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CONCLUSION OF SUMMARY

OoF

PROCEEDINGS ON THE TRIAL.

By the terms of the vote of the House of Peers, previous 1794
to the prorogation in 1793, the resumption of proceedings
on the trial had been fixed for the second Tuesday in the
following session. The Parliament assembled on the 21st Assombling
of January, 1794; and, on the 23d of thé month, the ™t
House of Lords, on thé motion of the Duke of Norfolk,
postponed the reopening of the Court to Thursday, the
13th of February. On the Tuesday before the day
thus appointed, Mr. Wigley moved, in the House of
Commons, that a message be sent to the Lords representing Desircofthe
the wish of the Commons to proceed upon the trial from procesd
day to day, which was agreed to without a division. foioey.
Mr. Jekyl seized the opportunity given by a motion on 3},’:‘;“{."{,,,,
the subject of the impeachment to reflect on the uncx-JeWwk
ampled tediousness of the proceedings, and to. stigmatise
the protraction of the trial as a serious violation of the
liberties of the people. He was checked in further observas
tions of the same character by being called to order by the

. Speaker,
.- The Lords having assembled in Westminster Hall, Resumption

on the 13th of February, the 118th day of the trial,
Mr, Law made -a- request to the Court that, although
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1794, Mr. Hastings bhad closed his defence, he might be allowed
m_?_rt;g_r to put a few questions to the: Marquess Cornwallis, late

dant tosum- GGovernor General of India, who had lately arrived in

Jarquers . England from his government. This was not objected to

by the Managers; but they took the opportunity of pointing

'11&08“'90”119 out that Mr. Larkins, intimately connected, as the Com-
anagers to

guamine Mr. pany’s Accountant General, with matters of the revenue,

during Mr. Hastings' administration, was also recently
returned from India, and that they might probably desire
. to examine him on several points of the evidence.
Adjoura. On account of Lord Cornwallis’ illness, the trial was
gount of the a(l_]ourned to the 19th, and from that day to the 25th
Coewalli' of the month; on which day, the Lord Chancellor in-
formed the Manaaers that, as the Marquess’ indisposition
still prevented him from attending, the Defendant had
signified’ his readiness to remounce the benefit of his
evidence, and to enter at once on the business of the
trial. Mr. Grey, on . the part of the Managers, consented
to the examination of Lord Cornwallis by the Defendant,
whenever he might be well enough to attend, and again
Disinctina- took the opportunity to remark on the disinclination of
fendantto  Mr, Hastings to. summon Mr. Larkins as a witness, and
Larkins.  jntimated the intention of the Manngers to call him ‘on
the part of the prosecution. Mr. Law protested that
Mr., Hastings was not accountable to the Managers for his
motives in forbearing to call any particular witness; and,
after a few observations from Mr. Burke, the Managers
Counter  proceeded to put in counter evidence to that of the
the Bonares Defendant on the Benares Charge,
Bridoneeto  Almost the first point-aimed at by the Mannagers, was

disprove the -

concurrence t0 disprove the statement of the Counsel, that the exactions
of the Coun-

dglinthe  on Cheyt Sing had been concurred in by Mr. Hastings' col-

Chest Sing. leagnes. The first paper produced by them with this view
was objected against by the Counsel, on the ground that
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the concurrence of the different members of the Council of 1794,
Calcutty in Mr. Hastings’ measures had only been argued Olzjechonto
in their speeches, but had not been brought forward in their f)vér&d‘i:n‘?
evidence. The Lord Chancellor’s opinion, however, was in

favour of its admission, ‘as being part of a consultation

already received, and explanatory of other written evidence.

The Managers, therefore, following up their success, Pro- Summons of
ceeded to call Mr. Francis, in order to examine him .on the M Francis:
degree of assent given by him to the demands on Cheyt

Sing. But Mr. Law at once interposed, with the objection His exami.

nation ob-
that, if the examination of Mr. Francis were allowable at jected to 4

all, it should. have taken place at an earlier stage of the Courael
proceedings, when the. evidence for the prosecution was
being brought forward ; but that, if he were now summoned
“for the purpose of repelling any arguments or inferences
that were drawn by the Counsel, he is called for a purpose
for which his testimony is not by law competent.” He
subsequently added the objection, that the parole evidence
of -Mr. Francis could not-be admitted to contradict the
written minute given in evidence. The discussion which
cnsued, and in which Mr. Grey and Mr. Fox were the
leading ‘speakers, on the part of the Managers, consumed
the remainder of the day’s eitting; and eventually the
Lords adjourned to their chamber of Parliament, in order
to consider the question proposed,—whether it was com-
petent for the Managers to examine Mr. Francis respecting
the debate held by the Council of Calcutta, on the 9th of
July, 1778, previous to the written minutes that appear
upon the consultation of that date?” On the motion of Lord Question ze-
Thurlow, & question was proposed to the Judges, for their Judes.
opinion on the admnssxbxhty of the evidence offered by the
Managers.

On the 27th of February, the result of the consxdemtxon
given to the proposed question by the Peers, assisted by the
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1794. opinion of the Judges, was delivered by the Lord Chan-

Examina- cellor. Their Lordships had decided that it was not coin-.
Francis nok petent. to the Managers to examine M. Franc1s on the

Lowed.

ewe subject of the debate.

Remon- . This adverse judgment of their Lordships, delivered
Mr. Burke

madr'e without explanation of the grounds on which it was
Fo% " founded, drew from Mr. Burke.a very indignant remon-
strance. He first made the technical objection to -it,
‘that, as the Managers had been allowed to put the
" question to Mr. Francis whether he had been present at
the debate referred to, it was, *likewise, inclusively com-
“ petent to them to demand an account of what that debate
“ was. Otherwise, to give the first is nugatory; and, in
“ our view of it—if your Lordships had not otherwise
¢ decided—it would be downright fraud and cheat.” - He"
then complained that no explanation had been given of the
ground of their decision—no information either of the state
.of the case proposed to. the Judges, or the case stated for
their own discussion; and, though called to order by the
Earl of Radnor, proceeded to justify his view of the law by
reference to the proceedings in the trial of Lord Mohun.
Mr. Fox followed Mr. Burke in insisting on the right of
the Managers to be made acquainted with the ground of
their Lordshlps judgment.
Auswerot  The Lord Chancellor reminded the Managers that the
Chancellor. pyle of proceeding, applied to the present case, had been
fully considered and determined on at an carlier period of the
trial, and bad been all along consistently adopted and
acted on. DBut Mr. Burke, admitting the precedent, as far
as the present trial was concerned, again argued against
its equity, and protested against it as a departure from the
course followed on similar occas:ons, in former impeach-
ments. . .

The Gsowea  Tarl Stanhope objected to the contmuatlon of the discus-
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p@o Y,
sion, as irregular ; and, in reference to the complui tﬁgAlﬂ){,
Managers that they were left in the dark as to the princ)
which had guided the Lords in their decision, stated that
the House was not bound to give reasons for its judg-
ments, but that, for himself, he was willing to let it be
known that he had decided mainly on the principle * that no
¢ parole evidence should be adduced to explain written
« evidence.”

Lord Carnarvon reminded the Managers that they were ovserva-
out of order in commenting on a decision already given :%‘éol;cyar-
by the Court; and suggested that they would obtain the
opportunity of discussing the matter in the regular course by
continuing the examination of the witness. Whereupon, Question
Mr. Grey put the following question to Mr. Franecis:— i
“ Whether, between the time of the original demand on
Cheyt Sing and the period of your leaving Bengal, it was
at any time in your power to have reversed or put a stop to
the demand on Cheyt Sing?” Mr. Law objected to the Objected to
question, on the ground that the Defendant had produced by i Law
no evidence on the subject it referred to. He declined
to add to a delay already intolerable by further agitating a .
question he had recently discussed.

Mr. Burke quoted precedents in support of the right of the Replyof
Managers to produce new evidence in opposition to that for nd Mr.Fox.
the Defence. He spoke on the queétion for more than an
hour, pafticularly insisting on the principle that impeachments
were governed by laws of their own, and were not to be
fettered by common law rules. Mr. Yox.also spoke at
length, dwelling on the duty of the Lords to free themselves
from technicalities, and insisting on the principle that the
publicity of the decisions of the Judges was that which
made men respect them; whereas, private decisions were
o disgrace to the character of the Judges.

Further time was consumed in diseussing the form of the

y Barl
Stanhope.
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1794, question proposed for their Lordshipe’ decision ; and, when
the terms were arranged and the Peers were about to

Address o adjourn to their chamber, Mr. Hastings rose and addressed

ings, the Court, as follows :—

“ Before your Lordships adjourn to your chamber in Parliament, I
humbly entreat that you will allow me to address a few words to you.
My Lords, this was not my original intention, till a very short time
before I came down to this place; but I was alarmed with many sug-
gestions that were made to me, and I thought it absolutely necessary.
What I have heard to-day renders it more necessary for me to say to
your Lordships' what I wish to say. I have hastily put down my
thoughts in a few loose sheets, almost too incorrect to be read to your
Lordships, but 1 had not time to do it better. Something, too, I have
added here. May I have permission to read these minutes?”

Several Lords.—* Hear, hear.”

BMr. Hastings.—* In the petition which a noble Lord ®* bad the good-
ness to present to your Lordships for me on Tuesday last, I informed
your Lordships that I should forego the benefit which I had hoped to
derive from the testimony of the noble Marquess Cornwallis, whose ill
state of health might possibly disable him from attending to deliver it,
without the loss of so much time as might involve me in the peril of
losing this session, and seeing my trial adjourned over to ancther year;
and I prayed your Lordships, therefore, to order tliat the trial should
proceed, and that it should proceed with that degree of acceleration and
dispatch which a due regard to the general rights of justice and the
sufferings of an individual now in the seventh year of his trial might
induce your Lordships to adopt. The immediate canse of my troubling
your Lordships with that address, was a report conveyed to me that your
Lordships had been pleased, in consideration of the noble Marquess’
illness, to adjourn the trial, which stood for Monday last, to the
Tuesday following, for the purpose of allowing me to make my option
in the mean time, and to signify it to your Lordships, either that the
proceedings on the trial should be stopped until the noble Marquess’
health should be sufficiently restored to enable him to attend in his
place, or that it should proceed without it.

* If this information had been given me on grounds of authority, 1
should not trouble your Lordships at this time, but rely with implicit
and most assured confidence on such a pledge as it would be criminal to
distrust, since it would be impossible to admit, for an instant, the sup-
position, that your Lordships would offer me an alternative which
included so great a sacrifice, without s most absolute determination to
fulfil the condition of it. But I neither know the terms on which that

® Lord Hawkesbury.
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declanation of your Lordships was made, nor with certainty do I know
whether it was made at all; and, when I see the time s0 very near in
which it has been annually customary for your Lordships to adjourn
the trial for many weeks, to allow for the absence of the Judges on the
circuit, I cannot but feel the greatest alarm lest the same obstruction
should be given to this trial, in this period of it, when the evidence on
the part of the prosecution and defence have been finally and declaredly
closed, and almost a whole year elapsed since the close of the latter.

“ I need not remind your Lardships of the sacrifice I made to cut off
all possible delay, that I omitted evidence on two charges, and gave up
the pleadings of my able advocates on both. This year, it is known to
your Lordships with what earnestness and annetymyCounseleohated
your Lordships for permission to call Marquess Cornwallis as an evi-
dence, and that I have departed from the whole tenor of my conduct
throughout this trial by being the mover myself of these delays of my
cause to attain it, and I thank your Lordships for acceding to it.

= My appesl to that noble witness was not made on slight grounds.
When I first notified to him oy intention of calling for his evidence, I
had never had any communication with his Lordship respecting the
subject, but I knew what was the truth, and I was confident that he
would declare it. I koew his heart and mind; I knew myself; and
therefore I knew with the most absolute certainty what his testimony
would be. Yet I have made this great sacrifice, added to the past; and
surely, my Lords, I am mot unressonable in exacting this ounly, as a
requital, that my trial may suffer no further delay. I do, therefore,
most earnestly supplicate your Lordships to grant me the indulgence of
a continuation of your pmeeadmgs in this Court without any adjourn-
ment for the circuits, of any other delay, except the other business of
Parliament should render it unavoidable; and that you will afford me
mchnnusnnnceofltnsbnllqmetmymmdfmm[itsp:mt]’
apprehensions.

* [My Lords, do not think this request presumptuous, nor that it
proceeds from an impertinent curiosity.]* There are other more urgent
motives; and pardon me if once more I repest, as my plea for making
it, that I am now in the seventh year of my prosecution [in this Court],*
which has never before suffered any trial, [eren of the most eriminal
nature, except in the times of originating disorder and rebellion],* to
-exceed a period of twenty-two days; thai, as I have already been
subjected to a prosecution which has now endured past six years, I may
yet, if I may trust to my understanding of all that I have heard this
day and the past, be the continoed subject of it during six more years,
if I live so long.”

