse—I ver o Cils hr"ned that requited the exertions of
the p20pi2 10 n.0p a2 torrent of corruption, infamy and def-
;onimyy it lcems iy to overwielm them, it is the prefent—

Hi
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in (God’s name then, let us ufe thefe exertions,—~We are cal-
jed upon by every thing that 15 dear to us, as men and as chrif-
tians. The caufe of truth and liberty muit finally be omnipo-
tent ; therefore, doubt not that the plartous reign of liberly and
eqnaitty will eve long be eftablithed, and modern governments, with
every appendage of wickedncfs and corruption, will flee 1 time from
their genial influence, as beafts of prey to their dens of rapine
and darkuels from the rifing Sun.  The London Correfponding
Scciety have beheld with indignation the rapid advances of def<
potifm in Britainy and ave ready cordiacly to unite with cvery other
fociety in the three kingdoms, who have for their obje&t a full and
effestual veprefentation of the people s they therefore bave deputed fix
of therr inembers to meet [ix members of the foctety for Constitutional
lufermation, to farin a commiitee of correfpondence and co-operation
this commutiee tisects regularly twice a weeky at No. 2, Beaufsri-
Buldings, Strand, where any member delegated by your focicty will
mect with every information required,—\We inclofe you a few of
our refolutions, entered into at our general meeting on the 14th
of April, which will be {ufficiently explanatory of our fenti-
ments and views, “J¥z beartily anite with you inwifbing that the

bydra of tyranny and defpotifun may Joon fall ander the guillatine of

truth and :‘m_ﬁm.

“ LRIENDS,”

9. (T Gurnell—a paper frewn bim) Did you find that paper
at Mr, Hardy’s houfe?

A 1 did,

' ( Read by the Clerk of the Court.)
Dated Briftoly, April 24. Signed John Cockburn, direlted to
.. Thomas Hardy.
“ FrrLrow-CiTIZEN,

“ You may be fenfible, from our laft communication, that
in the infancy of our patriotic efforts we had many difficulties
to overcome, and many ftrong prejudices to combat.—We
laid open to you our real fituation; we told you our determina-
tion to addrefs the public, and aflured you of our unalterable
perfeverance in the glorious caufe of freedom —This perfever-
ance, however, and thefe exertions of an individual fociety,
can but little avail, if the {ocieties in the different parts of the
kingdom are in themfelves difunited, or do notaid and affift each
athery agrecable to the principles of philanthropy and frat.rasty
waich they {o warmly profefs.  Under this idea, we conceive
curfelves treated with a degree of rucruifm, by your fociety not
F:I}fWEI'iﬂg our laft letters ; the reafons may be good.—At pre-
20t we are candid enough to confuds, that the circumftance does
ot appear to us in the molt favourable pount of view. Quy

wdrefs, of which we fend you a few copies, we find to have a
good
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, and is likely to beget us the a%iftance of many
”a our enemies acknowledge there 1s fomething very
*‘.a‘.‘:iﬂ in the preduction. -—-—Thls 15 an abfolute vic-
have rezlon to congzratulate ourfelves on the prof-
2’3 1t chens to us, With 2 ‘mixture of pain and
e f v 2n account of }'our laft general meeting ; we
L
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ne firong hand of difpotifin ﬂ‘ould {o often interfere
to prevent e z{izrtion of the richts of the people, while we
reioice in vour maniy conftitutional perfeverance, and appland
g1 Gh5TITE JouT Tefs It of forming ansiher general Csuvention »

Our :.*f:f.em' 7 m hers give us every reafonable hope of {oon
beis le more ,,...,-faff {7 co-sperate with you 5 while, for the
reafons fcrfreiiyi ated, we cannot ¢ make 2 poﬁmn promife
on it head, ¢ hope for 2n immediate an{wer.—Favour us
With yomr m nion of our acdrefs, and tranfmit a {ketch of your
plan refpeciing the zenerzl Convention.

“ By ordf: of the Committee of delegates apnointed by the
« Briftol Conftitutional Society."”’
9. [Tz Gurnzif—a 2aper fewn him) Where did you find

Alr. I—dev’s houfe.

(The fetter read by the Clerk of the Court,)

From the Norwich Soctety.  Dated April 29, 1794, addrefled
¢ CIT ZEN H.ﬁnD"(,

« Tt iz with great fatisfation we view the manly condué& of
you 2nd wnr cmlzam_f: efpecially when, furrounded as you
are, by 2 LO"'HI]EEI'I::C? arxﬁacmm, who, notwithftanding their
great L,ld{u_r, are but chicken-hearted 3 s—Witnels our Norfolk
(\ymu 5, who, aiter being completely foiled at their county
meeting, Were determined to fubferibe to fupport an armed
.;:“i:m.r,,cﬁ. : But, pray, tell itnotin the metropolis, that 4 no-
bﬂ, Mzrguis {ubleribed no more than 2001, and another high-

TN Ed Leod but o2l 2n Alderman and leader, and very
ﬁ:rce tor Church and Ning, the encrmous {fum of 201 —Thefe
2re the men who are rewdy to fpend their lives and fortunes ;—
but enoush of fucﬁ rm legad beings ! We fhould be glad to
know whether ¢ 11‘16%5 of the pcople confent to a convention,

r thev will take an aChive part.
« Plezfe to acceptof 2 f2w of our bills. We thould efteem it
2 f2vour taot you would fend us a few of your late declarations.

« P, 8. NMany of our friends are fully convinced of the necef-

fitv, lezalitv, 2nd rationzlity of a convention. But, Query—

wheine } thz {ime be e:»;pedimtf‘
« J'AS. Bigas, Cha’*’rmm,
o . SAINT, Secretary.”
Uirectto J, B. jun. feed{man, \Iaﬂ'dalen firect.
9. (>
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Q (To Gurnell—a paper fhewn bim) Where did you meet
with that ? ' '

A 1 found it in Mr. Hardy’s houlfe.
| (Read by the Clerk of the Court.)

Dated April 12thy 1794, Signed fofeph Powell, and addreffed
to Mr. Hardy. No. g, Piccadilly, London.
“ DR, | |

“ | have repeatedly feen your name in the newfpaper, as fe-
cretary to ascertain inflitution, called the London Correfpond-
ing Society ; but from my enquiries in the country, 1 have not
been able to acquire any of the rules of the fociety, nor the
-precife purpofes for which it is to be eftablithed, 1 have there-
fore troubled you with this letter, defliring you to inform me
with the object the fociety has in view, and the means they ufe
to obtain it.

« 1 am, yours,

“ Josepa PowEre,”
¢ Addrefs to Jofeph Powell, furveyor, the Sun-tavern, He-
reford.”

9. (To Gurnell—a paper shein him) Where did you find
that /—look at that. _*
. 4, At Mr. Hardy’s houfe ? L

(Read by the Ulevk of the Court as follows.) 1t is without a
date, indorfed, an anfwer to Hereford.

« Tn anfwer to your letter, dated the 12th, I have to inform
vou, that the London Correlponding Seciety have not only the
olorious defign of decreafing the power of a monfter, whole
hideous featurcs need only be expofed to render it an object of
univerfal terror and deteftation, and to expofe vice, to paint
virtue in its true colours, to acquaint our fellow-citizens with
their deareft rights—the rights of man; and by a brotherly
union, give them an opportunity to demand thofe rights; thofe
are the means we ufe, and we doubt not, but in executing thefe
means, we are doing our duty to God and our country, &c.

« We invite youand your fellow-citizens to join with us in
the fame glorious caufe.”

Mr. Garrow. Bere is aletter from Sheffield I am going to
read, found in the poffeflion of Thelwally who is charged as

being an agent in this confpiracy, and addrefled to the prifoner
at the bar. -

My, Erskine. Though this might go to prove the confpiracy,
as it is called, I cannot fee how it canaffeét the prifoner. How

does it‘appear that it was the fame Sheffield fociety with which
this fociety correlponded ; is it the fame hand writing !

~ Mr. Garrow. [ {aid it purported to be a letter from a fociety
in Sheffield, written by order of the fociety, addrefled to Hardy,

and
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and fourd in the pofleflion of Thelw:ll; if 1t is objeded to, 1
wiil not prefsit. |
Adr. Ersfize. \We do objelt to it. |
Lird Chgfjm? cz. | think this letter is in a different {ituat'on
from the other; it is 2 letter written irom a {cciety addreffed to
the priicnzr, 2nd found in the hands of a perfon vho appears to

= involved in the cullt of the f‘*uianer. o
VILLrad T1Mss iwo*'n-_—jmﬂm::d by M, (FARROW.,
Q Are you one of his. Majefty’s meffengers !