1794,

Mr. Burke observed that the delay the cause had recently Answerot
- Mr. Burke,

* = History of the Trial®
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experienced was occasioned by Mr. Iastings’ application for
permission to have the Marquess Cornwallis’ evidence. He
further remarked that Mr. Hastings had made similar com-
plaints of delay from the beginning of the trial.

Mr. Hastings replied in these words: * Five years ago,
I did complain of the length of this trial ;* for it was then
without precedent that a criminal trial should endure so
long. And, if I have complained every year, has not every
year been the cause of it? I do complain of it; and I say
that, from whomsoever it proceeds, it is an abuse of justice.
If I have undergone a prosecution of six years, is that an
argument why I must endure it six years longer ?”

After a few words from Mr. Fox, who concurred with

‘Mr. Hastings in the request to the Lords that the trial

might be proceeded in with as much expedition as their
Lordships’ important avocations might admit, the Lords
adjourned to their chamber.

On the reassembling of the Court, on the Ist of March,
the 121st day of the trial, the Liord Chancellor announced
the decision of the Lords, assisted by the opinion of the
Judges,—that it was not competent for the Managers to put
the proposed question to Mr. Francis.

The next evidence offered by the Managers was a letter
signed by Mr. Hastings, Mr. Barwell, Mr. Wheler and
Mr. Francis, but which the Counsel bad argued from as
not signed by Mr. Barwell. Mr. Law waived any objec-
tion to the admission of the paper, admitting he had been
misled by a duplicate ‘of the letter; to which Mr. Barwell’s
signature was wanting. The Court refused to allow a
discussion, raised by the Managers, on their right to the
admission of the paper, irrespective of the Counsel’s assent.

* Mr. Hastings refers to his petition to the House of Lords, presented on
the 3d of February, 1789, and which is noticed in the present  Summary of
Proceedings * Vol. ii., p. xv.
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The reading of thia paper was followed by a discussion ,1794
on the admissibility of a letter from Mr. Eaton to
Mr, Fowke, printed in the Appendix to the Benares
Narrative; but on this the Managers gave way, on.the
recommendation of the Lord Chancellor. Other discus-
sions followed on the admission of a report by Mr. Duncan -
to Lord Cornwallis on the state of Benares, in 1788, This
was eventually conceded to the Managers, and long extracts
were read from the report, occupying- the attention of the
Court for the space of two hours,

After the reading of another paper by the Managers, Discussion
Mr. Grey proposed to read what he designated a pamphlet, 1y evidence
written and published by the authority of the court of phieFof ““’

court of Di-
rectors on
Directors, and containing their opinion upon Mr. Hastings’ Mr. Hust.

proceedmgs with regard to Cheyt Sing. Mr. Law objected 'gﬁg;:zg :g
that the publication in question had the sanction of a certain
number only of the Directors, and that it was a party
pamphlet, written at a time when there was a contest
between the Company and other persons who were bringing
the affair before the Parliament ; adding, that ¢ any pub-
lication of the sort, not in the course of duty, is a libel —
an actionable libel.” Minutes of the court of Directors
were read, to show that the paper in question was the
authorised production of the Board; but Mr. Law still
insisted that the publication of such a paper was libellous.
Mr. Burke was proceeding to observe on ¢ the prostituted
andacity of the criminal at the bar,” in writing an insolent
" letter to the Directors, but was interrnpted by the Marquess
Townshend. Aprolonged discussion ensued on the character
of the paper in question, and the proofs of its being an
authorised publication of the Directors. Mr Law main-
tained that the paper professed to be written for the
Justification of the Directors, and was not communicated
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tion by Kir
Hastings,

X PROCEEDINGS ON THE TRIAL.

to Mr. Hastings. Mr. Burke, in answer, stated, he was
ready to prove, if it were necessary, another communication
of their disapprobation from the Directors to Mr. Hastings.
Mr. Hastings interposed, and spoke s follows :—

My Lords, I beg that 1 may be allowed to speak one word. I will
venture o say that there is no one instance, besides this, in the whole
service of the Company, of the court of Directors publishing any
strictures upon the conduct of their servants, which they did not com-
municate to their servants, If I had committed any offences which the
court of Directors ihought deserved their reprehension, I was the person
that should have known it, not the public. If it was for their own
justification, they are parties, and what they say cannot reach me.

" There are many instances in which the ecourt of Directors, in the course

of my service, did find fault with me ; but, upon the close of my service,
they gave one sanction to all that I had done, and that, I should
suppose, obliterated all their former censures, so far as they respected
my general conduct. Of this I was never apprised; and I believe it is
the only instance of the court of Directors ever ordering such a paper
to be laid before the public.”

‘Mr. Burke replied that it was the sentiments of the Di-
rectors, as contained in the paper, and not the publication of
them, with which they were concerned; and retorted on
Mr. Hastings that he had published at Calcutta a libel
upon the court of Directors, relative to their judgment
upon him, given regularly in their court, without pre-
vious communication to them of the subject of that libel.
Mr. Hastings answered :—“I beg leave most solemnly to
deny it, and to affirm that that declaration is a libel, and is
of a piece with all the declarations I have heard from this
authorised and licensed "—adding, after a pause, and looking
at Mr. Burke—* Manager.”. Mr. Burke reasserted that
Mr. Haétinos had published at Calcutta an unauthorised
paper, censuring the court of Directors for their reflections
‘on his conduct. To this Mr. Hastings replied :— I published
a narrative. I published no letter to the court of Directors.
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I knew my duty too well, and I owed them too much 1794,

respect.” o
Further conversation ensued respecting the description of

the paper which it was the object of the Managers to put in

evidence; and, before the adjournment of the Lords to

deliberate on “their .decision, Mr. Hastings agam addressed

them as follows :—

“It is with great reluctance 1 trouble your Lordships, and I have Addressof
only two words to say. I have prayed your Lordships that there may ﬁ‘,gs ast-
be no further delay in this tria). I have perhaps presumptuously prayed
your Lordships to afford me some assurance that this cause shall go on
without any further interruption. ~ This is the first of March, and it has
been rare that your Lordships have sat after this date; but you have
adjourned five or six weeks, to let the Judges go their cirenit. I beseech
your Lordships not to let me suffer the torment of so long delay again,

I am totally worn out. I can bear it no longer.”

Mr. Burke remarked that the Managers were quite Observation

prepared to discuss the causes of the delay complained of Bgrllt(:t;o:nog

by Mr. Hastings, and intimated that he expected to be }ir Hast-
allowed to submit evidence in reference to the statements
contained in a petition of Mr. HastmO's recently presented

to their Lordships.*
The Court reassembled on the 7th of Apn] after the

* The Petition referred to was presented on the part of Mr. Hastings to the
House of Lords on the 25th of February. It was in the following terms :—
“ That the trial of the Petitioner having been, by the indulgence of their
Lordships, already in two instances adjourned, for the purpose of enabling the
Petitioner to avail himself of the evidence of the Most Noble Marquis Corn-
wallis, at such time as the restoration of his Lordship’s health might permit
his Lordship with safety and convenience to attend the frial of the Petitioner,
the Petitioner has lately learnt, with the deepest concern, that the present
state of his Lordship’s health affords no reasonable prospect of his early
attendance in their Lordships’ House. The Petitioner, therefore, feels himself
reduced to the painful alternative of foregoing altogether the advantage he had
assured himself his cause and character would have derived from an appeal to his
Lordship’s testimony, or of postponing the continuance of this long depending
trial, at a time when every moment is of the most pressing importancs, toa -
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1794, wsunl adjournment during the absence of the Judges on
“— circuit, when the Lord Chancellor announced, “that it ia
not competent for the Managers for the Commons to give
in evidence the paper read in the court of Directors on the
4th of November 1783, and then referred by them to the
consideration of the Committee of the whole Court, and
again read in the court of Directors on the 19th of November
1783, and amended and ordered by them to be published
for the information of the proprietors” Mr. Burke stated
that the clear expression of their Lordships’ opinion of the
inadmissibility of the paper referred to would deter him from
offering other evidence, with which he was prepared, on the
same matter, and that the evidence in reply on the first
Charge was now complete, .
Mvr. Plumer informed the Court that the Marquess Corn-
wallis was so far restored to health as to be able to give
evidence in person, and obtained the consent of the Managers
to examine his Lordship on the next day’s sitting.

fvidonceby . Mr. Sheridan then proceeded to give in evidence in reply

second  on the second Charge, relating to the Begums of Oude.
Charge, « .
Numerous papers were read, in most instances the con-
tinuations of doeuments already partially quoted by the
Counsel ; and, although frequent discussions arosc between
Mr. Sheridan and Mr. Plumer, the course of the proceedings
during the day was not materially interrupted.

Examiua- On the 9th of April, the 123d day of the trial, the IIall

tion of the
Marquess
Cornwallis,

further and indefinite period. Under these circumstances, therefore, and in
hamble confidence that the evidence already laid before their Lordships is
fully sufficient for every necessary purpose of exculpation and defence, he begs
leave, however reluctantly, to waive the benefit of this additional testimony ;
aud to request that the trial may proceed with that degree of acceleration and
dispatch which a due regard to the geperal rights of justice and the safferings
of an individual, now in the seventh year of his trial, will undoubtedly induce
their Lordships to adopt.”—Printed in the * Journals of the House of Lords,”
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presented a fuller attendance of both Peers and spectators 794,
than on any previous day of the last three years, in ex-
pectation of the examination of the Marquess Cornwallis.®

His Lordship was sworn in his place, and was examined by

the Counsel, principally to prove the prosperous state of the
British provinces in India, and the favourable opinion of

Mr. Hastings entertained by the natives. The noble
Marquess was cross-examined by Mr. Burke, with the view

to show that he had elsewhere, especially in his written
despatches, represented the country in a state of depression

and impoverishment, on his aceession to the Government.

He was also questioned by Earl Stanhope and Lord Hawke
respecting the character of the coalition of the native
powers against the British Government, during Mr. Hastings’
administration, and the unusual exertions it necessntated on

his part, to contend against it.

On the conclusion of the Marquess’ examination, Mr. Enmina
Larkins, the Accountant General in Bengal during the Larkine
period of Mr. Hastings’ administration, was called by the
Managers, and examined by Mr. Burke, chiefly with respect
. to Mr. Haatings’ private accounts, of which he had had the
superintendence. Mr. Burke was proceeding with questions
to elicit from what books Mr. Larkins had taken the entries
of the several sums of money mentioned in his letter to the
Chairman of the Company, in 1786, respecting receipts by
Mr. Hastings, when he was interrupted. by Mr. Plumer, Guestions.
who objected to his going into evidence, at this stage of the b:De&-:.d-
proceedings, which ought to have been produced in support **
of the prosecution at an earlier period.

The remainder of the sitting was consamed in the discus-
sion arising from this opposition of the Counsel to Mr.
Larking’ examination; Mr. Plumer and Mr. Dallas, on the

® ¢ History of the Trial ;" Part vi., p. 94.
VOL, IV.. . b
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" country—that we cannot call evidence here at our pleasure.

xiv - PROCEEDINGS ON THE TRIAL, *

part. of the Counsel, and Mr. Burke and Mr, Fox, on the

- part of the Managers, being the principal speakers, It was’

argued by Mr. Burke, that the circumstance of Mr, Larkins’
absence in India having prevented the Managers from pro-
ducing him in Court at the proper period, they ought to be
allowed the liberty of examining him. now that he was
returned. < There is. no rule of evidence that must not
yield. tothe strong necessity of human affairs, . If we had
had this witness _hexe in England, and had by fraud kept
him back from your Lordships, I should- think you ought to
have rejeoted for ever all offers on our part [to produce him
now] ; but -your Lordships know that neither you- nor we
can pump dry the ocean that is between India and this-
It was answered by Mr. Dallas that the dlﬂiculty complained
of by Mr. Burke had been provided against -by a special

Act of the Legislature, which had given power, under eir-
- cumstances like the present, to take evidence by a special

commission eent out to India, The view taken by the
Managers was very forc1bly stated by Mr. Burke in reply.
He said : —

"« If the prisoner at the bar had had, or himself shown, the smallest

- compassion to men or ‘woman, I should, in truth, compassionate ‘the

miserable and contemptible figure he makes before your Lordships this
day. He, my Lords, rests his sole proof of innocence upon the con-
fidence that he had in this gentleman who is now at your bar, and then
this is o' cover a fransaction of theft, peculation, bribery, and everything
that is mean, base and corrupt, that can enter into the mind of man;
and, when it is his interest and his pretended wish to come forward to
clear himself, by every means, before your Lordships, of those foul im-
puted crimes, and that person comes, in whom he placed his confidence,
—and relied ‘upon that confidence as a presumption of his innocence~—
he abandons that innocence completely: he suffers all these calumnies
under which he sees he is sunk, and has been sunk for yeara; he suffers
his Counsel to get up, and not to put up his innocence as a screen or as
a shield, but o pick up some technical rule, by which they mean to save
him . ... ‘I have constantly contended,’ says he, ¢ that my confidence in
Mr, ‘Lurkins was a proof of my innocence,’ .* Well, here js Mr, Larkins,
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Defend yourself. Examine Mr, Larkins, . sift him to tha bottom: 1794,
produce everything that may make your innocence appear”’—‘No; I  —
won’t.” ¢ Why?—* O, there may be doubts—auspicions.”. . . I have only

to say, after remarlung upon the practice, that it would have sunk him

in any court in the world, Ha complsins .that winds and seas were

between them : then, when Mr. Larkins comes to England, he says, ‘I

will not hear him. There is a rule by which I may screen and cover the

guilty peculations I have been guilty of; I will not suffer my confidant

to be examined.’

After further discussion, the Lords adjourned to their own’
chamber- for the purpose of deliberation,

On the 14th of April, the 134th day of the trial, it was Decision of
declared by the Lord Chancellor that it was not competent wul{g the
for the Managers to put the question proposed to Mr. Lar-
kins, Mr. Burke immediately proceeded to resume -his Resumption

Ol exanmina~
examination of the same witness, but was soon interrupted tion of kr.,
by Mr. Plumer, who pointed out that the questions put :3,“‘1%‘;1915’;_
were open to the same objections as were made to his Gomse:
previous examination. He added, however, that *so much
has been said—so often repeated and so industriously cir-

* culated—respecting Mr. Larkins’ {estimony, if it were ad-
duced, and the motives operating -upon Mr. Hastings for
resisting it, that any longer to forbear bringing these bold
assertions to that test which has hitherto been fatal to all
_the acousations against Mr. Hastings, namely, the test of
proof, might, perhaps, seem to justify the insinuations cast
against Mr. Hastings, of shrinking from the inquiry, and
dreading the result of it,” and that he therefore withdrew
his opposition to the examination of the witness. . The Lord
Chancellor pointed out that, as an objection had been
previously made to the proposed question, it was neces-
sary that the present express consent of the Counsel should
be entered in the proceedings at length. Mr. Burke imme-
Tiately insisted that a positive assertion: of the right of the
. Commons, and their protest against the exercise of it being
considered an indulgence, should alsa be entered ‘and further
b 2
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1794, demanded that reference should be made to a precedent of
T an order of the House, on the 10th of April, 1641. A long
conversation ensued; Lord Mansfield stating that the re-
ference to the precedent could not be entered without a
"hearing having been given to the objections of the Counsel,
and a debate by the Lords in their chamber. A simple pro-

test of the right of the Commons was eventually agreed to.

Exsmine. Mr. Larkins was then questioned by Mr. Burke on a

Larkine.  yariety of points; particularly respecting sums of money
alleged to have been received by Mr. Hastings, and the in-
dorsement of the bonds, in 1782. Before the adjournment of
the Court, Mr. Hastings made the following short address :—

ﬁtldr}t;: :f “ I rise to request your Lordships would indulge me but one moment.
ings, My Lords, I have been alarmed with informations which it may not be -
very material for your Lordships to be acquainted with, but which press

with a great weight upon my mind, and eompel me to repeat the request

which I have already twice made to your Lordships, and do most earnestly

make. Indeed, what has passed this day makes it still more necessary

that I should address your Lordships upon the subject. All that I have

to ask is—and most eamnestly and most importunately 1 do supplicate

your Lordships—that you will resolve to finish this eternal trial this

session ; that you will come to judgment this session; and that, by

whatever means your wisdom may devise, I may receive some assursnce

of it. My Lords, twice I have made this request. Inowrepeatit. It

is not from an idle curiosity, but it is to guide myself in some resolutions

that I, perhaps, may be obliged to form, and which it is impossible that

* 7T should make, when the event shall have already passed which I wish

to deprecate.”
Otwerre- On the 16th of April, the 125th day of the trial, Mr.
3‘\’5::.-":0(' Burke addressed to the Court some observations on the
Mr.Larkina. preceding evidence of Mr. Larkins, and the points he pro-
posed to investigate in his future examination. He was
interrupted by Mr. Law, who objected to the address as
irregular; but it was pronounced by the Lord Chancellor to
. be entirely in order.
vurtherer-  The further examination of Mr. Larking was proceeded

smination
¢f Mr.la~ with, almost uninterruptedly, until, on an objection being
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made by Mr. Law to a form of question put to the witness, 1794,
Mr. Burke reflected on the unwillingness exhibited by the onjectionby
Defendant and his Counsel to have certain questions put. -
This drew from Mr. Law a protest against any imputation

of his being moved to-interfere in what he considered an

illegal mode of examination by an apprehension on Mr, Hast-

ings’ account. What he aimed at was to prevent an unfair
protraction of proceedings, at an already advanced period of

the session. After an explanation by Mr. Burke of the
motive of the question objected to, Mr. Hastings rose, and

made the following appeal to the Court :—

“My Lords, I pray I may be heard a few words. .If the requests I Address of
am about to make to your Lordships are granted, I am sure, and will ;,, M. n”"
answer for my Counsel, that they will object fo no questions that shall
be put. Their apprehension is, and my apprehension is, only, lest there
should be further delays in this trial, .My Lords, I beg leave to call to
your recollection that, in the year 1791, when the prosecution was closed,
I told your Lordships that, for the sake of acceleration, and because I
could not bear the idea of being for ever under trial, I would waive my
defence, if your Lordships would then go to judgment. Long before
the close of the last year, when I saw that there was a probability that
time would not be left sufficient for the Managers to make their reply, I
then waived a great deal of the evidence for my defence upon the two
last Articles. I waived the opening and application of the two last
Articles, aft least the application of the first, and the opening and appli-
cation of the last, of my Counsel, for the sake of leaving sufficient time
for the Managers to reply and for your Lordships to proceed to judg-
ment. My concession was received, but I did not derive any benefit
from it ; the trial was adjourned over to this year. In this year, when
my Lord Cornwallis arrived, I consented myself, nay, I applied for delay,
for the purpose of receiving his testimony, but I was told that his Lord-
ship’s state of health was so bad, that it was not possible for him to
attend before your Lordships were to adjourn, that the judges might go
upon their circuits.. Even then, material as I thought the evidence of
the noble Marquess, I consented to forego it. All these sacrifices I
made for the sake of acceleration, and it has been told me that I was
afraid of the examination of this witness, Mr. Larkins, because his
examination was to draw down upon me crimes, I think the express.on
was, 8o great, that I should call upon mountains to hide me.

“My Lords, after having made such sacrifices for the sake of accele-
ration, and to get rid of this trial, was it fo bé expected that, for the
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accommodation of my accusers, I should call this witness? No, my

Lords, it was because I feared delays, which have happened and still

portend, that I objected to it ; and, so far from ordering my Counsel,—
which was a term made @se of, and which I felt exceedingly,—when your
Lordships gave me Counsel for my defencs, I trusted §implicitly to their
management of my cause, and have had no reason. to repent of the
confidence reposed in them. I never directed them; they judged and
decided for me; but my own consent and inclination went with them,
‘When I heard the inginuations thrown out against me, oné of my learned
friends here will .bear me witness that, at that time, I did express an
impatience to him that he would give it up; he made me foregoit; and I
sat down with patience.

*Y have consented -that Mr, Larkms may be exammed; and now 1

entreat and implore your Lordships, for that purpose, that you will be
8o good as to nllow me one day more, or, if it can be, a few hours only
of .one day, for the purpose of concluding the examination of this
witness, before the adjournment for the Easter holidays, which are now
very fast approaching. Your Lordships will have the goodness to

" retollect, I Bm sure, the circumstances under which, and the declared

hope and intention with which, this examination was consented to on
my' part; and I hope your Lordships will consider how précious and

" how valuable every moment of mty time must be, at this period of the

Examing~
- tion of Mr.
Larkins,

Report'on
the causes
of delay in
the trial.

Cross. exami-f

nation of
Mr, Larkins,

trial, when I have been now so many years—nine yeers almost—under
accusation, and seven- complete yoars under triely and I hope that your
Lordships will bave the goodnees to forgive me the length of this
addreas, and that it will not have been made ineffectuslly.”

Mr. Burke continued and éomplgted his examination of
Mr. Larkins; and the Court was adjourned during the cross-

examination on the part of the Defendant, by Mr. Dallas,

which ensued.

On the 17th of April, in the House of. Commons,
Mr., Burke brought up the Report of the Committee ap-
pointed to inquire into the causes of the delay in the trial,
The Report was read and ordered to lie on the table.
Mr. Burke then moved that it be printed for the use of the
Commons, which was agreed to, after a warm. opposition
from Sir Pepper Arden and othets.

On the 28th of April, the 126th day of the trial, Mr.
Dallas proceeded with his cross-examination of Mr. Larkins,
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occasioned by the confederacy of the native powers against
the Company, he proposed, in order to rebut Mr. Hastings’
defencd; to produce evidence of the origin, progress and
termination, of the Mahratta war; and he should make it
clear that Mr. Hastings was the author of that war, which
occasioned the confederacy against the Company, and excited
France to aim at the overthrow of the British empire in
India. ' '

1794.

——

Mr. Law objected to the proposed evidence, on the Qvicctions

ground that it charged Mr. Hastings with a substantive
crime, 'viz., the commencing a wanton and unjust war; and
that it had been repeatedly decided by their Lordships that
that which is a substantive and distinct head of crime
cannot be given in evidence, in aggravation of other crimes
specifically charged, unless it be itself so charged or col-
laterally introduced. He denied, moreover, that the pro-
duction of the proposed evidence was justified by the
evidence given in defence. He referred to page 757 of the
printed Minutes, where it was recorded that the Managers
had stated that they would proceed to show that, what-
ever the circumstances of the danger [to the Company]
might have been pretended to be, in the dominions of Oude,
before the time of signing the treaty of Chunar, yet, after
that time, and after the seizure of the treasures was deter-
mined, no state necessity whatever existed, upon which the
Defendant could pretend .to justify that measure,”—adding,
that, ¢ the honourable Managers having given evidence that

there existed mo state exigency at the time when these

- sums of money were specifically charged to be received,

we, to repel that evidence, give the evidence which the

honourable Manager has commented upen, showing that

there existed a state of the most grievous distress on the

part of the Company, an¥ that these monies were neces-
sarily applied to the alleviation of that distress”

[

r, Law,
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The evidence on the origin and progress of the Mahratta
war, proposed to be now read, had been collected by the
Select Committee of the House of Commons, of which
Mr. Burke was the most active member, in the year 1781,
and consisted of a mass of papers, filling several folio
volumes, It referred, moreover, to transactions not broughi;
forward “in the Articles of Impeachment. The Court, ace
‘cordingly, evinced a manifest -disapproval of “the attempt

_on the part of the Managers to involve them in this

voluminous ‘and irrelevant matter. Lord Kenyon, who

‘was ‘presiding in place of the Lord Chancellor, clearly

indicated this feeling in the course of the discussion which
ensued. Mr. Burke, however, nnd Mr. Fox insisted on

- the right of the Managers to put in all the papers, in

‘answer to the evidence produced by the Defendant.

Mr. Burke especially exhibited extreme irritation at the
discouragement given to the production of the evidence.
He declared that every word they heard increased the
alarm_of the Managers, When a person charged a crime
with"a fraudulent intention, and the other party admitted
the fact, but took issue on the- crime, it was for him to
prove his good intention and good -service, and then for
the accuser -to disprove it. * That is the order that has
hitherto. been used in all tribunals and all courtss and it

-is the strangest and newest thing [to reject the evidence

in disproof]. Therefore, I take it, your Lordships will not
do it; that your Lordships will not add this exceptional
novelty to all the other proper novelties you have intro-
duced in this trial” Increasing in excitement, he pro-
ceeded,~—* I really have sometimes wished for an audienge!
snd the British laws wish for an audience, as a control tpon
sll judgments. I am glad to-day that a patt of yout
audience does not understand one word thit passes here.
I am glad to find that a part of this auditory [alluding
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to the Turkish ambassador and' his suite], which has come 1794. -
from an Eastern part of the world, which is supposed mot ~

to administer the correctest and purest justice, does not

hear that there is a chicane 'in this country, that is worse

than the bowstrings of all the pashas in the East. Let

us hear and see if, in the diwan, they could be found to

“try in the way tried here. We take for granted your
Lordships will- not disgrace the English justice in the eyes

-of foreigners. You. will -take care that it shall be pure

_and uncorrupfed.” :

. Lord Kenyon desired an explanatxon of these charges Roflooions -
against the Court from Mr., Burke; who stated that they duct of the
were conditional on their Lordships rejecting the proposed e Bule,
evidence. The Bishop of Rochester~ Dr: Horsley~—re-
minded him of the’ expressions he had uttered; and
Mr. Burke desired his words might be read. However,
on the Earl of Carnatvon interfering with n further ex-
planation that Mr.  Burke, as he "had wunderstood him,
referred only to what had passed between the Managers
and Counsel, Lord Kenyon procegded to arrange the form
of the question to’ be decided by the Courty and the
Lords withdrew to their chamber.

On the following day, the 6th of. May, the 129th day of' Rejection of
the trial, Lord Kenyon, who again presided for the Lord byet‘l’xvo}de“ce
Chancellor, announced the Judgment of -the Lords, that xt
was not competent for the Managers-to give the proposed
‘evidence relative 4o the Mabratta war.