e Y CSy I am.
9. Did you feize any papers in the houle of Thelwall ¢
A. Yes; fome few that were on his parion. .-
2. You putyour name to thefe you feized ;
A. Yes,
2. Seeii th ot 1s one !
s Yes; that is one,
(Tﬂr: taper read by the Cerk of the Court.)
| Shefh !a’, ddey 11thy 1704,
“Friexn avp FELrow-CiTIzZEN,
¢ The ;.Ir.nd: o peace ARG reform in Ha]lfﬂ\ having held a
eral public meeting in the open air, on Monday April 211k,
4 2t v..hlch were many friends frem Lecds, quefeid
uddarsh ,._ﬂ_, Bradford, and the 'th....cent neiohbourhood, thf;
iends of freedom, after the meeting, grea.d to hold 4
reral meeting of delezates at Briftol, in ordgr to conli-
r en the meafures to be udopted by them'prcparqtory
a Geirrel Conwention., After which our worthy friend, citizen
- ~— of H&.hak, bein~ ordered to Sheffield to get the
preceedings of the meeting pnm:d and confult with us upon
et = were adviled by us to defer at prefent the meet-
y Uit I fariber i ﬁm ation from you s that fubject.
refcre ordﬂrcd at’cur Jait committee meeting, to write
£0 }’Gh, rcq sefting the favour of as early intelligence as poi-
i1ble on thas lmpcrtr_nt bufinefs, We are not in the leaft inti-
-micated in Sheideld, as we can call and hold a public meeting
v hi..ne*.e.. circumitances renders the ame neceffary ; befides, in
tae houfe where I reﬁde, we have a large commodious room,
vhera thﬂ focizty can peaceably mest in rotation,
¢ Bx order of the Committe,
~ « YWr1Lr1ad BrooMHEAD, Secretary.
Q. (T7 Secit pfzp..; focwi pum.) Was this paper found in

tne fouilz of Mr. Xirvino ¢
f - >
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(Read by the Clevk of the Court.)
D:E E_di 1urzh, ()51: 22, 1793, figned John Gartley.

L he celegation from Glafzow moves, That the Conven-
t1011
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tion take into their confideration the naturé-and extent of 2 rae
{olution adopted by their conftituents, and by moft of the other
focicties in Scotland, and afterwards ratified and approved of at
the General Convention held at Edinburgh in December 1792,
the import of which was, That 1t any member of their {ociety
affociated for the purpole of obtaining a parliamentary reform,
fhould, while in the lezal profecution of that objeét, be opprefled
or perfecuted by the arm of power, they thould not only meet
with the affiffance of ihe focety to which they belong, but alfa by
the united efforts of all thetr byethren wa Scotland,

¢ Since the above period, however, we are {orry to fay, fe-
veral of our members have been perfecuted, and that 1n a mofk
wanton manner, and the above refolution {which if duly put in
force would, we humbly apprehend, have the happy effect of
emboldening thofe who have already come torward, and of en-
couraging others who have not yet taken any altive part to unite
their efforts in the general caufe) has never yet been attended to,

«« We therefore humbly move, that the Convention take into
confideration the above particulars, and confider what meafures
may be moft conducive towards the performance of the obligation
we lie undery in confequence of that refolutions and thereby fhew to
the world that we are not unmindful of toofe that may fuffer 1n toeir
country’s caufe. -

| ‘_ “ Toun GARTLEY.”

9. (To Lauzun—a paper fpewn him.) Is that one of the pa-
pers that you received at Mr, Hardy's houfe : |

A Yes, it 1s, |

Mi, Garrezu. This is a paper found in the poffeflion of the
prifoner, dated 15th June, 1792, figned D, Adams, Secretary
to the Society for Contlitutional Information, in anfwer to alct-
ter of the 1oth inft, from the [.ondon Correfponding Society
to the London Conflitutional Saciety, to adopt fix of their
members; addrefled to the Chairman of the London Correfpond=
Ing dociety,

( Read by the Clerk of the Court.)

“ At a meetine held on Friday the 15th of June, 1792, it
was ordered, That the Secretary be defired to inform the Sccre-
tary of the London Correfponding Society, that this fociety re-
ceived their propofal with pleature, and are willing to admt
fuch fix of the members whom they {hall nominate, to be afio=
ciated members of this lociety.” '

9. (75 Grant—a paper shewn bim) Do you believe that
to be Mr., Hardy’s hand-writing

A, 1 believe it is ? .

M. Garrow. This 15 aletter of the prifoner to the Chair-
man of the Society for Clonﬁitutional Information of Jullly*

| i - tne.
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the 6th, which maxes the conneftion between the (two fo-
Cleties. '

(Read by the Clerk of the Gourt.)
Dazted July 6, 1792, figned Thomas Hardy.

cf the London Correfponding Society, 1 have
ks to the Society for Confhitutional Information,

L
2 Ning’s proc]amhtmn s as alfo for the two hundred
Ao Paine’s Letter, &c. Iikewife Mr. Paine’s Letter
r. Secretary Duncas : by care in the diftribution of them,
~ thofe {ix hundred papers thail be feen by as many thoufand per-

* We fina ourfelves highly favoured by your readinefs to ad-
mit fix of our members among you ; I am direéted to forward
to vou the following fix pames, as the perfens chofen by our fo-

i

CL‘:'.' ‘for that honourzhle purpole ; our fenfe of the favour {o
cenrerrad wili bz belt expredied by their clofe attendance at your
infiructive o eenings, 2 and CD*llLallt enueamurs to forward the {o

ﬂ,ﬁﬁl 1

enzhiciz! and {fo much wanted reform of parliamentary repres

L
o gy e om -l-: -'-\q.-‘
lh-.ﬂ-ﬁ - 'hr--'

iy
I

am, Sir, with great refpect,

“ Your very humble {ervant,

; ~Q2. “ Tuoxas Harpy, decretary.”
¢ Thre fchowing are tae names chofen by our fomety Thos

e Margarot, John Richter, Mr. Littlejchn,

VWillizm Gﬂ.m ? -
_ xamined by Mr, Bower.
9.1 ::.::’-,. you alted a3 S*cretar} to the Conftitutional So-
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&, Is that the book in which your proceedings were entered ?

. Are theentries of tie proceedings of the {cciety regu.

Iz-bv ndz in tnele books ?

(Szmiz exiresls from it vead by the Clark of the Court.)

2. Atameeing held at-the Crown and Anchor
the Strond, prefent, JohnMartin in the chair, the
; E']ﬂi“TL.’] recommended 1n the London Cor-.

>pending Soclety to be atiociated with this {ociety, were

ted.
- Tuly 20th. Atz meeting of the Society for Conflitutional
Information, held zt the Crown and Anchor Tavern, in the
Strand, ;:"f:it.“t, Mr. Froft in the chair, Mr. J. H. Tecoke,

Air. Semple, Air. Benrev, Mr. Edward:, Mr. Rickman, Mir.
Hull,
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Hull, Mr. Sharp, Mr. Pzrkinfon, Dr. Kentith, Mr. Sturch,
Mr. Conftable, Mr. G. Williams, Mr. W, Rennington, Cap-
tain Harwood, Mr. Bufh, Mr. Bufh, jun. Mr, Chopping, Mr.
Bakewell, Mr. Hird, Lord Semple, Mr. Jenny, Mr. Balmano,
Mr. Fitzgerald, Mr. Adams, Mr. J. Williams, Mr, Chetwind,
Mr. Bailey, Col. Keatings Mr., Alpinal, Mr. Gow, Mr,
Hardy, Mri Grant, Mr, Moore, Mr.: John Martin, Capt.
Perry, Rev. Dr. Towerss. ‘ |

(The Clerk reads) ¢ 20th July, 1792, At a meeting of the
fociety for Conftitutional Information, held at the Crown and
Anchor Tavern, Strand, Mr. Froft in the chair, a committee
were appointed to take into confideration Mr, Paine’s letter,
wherein he offered the {ociety 1o0ol, 1 tryft, to be diftributed
by them.”

9, (7o Adams.) Were thefe entries in the book made at the

time of meeting *

A. They were.-

.9, Were the minutes of the former meeting ever read as
patt of the bufinefs of the fociety ! |

A. The minutes of the laft meeting were generally read the
next meeting.

2. Were thefe books liable to the infpection of the mem-
bers of the fociety ?

A. During the fitting of the fociety there on the table,

9, For the infpection of the members?

A. As they thought proper.

(The Clerk reads) © At a meeting held at the Crown and
Anchor Tavern in the Strand, Friday, July 27, 1792, Pre-
faut, Mr. Chopping-in the Chair, Mr. G Williams, Mr. Hardy,
Mr. Gow, Captain Perry; Mr. Sinclair, Mr, (eddes, Mr.
Afpinal, Mr. Gerald, Mr. Littlejohn, Mr. Wood, Mr. Sutton,
Mr. Moore, Mr. John Martin, Lord Semple.

« The committee appointed to take Mr. Paine’s letter of the
¢th inftant in confideration, had to confider the manner in which
the fociety fhould communicate their determination of his offer
of a thoufand pounds in truft to the fociety as they fhould think
proper. |

-« Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the
offer of Mr. Paine be repectfully declined.

« Refolved, That this be tranfmitted to Mr. Paine,in the fol-
lowing manner,

¢ SIR,
-« [am direGed by the fociety of Conflitutional Information. to
return you their fincere thanks, in propoling them to become
trultees for a thoufand pounds, which has been produced from

112 - the