Mr. Burke regretted that the Loxds had gwen the Mana- Complaiut
gers' no insight into- the ground and reason of their Burke:
determination.. They felt their want the more on this
vccasion; because they hed heard from the Defendant’s
Counsel no mgument, but, in the. place of it, the’ grolsest
and most - outrageous mSult.* He complained that an

* Mr. Burke here alluded to Mr. Law's reply to the arguments he had used
on the preceding day for the production of the evidence—* that it would be an
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opinion was suffered to be spread among the public, that
they had offered this evidence with a probable knowledge -
of its incompetency and impropriety, for the mere purpose
of oppressing the Defendant by the waste of time. He said:—
¢ The manner in which we have been treated in this House,
from the beginning to this time, is .a thing without pre-
cedent or record in the Journals of Parliament, or known *
in the history of any country in the world. The manner
has been perfect and almost uniform, from the beginning of
this trial to this time.” None suffered from the protraction
of the trial more than the Managers, who were obliged to
bear the laborious part of it, and were “obliged to bear all
that obloguy from the hifed pens and voices which Indian
delmquency is able to procure, throughout the whole
country.” Ile justified the Managers from suspicion of
malice towards Mr. Hastings, who, to the greatest number
of them, had not been personally known before the impeach-

ment, from whom they bad received no injury whatever,
‘and with whom they were no ways concerned upon any

party_prmclples. * And he refuted the presumption that they
could be misled by ignorance, since their full acquaintance
with all the evidence, much of which' the Court had not
suffered to be produced before them, gave them an advantage
over their Lordships, He continued in the following

strain:—¢ I am afraid that almost all the precedents we

have quoted are obliterated and gone from the minds of
men: but I remember one of the oldest, judges we bave
heard of, and who has been remarkable for his patience—
though, with' all his patience, he bitterly reprehended those
that 'rei)roached him, . I mean Job. He says—¢ The cause
I knew not I searched out:’ but if he had told us—*The
cause I knew not I was resolved to remain ignorant of, and

insult to their Lordships, and treachery to Mr. Hastings, were he to waste a
moment in. furthér observations on what had been said Ly the Managers
« History of the Trial ;” Tart v., p. 107,
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formed to myself rules and principles which fortified me in
my ignorance,” he might have given it as a proper answer
to ,his,'yoke-fellow and friends, of whom he bitterly com-
i)lains that ‘they became his accusers. No: he says—* The
cause I knew not I searched out;’ and therefore, he says, he
made the widow’s heart to sing for joy. And why?
Because she knew the cause that he searched out, and
therefore the widow and fatherless blessed him. He never
appeared in the gate without having the honour. and
obedience of all mankind, Now, my Lords, if there is
delay in this business, we -have never reproached your
Lordships with it-once: you have suffered us to be re-
proached with it every day.”

Here Mr. Hastings rose, and exclaimed—* My Lords, I

Interru
tion by

do claim your protection. I do reproach the Manager with Hastings.

this delay. In all the time that he has wasted, in speaking
- upon delay, has he said one word by which the trial has
been accelerated? Has the process of the trial gone on; or

has anything been said which can be of use to your Lord-

ships in judging my case? I come here to be tried.””

Lord Kenyon urged Mr. Burke to proceed in the reply
to the defence : and Earl Stanbope assured him that he was
in error in supposing that the reason for rejecting the
evidence in ‘question was only the delay it would- occasion.
But the words of Mr. Hastmo's had given fresh occasion for
Mr. Burke to reiterate his complaint of the imputation
levelled against the Managers of purposely endeavouring to
protract the proceedings. He now insisted that the charge

-was made directly against the Court itself; and that it was
their duty to investigate it. He renewed -his complaint
that the Court had, from the beginning, permitted the Mana-
gers to be taunted with the accusation of maliciously

. delaying the trial; and had suffered, what had never before

been tolerated by the House, * that the parties in the
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1794, Court should be regularly, daily, and without exception of

~  one hour, libelled, misrepresented and falsified, in the public

papers” Notwithstanding efforts of dissunsion from Lord

Somers and Lord Kenyon, Mr. Burke proceeded to read an

extract from a daily paper,—~% The Oracle,”~but was

interrupted by L.ord Thurlow, who said it was impossible

for the Court to proceed upon anything but the trial; and

that, if there were cause of complaint, the proper course was

for the Commons to apply to the Lords by message. A

long conversation ensued, at the end of which Mr, Burke

stated he had been ready to prove that ¢ what protraction,

there ‘has been in this business has arisen from your Lord-

ships and the prisoner, and not from us,” and desired to be

. allowed to enter a protest on their Lordships’ Journal, but

which Lord Kenyon declmod to receive.

Evidenceon - On the termination of this long dxscussxon, Mr. Fox pro-
. the Charge

- pelating fo ceeded to give in documentary evidence, in reply, on the sixth,

- seventh and fourteenth, Articles of the impeachment, relating
1o illegal presents; and the papers produced were fead, with
little interruption on the part of the Defendant’s Counsel,
Evidence o Mr. Taylor followed with evidence in reply on the fourth

the Charge
relating o Article, relating to corrupt contracts, which was also brought °

contracts,

to -a close without opposition, It was presumed that the
evidence was now entirely closed on both sides. Mr. Burke,
however, once more rose, and claimed to put in additional
evxdence, in the first place, in reply to evidence of Mr. Ilast-
ings ‘concerning his circumstances, which was unopposed by
the Counsel ; and, secondly, in reply to the certificates from
the inhabitants of Bengal, relative to the character of
Mr, Hastings, to show the impossibility of their being lond
Jide testimonials, A portion of the evidence on t}f second
head was not at the time ready at hand for production, and
Lord Kenyon, complaining of the neglect of the Managers
in being unprepared with the documents they desired to
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read, urged that they should ke dispensed with, and the 1794,
evidence finally closed. Mr. Burke, however, though he sqaitiona
declined to persist, in the face of a positive request from the ™"
Court, asserted most solemnly the great importance of the
-proposed evidence; and, after further conversation on this
point, the bhooks were brought into Court and the papers read.

‘Mr.- Burke then offered to produce the report of Attempt of

Mz, Patetson concerning. the transactions in. Dinagepore and }5’,,;',,"1%,],"5"

Rungpors, during the-' time of Mr. Hastings’ government, fhs oruities
and their effect on the minds of the inhabitants, Mr. Law, vere o
however, opposed the -evidence, as. having been already re-
jected by the Court, after a gpecial debate on the point, when
produced in reference to the case of Deby Sing.* Mr, Burke
insisted that it was now produced for another purpose, viz,
as evidence of the state of the country, in opposition to the
pretended certificate of the inhabitants, S

Mr. Law pointed out fhat the evidence elsewhere oollected Qbjection
relative to the state of the provinces of Rungpore and "
Dinagepore filled four folio -volumes,} that their Lordshxps
had pronounced this matter inadmissible, and that it was too
much te expect the Counsel to relinquish the advantage of
that judgment. Tn answer to further arguments of Mr, Burke,
" Mr. Law stated that the Counsel had repeatedly challenged
the Managers to bring this evidence forward under a specific
charge, which could have been met by specific evidence;
but which they had not ventured to do; they should there-
fore maintain their objection to the admission of the evidence
on the present oocasion.

After a protracted discussion, in whlch Lord XKenyon Rejection of

the evidence

repeatedly mtlmated his opinion tha,t the evxdence could not by the

** Bee vol, i,; p. xaxiil.

'f A complete copy of the proceedmgs ‘in relation to the disturbances in these
provinces was purchased for the British Museum, in the year 1834, and now
forms Nos, 9790-9795 of the Additional MSS, .
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“ be received, he was eventually induced to state the grounds

of his objection, which were, that the report of Mr. Paterson
with its accompanying certificates ‘was not made on oath, or
was made on oath not taken in presence of the parties now
at issue, and therefore was inadmissible. YWhereupon, Mr. -
Burke intimated to the Court that, since they refused the
proposed documents, he-should make 10 attempt to bring

_forward other material evidence, mth which, however, he

was prepared. h

Lord Kenyon then reminded Mr. Law that it was his

turn to reply upon the fresh evidence given by the Managers:
upon which Mr. Law addressed the Court :—

“ The evidence on the part of the prosecution being now ﬁnal]y closed,
it might be permitted us, under your Lordships® indulgence, to observe
at large upon the evidence which has been adduced in reply, in the course
of the present session of Parliament. But, my Lords, in pursuance of
that purpose which indaced us, in the course of the last session of
Parliament, to forbear to submit to your Lordships evidence prefatory to, °
and concluding observations upon, one entire Article of Charge—the con-
tracts ; and which induced us likewise to forego the advantage of enforcing
the observations which might apply to another Article of the Charge—the
presents; in pursuance of the same purpose of acceleration and dispatch

“which dictated our conduct in the instances I have alluded to, and ‘with

a view to the nezr and more immediate termination’ of this trial, we
forego an advantageswhich’ can only be purchased at the intolerable
expense of further protraction and delay.

« My Lords, we eonfidently trust thatall the attempts which have been
made, in the course of the present session of Parliament, to weaken the
evidence that has been produced on the part of the Defendant, and to
sirengthen that of the Prosecutor, have not only failed of their intended
effect, but have produced an effect directly the contrary. We eonfidently
trust, my Lords, that the strong and irrefragable conclusions which
result from the invaluable oral testimony which you have lately heard at
your- bar, cannot either have escaped your Lordships’ penetration, or
fail to have their due effect hereafter vpon your Lordships’ judgment.
After returning to your Lordships our sincere and grateful acknowledg-
ments for the invariable patience and condescension with which, during
80 mAany years, our imperfect but zealons endeavours to sustain the canse
of our client, and to give him the benefit of such poor abilitics as we are
possessed of, have been honoured, we have only to add, on the part of
Mer. Hastings, and in his name and on his part to implare, that your™

-
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Lordships will allot so much of continued time to the 704,
what yet remains of this frial, as may advance it to its entire and .

" ulfimate close in the course of the present session of Parliament. To
that moment, my- Lords, Mr. Hastings looks forward, with impatience

" indeed, but with fearless expectation, being assured, as he is, equally of

his own innocence and of your Lordships’® justice.”

On the 8th and 12th of May, the 130th and 131st days of ur.creys
the trial, Mr. Grey, on the part of the Manaaers,.summed Bonirea
up the evidence in reply ori the Benares-Charge. |

On the 14th of May; the 132d day of the trial, Mr. Mr.Sheri.

Sheridan replied on the second Article, relating to -the gg:g;:e:_y _
Begums of Qude.* . - Jpting tothe

On the 20th and 21st of May, the 133d and 134th days Reply ofMr,

of the trial, Mr.. Fox replied on the sixth; seventh and g‘t‘;‘@"’-

fourteenth, Articles, relating to illegal presents: As the presenta.
Court was rising, at the close of the former day, Mr. Hast~
ings made the following address :—

My Lords, before you depart, may I be permitted to address myself Address of

to your Lordships? Your Lordships cannot be surprised if, at this late mss.m’“'
period, I must feel myself exceedingly alarmed at the frequent adjourn-
ments which have been made; and those adjournments prolonged on
the pleag of sickness, and inability to carry on the prosecution. With
- vespect to the first instance, I will do the gentleman to whom I.allude
that justice which I am sure he will never allow to me, b} saying that I

acknowledge his plea was a just one. .I saw that he was nnable to pro-

* Sheridan’s veply will be found to touch very lightly on the difficulties in the
Charge. It has been suspected by some that neither he nor Fox, after their
political separation from Burke, on the questions arising out of the French
revolution, gave that cordial support to the impeachment, or assistance to
Mr. Burke in his prosecution of it, that they had afforded in the earlier stages
of the proceedings. Moore says of Sheridan that, on the occasion of his reply,
he came purposely inte Court unprovided with the necessary papers, professing
that “he would abuse Ned Law; ridicule Plumer’s long orations; make
the Court laugh ; please the women ; and, with Taylor's aid, get triumphantly
through the task {"—but he adds, that he had it on good authority that
¢ Sheridan, previously to the delivery of his speeeh, passed. two or three
days alone at Wanstead, so occupled from morning till night in writing and
reading of papers, a3 to complain in the evening that he had motes before his
eyes.”—Life of Sheridan ; Vol ii. p. 249. Adolphus‘ “History of England ;*
. Vel vi, p. 216.

YOL. IV. Cc
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ceed. It was real sickness that prevented him. Whether the pleas since
made are just or not, it perhaps will not become me to say before your
Lordships: but I will complain of reports that were made that the right
honourable gentleman who just now spoke had obtained your Lordships’

permission; by a message from the Commons, to adjourn the trial to
another day, because he was sick. I was told that he was in bed, so
hoarse that he could not speak. My Lords, on the day on which he
ought to heve been in this Court and doing his duty, I saw him riding
in the burning sun—certainly no cure for a cold or a fever—and I heard
his voice, as audible almost as I hear it now. My Lords, I complain of
this, not as an injury done to me, but as a hardship which I feel,

because I see the time wasting. I se¢ the very small penod that yet
remains of this month, in which I am told not only the session, but this
Parliament must conclude—I see it daily waltmg away, and so little
done,

My Lords, I have been accused with delays. Your Lordships, I am
sure, well know that it is true that, in all this penod in the seven years
that I have attended this bar, I never once made the plea of sickness, nor
desired to be excused from my attendence; and yet you will not suppose
that I am more exempt from infirmities of human nature than my
accusers. I suffer more than they do. This very day, that I undergo
these aggravating invectives thrown. out against me, I must feel what
every man in my situation’ would feel. I have never desired to .be
excused from my attendance one day; yet I ean tell you, my Lords,
that there were two days in which I rose from a bed of sickness, and
with a fever in my veins, and attended in this place; and, so far was I
from making it an excuse, that I did all I could to conceal- it from your
Lordships, and to conceal it from others, who perhaps would have made

it & plea of compassion to adjourn the trial.

Now, all that I have to request and implore of your Lordships is, that
these delays, whether true or false, may not operate to my injury; and I
care not how many days I do attend, if your Lordships will be resolved

. to finish the trial this year. There cannot be much time wanting for

what remains merely of speaking ; and this indulgence, which I think I
have a nght to crave, is what I most humbly implore your Lordshlps to
grant me.’

To this address Mr. Fox made the following reply :—

“ It becomes absolutely necessary for me to trouble your Lordships

with & very few words. I certainly do feel the situation of the Defen-
dant, and therefore think many things may be allowed to that situation
which perhaps, in many others, may not be considered as strictly proper.
But a sort’ of accusation that has been made against me makes it
necessary for me to take the opportunity of this full Hall, merely to
state what is to your Lordships fully known, The trial was to come on
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on Friday. I wrote letters to several noble Lords in this House, par- 1794,
ticularly the learned Lord who during the indisposition of the noble ——
Lord on the woolsack executed that office for him, in which I did
distinctly state that, so far from being ill in bed, I was ready to go on on
Friday, if it was thought it would be of any material advantage towards
accelerating the ultimate end of this trial; but that, having been indis-
posed—which I do assure the gentleman at the bar I was, and that that
which he thinks not & very wise conduct those who advised me thought
proper —I could sttend this Houss on & subsequent day, such as
yesterday or Saturdsy, with greater ease than on Friday. 1 stated then
that I was ready to go on; but I did state truly that, having been indis-
posed, I could with more satxsfactmn to myself go on on a future day;
and, in consequence of that, your Lordships were so good as to adjourn
the sitting: but I am sure I shall, at least, be acquitted from having
made an unfair and improper state of my own health.”

Mr. Burke— These complaints have so often come .before your
Lordships from this criminal, that I think it is necessary to say a few
words upon the subject. We made no complaint when, at his desire,
your Lordships chose to adjourn for ten days, to receive the evidence of
a noble Lord, who was not in India, and who could not speak to any
one circumstance of his transactions. We did not deny him that time,
though he now presumes to accuse us of ill designs, upon the idea of
an existing illness. He says, his case is harder than ours. Your Lord-
ships know, whatever is the length of the chain, we have the other end
of it ; but there is this difference, that we have not got 90,0000. of Rajah
Nobkissin’s money in our pockets, to console us under the troubles
which we bear. Let him answer to that.”

On the 23d and 27th of May, the 135th and 136th days Mr. Taglors
of the .trial, Mr. Taylor replied on the fourth Article of Chmem-
the Charge, relating to corrupt contracts. Snttace.

On the 28th of May, Mr. Burke commenced his final Final reply
reply, on the part of the Commons, on all the Articles of the Borse
Charge. He continued his speech on the 30th of the same
" month, and on the 3d, 5th, 7th, 11th, 13th and 14th, of
_June, and finished it on the 16th of that month, the 145th

day of the trial.

In this, his final and most remarkable effort to support
the case of the prosecution, Mr. Burke reviewed the whof?
series of circumstances included in the several Charges; not
so much for the purpose of making plainer the broader
features of the case insisted on by his fellow Managers, who

c?2
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had preceded him, as with the aim to heighten .the cri-
minality of the actions impeached by tracing corrupt
motives in relation to them, and to bring into stronger
light minor and correlative circumstances altogether passed
over, or but slightly noticed, during the process of esta-
blishing the more substantial facts of the impeachment.
The unflagging eagerness with which he unravelled all the
intricacies of transactions complicated in themselves or
purposely obscured shows that his early conviction of the
reality of the crimes he was prosecuting was still unchanged.
The invective of his final reply surpasses in its vehemence
that of his first. opening> of the Charge. So intolerable was
the bitterness of his denunciations fo the Defendant himself,
in whose presence they were uttered, that in one instance
they drew from him a passionate exclamation of dissent

from the assertions of the orator, occasioning an interruption

in his address*

It will be observed that Mr. Burke was stopped by the
Lord Chancellor in an endeavour to introduce and comment
upon’ a portion of the Cﬁérge which had been abandoned
by the Commons durmg ‘the progress of the trial, or, as
Mr. Burke himself expla,med it, had not been supported by
evidence because admitted by the Defendant himself.} =

The extraordinary length of Mr. Burke's final reply
excited apprebensions in the mind of Mr. Hastings, during
its delivery, that it was intended to be extended over the
present session of Parliament; and he, accordingly, on ‘the

~5th of June, after the adjournment of the Lords to their

chamber, presented to the House the followmg petxtlon,
through Lord Hardwick :—

“That it is with the greatest reluctance and concern that your Peti-
tioner feels himself obliged once more to address your Lordships on the

* See Mr. Burke’s speech of the 11th of June, infra, p 612.
+ Speech of the 12th of June, infra, p. 636.
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subject of his long depending trial. Your Petitioner begs leave o lay before 1794,
‘your Lordships his well-founded apprehensions, excited by the manner =~ ——
in which the general reply on the part of the Managers is now evidently
conducted, that’such reply is meant to be extended beyond the probable
Timits of the present session of Parliament. Your Petitioner hopes he
may be allowed to bring to your Lordshlps recollection, that the reply
was, at the instance of the Managers, adjourned over from the last year,
under the assurance of an accelerated and early termination of it; and
that the whole of the present session, except a small interruption - occa~
sioned by ‘the. examination of the Marquess Cornwallis, has been
employed by the honourable Managers, notmthsta.ndmg that your
Petitioner has, for the purpose of despatch, in addition to the sacrifices
made for & similar purpose in the last year, waived his right to observe
by his Counsel on the new evidence adduced in reply.

“Your Petitioner begs leave again to suggest to your Lordshxps the
unexampled duration of his trial, the indefinite period fo which it may -
be still further protracted, and the extreme vexation and injury to
which he would be subjected, if the intention on the part of his
prosecutors should be suffered o have effect. e implores, therefore,
of your Lordships’ humanity and justice, that such measures be adopted,
on the part of your Lordships, as may assure to your Petitioner the
speedy termination of thispainful and uonparalleled proceeding; and,-
further, if need should be, that your Lordships will graciously con-
descend, in such a manner as to the'wisdom and dignity of your
Lordshlps may seem meet, to become suitors to his Majesty’s goodness,
in his behalf, that the present session of Parliament may be permitted’
to continue, till the reply on the part of the honourable Managers for the
‘Hquse of Commons shall be fully and finally closed. '

. % Westminster Hall, June 5th, 1794, #

On the opening of the Court, on the 7th of June, Complaint
Mr. Burke complained of the conduct of the Lords in %‘;‘;‘t‘fn‘;ﬁm
recording in their Journal this petition of Mr. Hastings , Betition-
which he stigmatised as “an audacious libel;” adding that
he passed it by at present, in order to have the opportunify
of consulting the House of Commons on the course to be
pursued in reference to it

We have already stated that, on the 6th of March, in Reportof

Committea

this year, Mr. Burke moved in the House of Commons for 22 .

the appomtment & a Comnittee, to inspect. the Journals of pomy ™ ®°

*a History of the Trial;” Part v, p. 129,
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1794. the House, and to report the occurrences of the trial, and
the causes of delay in the proceedings, and that the
. Managers were nominated a Committee for that purpose;
that, on the 17th of April following, Mr. Burke presented to
the House the Report of the Committee, which was ordered
to be printed ; and that, on the 29th day of the same month,
Mr. Burke obtained the consent of the House to rescind
the order for printing the Report, and to recommit it for
correction, certain inaccuracies having been detected in it
by the Managers themselves.
The Report, as amended, was again presented to the
House on the 30th of April
It had been drawn up by Mr. Barke himself, who, having
shortly explained the causes of the slow progress of the
trial, entered into an elaborate discussion of constitutional
questions affected by the ruling of the Court on points
of contest between the Managers” and the Defendant’s
. Counsel, and especially in respect to the Lords’ decisions in
disputed claims for admission of evidence, and their refusal
to accompany their judgments with the reasons on which
they had been based. The Report, in addition to its other_
merits, affords so complete a view of the difficulties com-
plained of by the Managers, as thrown in their way by the
Court in the conduct of the proceedings, that a statement
of its conclusions, chapter by chapter, will be an wuseful
addition to the short account we have attempted to give
of the incidents of the trial.®
vitomeof  The Duration of the Trial—The Report pointed out that
the Court had held, up to the 1st of March, inclusive, one

* The Report was printed for the House of Commons; it was published at
the time by Debrett, and has since been frequently reprinted. An answer to it
was given, in the form of a pamphlet, intitled “ Obserwntions on the Report of
the Committee appointed to Report the Causes of the Delay in the Trial of
‘Warren Hastings, Esq.,” Debrett, 1794 ; but which avoided the questions of
constitutional law discussed in the Report.
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hundred and eighteen sittings, spread over eeven sessions 1794
of Parbament ; tht&eleng&ofmdmmxmlm&em.‘
mﬁngﬂmmmpﬂyduehthe&eqmtm\gnm-:{:h
and ocne disslution, of Parliament, and to adpumment:k‘-ﬁ-
of the Conxt—xuhcuhﬂytuadjoum&onm\nntof
the circuit of the Judges, interposed in the middle of the
session. - That, ia addition to these cwoses, a fow days were
hst from special canses of interruptiva; vix, an adjourn-
ment of ten days [in the year 1789] oa account of a
comphiint by the Defendant sgainst cne of the Managers
[Mr. Burke];* two days’ adjournment om account of the
ilness of one of the Mansgers ; about two days kst at the
clase of the session of 1793, by the Managers mot being
prepared to commence their reply, owing to “the unex-
pectald dereliction of the defence of the prisoner ;” and a koss
of about a week or tem days in the present session, from
waiting for the recovery from indisposition of the Marquess
Cornwaliis .

The lensth of the proceedings is attributed to the nature
and extent of the matter to be tried, and the number of the
documents prodoced in evidence, but more particularly
to the objections raised by the Defendant’s Counsel to the
slmission of evidence offered by the Managers <« These
objections amounted to sixty-two; they save rise to sevenal
debates, and to twelve references from the Court to the
Judzes® The objections by the lansgers were few,
chortly discassed, and not referred to the Judges, nor even
debatad in the chamber of the Londs,

The Report having thus very briefly indicated the csuses
of the protraction of the proceedings, discusses at very
great kength the juriaBiction of the Lords, as a Court for
trying cases of impeachment, and its rules of procceding,

® See the Summory of Preceedizgs on the Triad ; Vol &, p xviiil
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1794. and also the rights and powers of .the House of Commons,
Epitomo ot in their impeachments. These observations are distributed

the Report
onthe , under the following heads :—

gi?:liﬁsﬂ‘_e Relation of the Judges, &c., to the Court of Parlzament—-
The Judges are no integrant and necessary part of the
Court. Their writs of summons are different; and they
have no deliberative Yoice in the judgments given in the
House of Lords. Their attendance in the Court is for the
purpose of answering questions, and -advising in matters on
which they may be consulted.

Jurisdiction of the Lords.—The Lords are judges both
of law and fact; and ought not to submit themselves to
the direction of the Judges of the inferior courtd, in
reference to receiving or rejecting evidence.

Law of Parligment—The Lords, in matters of appeal
or impeachment in Parliament, are not of right obliged
to proceed according to the rules of any law, except only
the law and usage of Parliament. Reference is made to
an appeal in Parliament, in the year 11 Richard IL

Rule of pleading.—The rules of pleading observed in the
inferior ‘courts have no authority in causes where the whole
procedure has been within the jurisdiction of the House
of Lords. No ¢ demurrer or exception, as of false or
erroneous pleading, has ever been admitted to any impeach-
ment in Parliament.” The trials of Lord Strafford and
Dr. Sacheverel are referred to, and the Act of 7 Will. ITI.
is quoted, to show that proceedings in Parliament are
exempted from rules affecting trials in other courts.

Conduct of the Commons in pleading.—A laxity is allowed,
in the pleading of the Commons in the High Court of
Parliament, which is not admitted in the inferior courts.
The case of Lord Wintoun, in 1715, is referred to, where
exception was taken against the impeachment on account of
error, the day on which the treason was committed not



PROCEEDINGS ON THE TRIAL XXXVil

having been alleged. The exception was overruled, on the 1794,
ground that ¢ the impeachment is sufficiently certain mEp,tomeog

Report
point .of time, according to the form of impeachments in onther

Parliament.” The law of Parliament, and the law of Par-Ev‘:fEso:d&
liament only, should prevail in a trial of the impeachment
of -the Commons.

Publicity of the Judges’ opinions.—It is argued at great
length, and with references to several precedents, that « from
the 30th year of Charles IL until the trial of Warren
Hastings, Esquire, in ‘all- trials in Parliament, as well upon
impeachments of the Commons, as on indictments brought
up by certiorari, when any matter of law hath been
agitated at the bar, or, in the -course of trial, hath been
stated by any Lord in the Court, it hath beent the pre-
valent custom to state the same in open Court.”

- Publicity general— Although no positive- law is found
which binds the Judges of the courts in Westminster
Hall to give a reasoned opinion publicly from the bench
in support of their judgments, the course has prevailed
from the earliest times.. The same practice prevails where
the Judges are consulted by the Peers on the law, in all
writs of error brought before them.

The Report produces opinions of law-wrifers, and argues
on the value of the practice. It then states that, in the
- present trial, a markéd innovation is observed. Against
the reiterated requests, remonstrances and protestations, of
the Managers, the opinions of the Judges were. always
taken secretly. It further complains that the very ques-
tions proposed for the Judges were not settled in open
court, “ but differed materially from what your Managers
contended was the true state of ‘the question, as ppt and
argued by them;” and that the Managers have never been
able to form a clear opinion upon the ground ‘and pnnclple
of the decisions on these questxons
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Mode of putting the Questions.—On this head, the Report

Epitomeot Ch: i i
Epitomoof charges the Lords with following an unprecedented course,

striking at the vital privileges of the House of Commons,

layinthe  jnasmuch as the form of the questions submitted to the

Judges was always, after statement of the case, * What
evidence is it competent for the Managers of the House
of Commons to produce?” thereby referring it to the
Judges to decide on what it might be competent for the
Commons to do, and subjecting to their discretion the law
of Parliament, the privileges of the Commons, and, in a
great measure, the judicial privileges of the Lords them-
selves. The novelty and danger of the practice is argued
at great length ; and it is asserted that the effect of it was, .
“ not only~to make the Judges master of the whole pro-
cess and conduct of the trial, but, through that edium,
to transfer to them the ultimate judgment on the cause
itself and its merits.” :
Debates on Evidence.—Great ingenuity is exercised to

show that the rigorous and precise rules of the lower courts,
in relation to evidence, are not applicable in cases of im-
peachment ; and that ¢ the Court of Parliament ought to
be open with great facility to the production of all evidence,
except that which the precedents of Parliament teach them
authoritatively to reject, or which hath no sort of natural
aptitude, directly or circumstantially, to prove the case.”
¢ The Lords ought to enlarge, and mnot to contract, the
rules of evidence, according to the nature and difficulties
of the case.”- When evidence produced was denied to be
admissible, the burden lay with those who opposed it to
set forth the authorities, whether of statute or precedent,
which rejected it. This was.not the practice of the Court
in the present trial, either of the Lords in their debates,
or of the Judges in the opinions given by them. ¢ There-
fore, for anything which as yet appears to your Committee
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to the contrary, these responses and decisions were, in 1794
many of the points, not the determination of any law E"“{{_L‘;%,?{ .
- whatsoever, but mere arbitrary decrees, to which we could gnthe .
not, without solemn protestation, submit.” After references o the

to precedents in- earlier impeachments, and to opinions of

writers on civil law, it is asserted that ¢the Committee

can -find nothing to support any one of the determina-

tions. given by the Judges, and adopted by the Lords,

against the evidence which your Committee offered.”

In the practice of the law of England, the rules of
evidence are “ rather less strict, more liberal, and less
loaded with positive limitations, than in the Roman law.”-
Numerous cases are referred to and authorities quoted to
prove the liberality of the rules of evidence; and the con-
clusion is drawn that—if anything of an over-formal
strictness is introduced into the trial of Warren Hastings,
Esquire, it does not seem to be copied from the decisions
of these tribunals, It is with great satisfaction your Com- -
mittee has found, that the reproach of ¢ disgraceful sub-
tleties,’ inferior rules of evidence which prevent the dis-
covery of trath, of forms and modes of proceeding which
stand in the way of that justice, the forwarding of which
is the sole rational object of their invention, cannot fairly.
be imputed to the common-law of England, or to the
ordinary practice of the courts below.”

Circumstantial Evidence, §c. It is complained that the
Managers have been obliged by the Court to state the pur-
pose for which they produced each part of their circum-
stantial evidence; and this practice was most strictly enforced
at the period when it was most injurious and difficult t6 com-
ply with it; viz, in proving their charges of secret crimes,
peculation, pecuniary frauds, extortion and bxibery: ¢ Much
industry and art have been used, among the illiterate and
unexperienced, to throw imputations on this prosecution and
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1794. its conduct, because so great a proportion of the evidence
g];;ito_u;of offered on this trial (especially on the latter charges) has
on the 1 1al :”

EEF5" e walae of cievmetantl ovdencs when properly P

tral, properly pro-
duced. Referring particularly to the trial of Captain
Donellan, who was found guilty of murder wholly on cir-
cumstantial evidence, the Report observes, that, * comparing
the proceedings on that trial and the doctrines from the
bench with the doctrines we have heard from the woolsack,
your Committee cannot comprehend how they can be recon-
ciled For the Lords compelled the Managers to declare
for what purpose they produced each separate member of
their circumstantial evidence; a thing, we conceive, not
usual, and particularly not observed in the trial of Donellan.”
The Report proceeds to illustrate the difficulties o which
the Managers were subjected, in this respect, by detailing
the circumstances of the refusal of the Lords to.receive in
evidence & paper containing the charges. brought against
Mr. Hastings by the Raja Nundcomar, and drawn up by the
Members of the Council of Calcutta, hostile to Mr. Hastings,
forming a majority of the Board ;* and animadverts severely
ou the judgment of the Lords which excluded the proposed
evidence.

Order and time of producing Evidence—The Managers
¢ found great impediment in the production of evidence, not
only on account of the general doctrines supposed to exist
concerning its inadmissibility, drawn from its own alleged
natural incompetency, or from its inapplicability, under
the -pleading of the impeachment of this House, but also
from the mode of proceeding in bringing it forward. Evi-
dence which we thought necessary to the elucidation of the
cause was not suffered, upon the supposed rules of exami-

# See a notice of the circumstances referred to in a previous part of the
Summary of Proceedings on the Trial ; Vol, ii,, p. xx. -
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- pation in chief and cross-examination, and upon supposed 1794,
rules forming a distinction between evidence originally pro- g i o
duced on the charge and evidence offered on the reply. On tawme™"
all these your Committee observes in general that, if the ;rwu'"":&d'
rules which respect the substance of the evidence are (as
the great lawyers, on whose authority we stand, assert they
are) no more than rules of convenience, much more are those
subordinate rules which regard the order, the manner, and
the time of the arrangement. These are purely arbitrary,
without the least reference to any fixed principle in the
natare of things, or to any settled maxim of jurisprudence,
and consequently are variable at every instant, as the con-
veniences of the cause may require.” It is argued at length
that it was the duty of the Court to receive evidence, at
whatever stage of the proceedings produced, if apparently
material; and, afler quoting numerous precedents, the
Committee state that “exclusion of evidence brought for the
discovery of truth is unsupported either by Parliamentary
precedent, or by the rule as understood in the common law
courts below,” and they think *they had a right to see such
a body of precedents and arguments for the rejection "of
evidence during trial in some court or other, before they
were in this matter stopped and concluded.”

Practice below—The Committee * not having learned that
the resolutions of the Judges (by which the Lords have
been guided) were supported by any authority in law to -
which they could have access, have heard by rumour that
they have been justified upon the practice of the courts in
ordinary trials by commission of Oyer and Terminer.” The
Report points out the difference in the constitution of the
court of Peers from that of the ordinary courts; where, as
the case is decided by a jury taken promiscuously from the
mass of the people, the judge properly decides on the
competency of the evidence to be set before them. The
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1;794 Lords, on the other hand, are by law fully and exelusively

onthe  mot to submit themselves to the authority of the J udges

lsyimthe " The Report concludes with an argument to show that “ this
final and independent judicature (exercised by the House of
Lords) because it is final and independent, ought to be very
-cautious with regard to the rejection of evidence.”

Arpendixto In an Appendix to the Report, all the questions, twelve in
number, which had been referred to the Judges, were col-
lected, with their opinion upon each.

Observa-  The strong reflections contained in this Report upon the

Feportby . principles on which the trial had been conducted were not

Koanthe guffered to pass altogether unnoticed by the Peers. In a

Lo debate in their House, on the 22d of May, on the Habeas

Corpus Suspension Bill, Lord Thurlow, under whose pre-
sidency, as Lord Chancellor, the proceedings had principally
‘been conducted, drew the attention of their Lordships to it,
-as “a pamphlet which had been published by one Debrett,
in Piccadilly, and which had that day - been put into his
hands, reflecting highly upon the Judges and many members
of that House.” He proceeded to say that—*it was “dis-
graceful and indecent, 'and such as he thought never ought
to pass unpunished. He considered that vilifying and

" _misrepresenting the conduct of Judges and magistrates,

-entrusted with the administration of justice and the laws of
the country, was a crime of a very_heinoﬁs nature, most
destructive in its consequences, because it tended to lower
them in the opinion of those who ought to feel a proper
_reverence and respect for their high and important stations ;
and, when it was stated to the ignorant and the wicked that
their Judges and magistrates were ignorant and corrupt, it
-tended to lessen their respect for, and their obedience to, the
Jaws of the country, because they were taught to think ill
of those who administered them.”
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His Lordship’s observations-drew no remarks from any 1794.'
‘other membef of the House; but, en the following day, Nohca‘gah
Mr. Burke called the attention of the House of Commonsg lows re-
to.what had passed in the Upper House. Inreference to what ﬂ‘;hl:“ﬁog'“
Lord Thurlow had said, of the necessity of preserving the *'®™™>"
authority of the Judges, he said he.agreed with him; but
added—¢ This, however, does not depend on us, but upon
‘themselves, It is necessary to preserve the. dignity and
respect of all the constituted authorities, - This, too, depends
upon ourselves. It is necessary to preserve the respect due
to the House of Lords: it is full as necessary to preserve
the respect due to the House. of Commons; upon which
(whatever may be thought of us by some persons) the weight
and force of all other authorities within this kingdom essen-

-tially depend.” He justified the language of the Report,
as not charging the Judges with either ignorance or corrup-
.tion, but complaining that their opinions had been given not
on the law but on the case ; and he reiterated the statement
it conveyed, that the Managers weére “ extremely dissatisfied
with those opinions, and the consequent determinations of
the Lords. The Report,” he said, ¢ speaks for itself.. When-
ever. an occasion shall be regularly given to maintain
everything of substance in that paper, I shall be ready to
meet. the proudest name, for ability, learning or rank, that
this kingdom contains, upon that subject.” No reply or
-observation was made on the subject by any other member.

Seven years had now passed since the House of Commons
had voted, by large majorities, the impeachment of Warren
Hastings, on the greater number of 'the Articles charged
‘against him." The members of the House, to whom the manage-
ment of this arduous prosecution had been committed, had
.applied themselves to their very difficult and laborious duty
-with unflapging zeal through this protracted period. Mr. Ezertionsof
- Burke, above all, the leading Manager of the prosecution, had jaPrscont-

pea

ent,
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‘urged on the froceedings with all the energy of his great

and ardent mind, excited by a sense of the importance of the
cause, and a thorough conviction of the reality of the crimes
imputed. Indeed, nothing but such a persuasion, and the
hope that, in exposing and bringing to punishment a system-
atised - course of tyranny, pursued in a dependency of the
empire: too remote for the supervision of the home Govern-
ment, he was rescuing many millions of his fellow-creatures
from unchecked ‘oppression, and saving a rich and populous
empire from misrule and degradation, could have sustained
him under the labours and discouragements his self-imposed
task brought upon him. He had to. bear to see political

friends fall off from him, and those who had warmly seconded

him in urging on' the House of Commons the necessity of
the impeachment grow lukewarm, at theé moment when in-
creased zeal was needed to work through the details of the
trial. He had tfo suffer the sneers of his personal opponents,
as well as the open attacks and secret insinuations of the
numerous personal supporters of the man he was prose-
cuting. He had to endure the loss of the assistance of
Mr. Francis, the only man influenced by an equally intense
interest in the prosecution—though from a different motive—
and whose intimate acquaintance with affairs of India would

‘have lightened to him the toil of mastering -those difficult

details of the cause which might have daunted a less powerful
or a less enthusiastic mind. He had to contend, almost un-
aided, with the astuteness of trained lawyers, always watching
to baffle him in his pursuit of evidence with all the intricacies
and wiles of technical practice. All this—even to the
hostility of the very President of the court he pleaded
before—he had to endure, as patiently as he might, through
seven long, toilsome, years, and amidst the distraction of
public events more threatening and terrible, espetially in his
eyes, than any recorded in the page of modern history;
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yet to the last moment his energy never flagged. His 1794.
portion .of the labour was at length finished. He had
succeeded in bringing the cause he had devoted so much

of his time and genius to up to' its final stage, where only

the judgment of the Court remaingd to’ terminate the

trial. The prorogation of Parliament was impending; and

the House of Commons could not decently defer to andther

session the. duty of honouring -those who had ‘given such

great talents and so much grutmtous lIabour to the task
imposed on’ them.

On the 20th of June, Mr tht moved ¢ that the .thanks of xr. pitt's
the House be given to the members who were appointed ¢ {'1‘.‘,’,,.‘1}’;3{
Managers of the impeachment against Warren Hastings, Esq., & %o
for their faithful management in their discharge of the trust
reposed in them.” He prefaced his motion with argiments
dissuasive of opposition from those who had avowed them.
selves hostile to the impeachment. This, he said, had been
voted, not only under the conviction of the guilt of the party
impeached, but as a terror to those placed in a similar
situation, in the government of our distant provinces; and,
whatever the ultimate decision might be, he was confident
that the example of Mr. Hastings would deter other go-
vernors from a repetition ‘of the practices which marked his_
administration. He exculpated the Managers from the
charge of having unduly. protracted the trial, and threw the
responsibility of the length of the proceedings on the Counsel
for the defence : and he warned the friends of Mr. Hastings
that it was doubtful * whether an unanimous vote of that
House (honourable though it was) would be so honourable
to the Managers as a vote of thanks marked with the
discriminating negative of those who felt themselves irritated
and stung by the faithful and admirable discharge of the
task imposed upon them by their country,”

The debate on the motion of the minister gave to Débatecn

. the motion
VOL, IV, d \ of thanke,

anagery,
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the friends of Mr. Hastings the opportunity they desired
of blackening the character of the impeachment, by
denouncing the conduct end language of the principal
Manager. Mr. Sumner lead the way in this- attack on
Mr. Burke. After objecting to the motion, as being pre-
maturely proposed, while neither the verdict nor judgment
of the Lords had been pronounced, he said that, though he
thought the charges ill founded, he, if the time were proper,
should be willing that the.Managers should receive the:
thanks of the House for doing their best to support them,
provided they could except *the leading Manager, who
had by his conduct disgraced and degraded the House of
Commons.” Although called to order by the Spenker, the
member proceeded to cite instances in which Mr. Burke had
gone beyond the intentions of the Ilouse, by criminating
other parties, by persisting in the prosccution of Articles of
the Charge which the Ilouse had ordered to be dropped,
and by charging Mr. Hastings with murder, and repeating
the charge, even after he had received the reprimand of the
House for exceeding his instructions; and ke quoted the
most violent passages in Mr. Burke’s speeches’ addressed to
Mr. Hastings.

Other members urged similar objections; which were
answered by Mr. Windham, a Mannager, Mr. Francis and
Mr. Fox. Mr. Francis showed that Mr. Sumner had
misunderstood some of the expressions of Mr. Burke, which
he had denounced a3 most objectionable; and Mr, Fox,
disclaiming all scparation between the leading Manager and
his collengues, ‘assumed to himsclf the blame, if there was
any, in persisting to think the fate of Nundcomar a murder,
after the censure passed on Mr. Burke by the Ilouse of
Commons. :

Mr. Ewan Law, a brother of Mr. Iastings’ Counsel,
took up ‘the debate on the side of the opposition, Ife
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repeated in the coarsest terma the charge against Mr. Burke 1794.
of unjustifiable violence of language; averring that his
expressions © were universally reprobated, from the first
characters. amongst the numerous audience that had heard

them, down to the messengers, door-keepers and' guards.”

He went at great length into an explanation of the story

of Deby Sing, to show that Mr. Hastings had no concern in

the atrocities exposed by Mr. Burke. He accused Mr. Burke

of purposely protracting the tmal and particularly criticised

his final speech in reply. .

‘Mr. Anstruther, one of the Managers, spoke shortly in
justification of Mr. Burke, on the subject of the charge
relating to Deby Sing; and Mr. Sheridan stated that,
having originally intended not to vote, the nature of the
opposition- to the motion induced him to remain in the
House and vote in support of it.

The previous question being put, the House dmded when Division,
the votes in favour of the question were 55 against 21 in
the negative.

The main question being then put, the House again
divided, and it was carried by 50 votes againt 21.

~The Speaker accordingly communicated the thanks of the Thanks of
House to the Managers; adverting, in the course of his :;;g'ggg;‘k‘;g
address, to the increased security given to the constitution,

“ by the recognition and full confirmation of the principle,
that an impeachment is not discontinued by a dissolution of
Parliament.”

Mr. Burke, in the name of the Manao'ers, expressed their Repigot
gratification” at the -acknowledgment their labours had
received from the House, and at the dignified and elegant
manner 3 which the Speaker had conveyed it. He entered
into a short defence of the conduct of the impeachment. He
explained that he had thrown no general reflections on
the Companys servants, but bad merely repeated what

d2
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- 1795, Mr: Hastings had himself said of the troops serving in Oude:
as for the other expressions complained of, they had been
very much misrepresented. He attributed the bitterness of
the personal remarks mpon his conduct to the prejudices
of private friendship, and assured the House that no asperity
of language should provoke him to say a word in recrimin-
ation.*. - :

M. Burke's This was the.last speech that Mr. Burke made in j;he

from Par- House of Commons; and -indeed his last appearance there.
He, the very next day, applied for the Chiltern Hundreds,
and retired for ever from public life. .

Debates of The Parliament reassembled early in the year 1795, and,

o preaanre after a short adjournment, on account of the indispdsition of

inmne. Lord Thurlow, the House of Lords entered into a con-
sideration of the mode of proceeding in giving their final
verdict in the great cause that had been so long disputed

: before them in Westminster Hall.

Committee  'On the 23d of January, Lotd Chancellor Loughborough

precedents. moved for a Committee to inspect the Journals, and to
report on the course followed in previous cases, in giving
judgment on trials of high crimes and misdemeanours. The
Report of this Committee was presented on the 19th of
February, and was taken into consideration on the 26th.

Course of Lord Thurlow, . after stating that the precedents collected

proceedmg N

. proposed by jn the Report had no resemblance to the case under the con-

low. " sideration of -the House, observed, that, as out of the twenty

Articles of the impeachment the Commons had given evidence
‘on only six, it was an act of justice to acquit Mr, Hastings of
the remaining fourteen. The six Articles on which they
had given evidence contained severally so many allegations of
criminal facts that he thought it impossible to put.one ques-
tion only on each Article, as had been the general practice ;

_ ¢ Parliamentary History ;" Vol, xxxi.,, 936.
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" and he - thought. it might be necessary to put a separate 1795,
question upon each allegation. 'He proposed, therefore, that commitco
the House should resolve’ itself into a.Committee of the House
whole House, to afford opportunity for. a full discussion of

the proceedings.. The proposal was: -assented to, and the
Report was referred to a Committee of the whole House.

On ' the 2d of March, Lord Thurlow; in opening the dis- Speechof
cussion on the mode of proceeding,entered into a consideration 1m:h°o,
of the character of "the impeachment. He complained of theim:

the looseness and .inaccuracy with which the .Articles had
"been drawn, and that, they contained many assertions . that
could not be substantiated. The impeachment, in its present
form, rested on the following points—breach of faith, op-
pression and injustice, as charged in the two first Articles;
corruption, as -charged inthe. Article -of Presents; and
wanton waste of the public money; for private purposes, as
~_charged in the Article of Contracts. With regard to the

first of these, the ‘question would be whether Mr. Hastings
‘had exerted the power he possessed for the public good,

or had beem actuated by base and malicious motives.

Unless the latter were proved, the .charges in the two first
‘Articles fell to the ground. - The preamble of the Articles
was materially defective, inasmuch as'it fixed on Mr. Hastings

the sole responsibility for acts, in some instances done by
others, in other instances in which others participated.

He proposed that, in- discussing among. themselves the Proposlto
merits of the prosecution, they should debate on the several several alle-
allegations in. the Articles on which evidence had been caoh Arti
given, seriatimy becaunse, although, if the whole House were °©
of opinion.that no part of an Article had been proved, a
single vote would suffice on. that Article, yet, if eny in-
dividual Peer thought that some allegations in the Article
were made. out, thbu'gh ‘others were- not substantiated, it

would be necessary to vote on each allegation, . The Benares
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1795. Article, for instance, contained many charges, on each of
which, if a difference of opinion existed, the House must
give a'separate vote. ’

ool The Chancellor, Lord Lougbborough concurred in the
borowgh * proposal of Liord Thurlow, who forthwith opened the discus-
sion on the Benares Charge, -In this, he said, no question
would arise till they ¢ame to the demand made on Cheyt Sing
of a war subsidy, in 1778, The criminality charged in this
‘measure consisted in the malice imputed to Mr. Hastings in
originating it. In reviewing the subject, he justified the
measure, and exculpated Mr. Hastings from. any malicious
motive in connexion with it.
After a few words from Lord Carnarvon and Lord Moira,

] the Committee reported progress.

Disusion  On the 3d of March, the attention of the House was

on the de-
mandsmade engaged in- hearing the evidence read on the subject of the

on Cheyt

e ::dms, demands made on Cheyt Sing in the years 1778, 1779 and

1780, 1780,

‘On the 5th of the same month, the discussion was re-

“Right of newed, but was interrupted by a proposal from the Earl of

voteon the Carnarvon to the House to consider which Lords had, and
which had not, the right to vote; as it would be to the
eternal disgrace of the House, if Lords who had not attended
the proceedings on the trial should ultimately vote in West.
minster Hall. Several Lords spoke on this subject, but the
House tacitly acquiesced in the view expressed by Lord
Thurlow, that it must be left to the conscience and sense of
honour of every Pecr to determine how many days’ attend-
ance on the trial intitled him to vote on the verdict.

After observations by Lord Loughborough, in which he
acquitted Mr. Hastings of criminality in the demands made
in the years 1778 and 1779, but imputed a certain degree

Divisiononof blame to him in respect of that made in 1780, the ques-
question.  tion was put— That the Commons had made good their
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charge in respect to the tribute claimed and received from 1795,
Cheyt Sing, in 1778 and 1789,” and the motion was unani-
mously rejected. A

In the course of the dlscusuon it was clearly explained Pm‘pdglge of
that their present proceedings were merely designed to sions.
assist the House in forming its. conclusions .on the several
allegations in the Articles; and that the questions decided
in the Committee were not. to interfere with those that
were .ultimately to be put in Westminster Hall; such
ultimate questions remaining for future consideration.

On the 6th ‘of March, the Lord Chancellor proposed 8 Discussion
motion in reference  to several of the allegations in the tionin17sn.
Benares Charge, on all which he  argued that criminality
had been proved. Lord Thurlow objected to the departure
from the course agreed to, of voting on each allegation
separately, and moved— That the Commons had made
good the first Article, 'so far as it related to the war
‘subsidy of 1780.” The Earl of Carnarvon argued in sup-
port of the motion, but it was negatived on a division. Division.

'On' the 9th of March, Lord Thurlow opened the next Discussion
part’ of the Charge, relating to the demand of cavalry in dem;pyd“
November 1780, and reviewed the whole of the evidence
‘most minutely, arguing throughout in defence of Mr. Hast-
ings, Lord Carnarvon and the Jord Chancellor supported
the Charge; but the motion- that the Commons had made-
good the Article in respect to the demand of cava]ry from
‘Cheyt Sing was negatived. - Division,

The nést' question moved by Liord Thurlow was in Saloof Cheyt
respect to-the charge of-conspiracy for the sale of Cheyt vmces ﬁoﬂle
Sing’s- provinces to the Woazir; and the motion was' nega-
tived unanimously. C

The motion which' followed was to approve: the Charge Unpune.
relating to the allegation by Mr. Hastings of Cheyt Sing’s {a{m@“" of
unpunctuality in the payment of his klsts, in 1780. The
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1795. 'Charge was again refuted by Lord Thurlow, and supported’
~ by the Lord Chancellor. The motion was negatived. °
St ore.  On the 10th of March, Lord Thurlow moved the mext
question—<¢That the Commons had made good the first
Article, in so far as it related to Mr. Hastings' preferring
false and malicious charges against' Chey{ Sing, and ar-
resting his person” The circumstances and the evidence
on either side were very elaborately discussed by Lord.
Thurlow himself, Lord Mansfield, the Marquess of Lans-
downe and the Bishop of Rochester, in favour of Mr. Hast-
ings, and by the Lord Chancellor and the Earl of Car-
narvon in support of the motion; which, however, was
negatived. . .
Remaindor On the 13th of March, Lord Thurlow went through the
Sonares evidence on the remainder of the Benares Charge, relating
to the expulsion of Cheyt Sing, and. the siege and plunder
of Bidjey Gur, arguing in defence of Mr. Hastings, and
moved~~ That the Commons had made good the ten re- -
" maining allegations in the first Article.” Lord Chancellor
Loughborough argued in support of the Charge; but the
motion was negatived.
Discussion - The second Article of the Charge, relating to the Begums

on the . .
Charge re- of Qude, was discussed under one motion, on the 16th and

Beguims 17th of March, the House having first negatived a pro-
posal of the Duke of Norfolk to report progress, and to
proceed to a vote in their House on the first Article, as a
whole, each Peer giving his verdict of guilty or not guilty.
The Charge and defence on the second Article were dis-
cussed very minutely by Lord Thurlow and the Lord
Chancellor; the Bishop of Rochester and the Earl of
Morton supporting Lord Thurlow in Mr. Hastings’ defence.

Divison,  The motion was then put—¢ That the Commons had made
good the charges in their second Article, respecting the
Begums,” and was negatived.
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On the 20th of March the House ploceeded to the 1795.

consideration of the sixth Article, relating o corrupt pre- Dlscusalou
sents, Lord Thurlow opened the discussion. He divided the Fha;g%re-
Charge into what related to presents received by Mr. Hast- P":::‘zf
mgs in the years 1772, 1773 and 1774, and those taken LordTlmr-
in the years 1780, 1781, 1782 and 1783. The presents
‘reccived in- the earlier period, and before the passing of
the Act regulating the affairs of the Company, were stated
to have been given as consideration for - corrupt appoint-
" ments to offices in Bengal; and by which Mr. Hastings
added 100,000l to his private fortune. With respect to
the presents from the Rani Bowani and from Khan Jehan
Khan, the faujdar of Hughly, there was no evidence to
support the charge. - The only remaining charge was that
Mr." Hastings: corruptly received three lacs and fifty-four
thousand rupees, or nearly 40,000Z, from Nundcomar and
Munny Begum, for appointing the son of the former diwan,
and the latter guardian, of the Nawab of Bengal

Lord Thurlow reminded .the House that, when Lord
Clive acquired for the Company the diwani of Bengal, in
the year 1765, he instituted a double‘oovernment, by com-
mitting to Mohamed Reza Khan the entire ‘'management of
the revenues, and the administration of civil and criminal
Jjustice, under the title-of Naib Subahdar. This system
continued till the year 1772, but with results so unsatis-
factory that the income received barely sufficed to meet
the necessary expenditure. In April 1772, Mr. Hastings
assumed the government of Bengal, and received orders
to abolish the double government, and to establish & new
system for collecting the revenues, by'»the agency of the.
Company’s servants. The arrangements he formed were
submitted to the inspection” of Parliament, in 1773; and:
the appraval of the ‘Government was strongly expressed,
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1795. by the appointment of Mr." Hastings as the first Governor
" General of Bengal, under the régulating Act of that yesr.
The new Government commenced in Bengal, in October, -
1774. Lord Thurlow proceeded to state the circumstances
of Nundcomar’s charges against Mr. Hastings, of which he
acquitted him, on the judgment of the law officers of the
Company, to whom the papers: relating to them had been
submitted. His Lordship then stated the circumstances.
relative to the ziafat, or present for entertainment, paid to
Mr. Hastings ‘from the treasury of the Nawab., This, he
showed, was applied to Mr. Hastings’ expenses while =t
Moorshedabad, and was the customary allowance received
by previous Governors under similar circumstances. Finally,
he considered the -character of the Munny Begum, from
Mr. Hastings’ alleged partiality to whom the Managers
had inferred a-corrupt understanding between them. e
went -through her history, in order. to clear her from the
reflections of the. Managers, and concluded by stating
that, -after. Mr, Hastings’ retirement, she received from
Lord Cornwallis, on the ground of her own representations

of her services,:a pension of about 12,0007 a year.
fpeechfy.  The Lord Chancellor concurred in thinking that the
borough. * Commons- had failed in making good. any part of their -
Charge, except the receipt of a lac and a half of rupees for
entertainment at Moorshedabad. This present Mr. Hastings
himself acknowledged, but there certainly was no proof of
-his having taken it as a consideration for a corrupt appoint=
ment -to -office. He added that he was induced to think
that, if this Article had stood alone, the Commons would
not have charged. it; but that it was mixed with others; of
which; under their Lordships’ rules, no :evidence could be
given. - In preference to a motion of Lord Thurlow’s, he
moved-=-“ That the Commotis had made good the sixth

. .
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' Article, as far as it related to a corrupt receipt of presents, 1795
in the years 1772, 1773 and 1774, This: motion was put Divisionen

. . . . he first part
and negatived by a unanimous vote. = . . atthe

- Charge.

- The discussion on the Charge of ‘presents-was renewed on Dl::::ssion
the 23d of Maxch. Lord Thurlow explained that the remain- secti?:d part
ing part of the Charge referred to presents of large amounts Charee-
received by Mr; Hastings in and subsequently to.the  year Speechof
1780, for the use of the Company, as contended on his part, 1™
but, as imputed by the Managers, for his own_use; though,
as they said, he was subsequently induced by fear to apply
them to the public service. He recapitulated the circum-
stances of the present taken by Mr. Hastings of Cheyt Bing,
in 1780, and urged that, having declined it, when offered as
a present to himself, he subsequently accepted it, in order to
apply the sum to the carrying out' an important act of
policy, . in  which hé was thwarted: by. the- refusal of the
Council of Calcutta to .agree in furnishing' the funds
requisite for its. execution. He mnext pointed out that
Mr. Hastings had communicated “the receipt of ‘the present,
for that purpose, to Mr. Markham, shortly after its receipt,
as stated by ‘that witness in his evidence before the Commons
and referred to by him in Westminster Hall, and that he
had- subsequently communicated it.to Mr. Sullivan, He
dwelt on an’expression used by Mr. Hastings, in a lefter to
Major Seott, in December, 1782, implying ‘a belief that he
had made him also acquainted with it at the time. He stated
that a fourth. commaunication of the present was made in a
Jetter from Mr. Hastings- to the ¢ourt ‘of Directors, dated
the 29th-of November, 1780." ‘An ‘intention of conveltmg
the money to bis own use had ‘been inferred from his paying
it into the treasury os a deposit; but in this letter he ex--
‘'pressly says—The money was not my own; and I neither
could . nor would have received it but for your benefit?
Lord Thurlow then stated the subject of.the remaining
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portion of the letter of the 29th of November, which was,
to explain the importance of Mr. Hastings’ object in sending
money to Mudaji Bosla, commander of the Berar army,
and which mentioned his having taken bonds for that
portion of the amount raised from his own funds. ,He then
related the history of the bonds; and reviewed Mr. Hastings’
explanations respecting the presents to the Directors, in his
letters from Calcutta of the 22d of May and 16th of De-

~ cember, 1782, and from Cheltenham in June, 1784;

Speech of

Lord Lough:
borough.

_ concluding his observations on them by stating that “ though
the subject of the presents has taken up so many years in
the discussion, the Managers have never been able, to this
moment, to procure a tittle of evidence beyond what
Mr. Hastings himself has furnished them with;” and that
when Mr. Hastings, in his letter of the 16th of December,
1782, told the Directors that, if he had had a wrong motive,
he could have concealed the receipt of the presents from
the public eye for ever, he believed the assertion to be
strictly true. After exculpating Mr. Hastings from any
intention of deceit in. reference to his misstatement on
the subject of the date of indorsement of the bonds, he
dwelt on the substance of Mr. Larkine' evidence, as being
favourable to Mr. Hastings, and concluded with the motion

" == That the Commons had made good the sixth Article, in

g0 far a3 related to the sum of two lacs of rupees,*corruptly
received from Sadanund, the buxey of Raja Cheyt Sing.”

Lord Chancellor Loughborough began a very long speech

" on the opposite eide of the discussion, by laying down the

principle, that, independently of the Act of Parliament of

1773, a President of Council or Governor General, in taking

. a present from a person connected with or dependent on

him, committed a crime, by the common law of England ; as

also, in like manner, to give or accept a bribe was a crime

at common Jaw. Mr. Hastings had received various sums
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from -different persons, which having been given to procure
general favour, the acceptance of them was highly criminal
His Lordship proceeded to examine the circumstances of
the receipt of each present. That received from Cheyt
Sing Mr. Hastings deposited in the hands of the Company’s
sub-treasurer, where it remained for years, unapplied to the
public service. The letter of Mr. Hastings to the Directors
of the 29th of November, 1780, in explanation of the trans-
action, was evasive and unsatisfactory. He argued from
the letter of Mr. Larkins to the Chairman of the Company,
of the 5th of August, 1786, relative to the bond No. 89, taken
by Mr. Hastings of the Company, that Mr. Hastings had
by no means made out that part of his defence, relative to
this transaction, which he had made before the House of
Commons. Upon the whole, his Lordship said, regarding
the present from Cheyt Sing from every point of view, he
thought that Mr. Hastings could not stand excused on any
pretext of reason or justice, but that he had been con-
victed in the clearest manner of the crime alleged by the
Commons.

Lord Loughborough next discussed the allegation respect-
ing the present of ten lacs of ropees from the Nawab. After
enlarging upon each particular of the Charge, he contended
that, taking the account as favourably for Mr. Hastings as
possible, there remained a sum of not less than one lac and
a half of rupees as yet wholly unaccounted for. Having
dilated much at length on every part of the Charge relative
to the Dinagepore peshcush, and the transactions of
Mr. Hastings with Kelleram, with respect to which he
contended that a small portion only of the sums received had

been accounted for, his Lordship went minately into the

Charge relating to the present from Nobkissin, and declared
that it appeared to him that not a shadow of excuse
could be pleaded in palliation even, much less in defence of,

1795.
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1795. conduct so open to the imputation of corruption as that
T of Mr. Hastings, in this instance.

Bpeoch of The. Earl of Mansfield eaid that, according to his con-

of Mansfield. g¢ryction’ of the law, Mr. Hastings had broken it in every

" instance charged of receiving presents; but he considered

that the circumstances of his situation justified him in every

case, excepting that of the present from Nobkissin. Ile

received them with the express determination of applying

them to the public service: they certainly were go

appropriated; and the numerous contradictions in the

accounts seemed to proceed from excessive carelessness, not

from guilt.. But as to the present from Nobkissin, it stood

on different grounds. There was no state necessity pleaded

for this breach of the Iaw. The money, though taken for

the Company, was appropriated to discharge a demand

made by Mr. Hastings on the Company. He lamented

that there should be a single point in which he could not

acquit Mr. Hastings, for no man. had a higher opinion of

the services he had rendered his country; and, when he

considered the many hardships he had siffered since his

return from India, as well from the circumstances as from

the extreme-length of the arduous trial he had undergone,

and the calm dignity and composure with which he had

sustained what no man had ever borne before him, he felt

himself strongly inclined to put the most favourable con-
struction on all his actions. ~

Beplyor ~ Lord Thurlow replied that he was ready to stake all his

Jow. credit as a lawyer, or his integrity as a man, on the question

propounded by the Lord Chancellor. He differed from

him completely in the doctrine he laid down, that the receipt

of a present by a person in the situation of Mr. Hastings

must be corrupt, and that it was not necessary to charge it

to be a bribe in the impeachment, because the person giving

the present.could only give it with a hope of procuring general
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favour, - ‘The Commons, to show corruption, ought to have 1795.
charged some act done by Mr. Hastings in favour of the
several persons from whom the sums were received. He again

went over the circumstances of the Benares present, with a

view to correct the sta.tements_ of Lord. Loughhorough,

After ‘a ‘short answer ‘from the Lord Chancellor, and
a promise by Lord Thurlow to discuss the question “of law
in.dispute between them at their next meeting, the Earl of Spoech ol
Carnarvon rose. He declared that he considered the argu- Carmarvon,
ments of Lord Loughborough irresistible; and, after going
over the particulars of the several parts of the Charge,
concluded with saying that, in his opinion, had Mr. Hastings
wished- to conceal all the presents he lad taken, he could
not have used more art, or' exercised more skilful .cunning
to provide against detection, than he had used in every
instance of receiving presents. ' He theref'ore. believed him
guilty of the Charge. -

The Bishop of Rochester saw nothmo' in the evidence to The Bishon |
induce him to believe that Mr. Hastings had been actuated
by bad or corrupt motives, and he fully concurred in all
the reasoning of Lord Thurlow.:

On the 24th of March, Lord Thurlow resumed the dis- Further ob-
cussion on-the Charge of presents, by an argument against ?ﬁ»’iﬁ{i‘“
the principle of law laid down by Lord Loughborough, that,

" st common Jaw, the receiving of presents by a person in
Mr. Hastings' position from his inferiors: was a crime. for
which an indictment would lie.  He then very minutely
examined the evidence on the parts of the Charge which he
had not ;noticed in his previous speech, concluding, with
respect to the presents from Kelleram and Cullian Sing,

from Nundulol and the Nawab Wazir, that they were all of
" the same description—that they had been received for the
Company, and faithfully applied to their service, and that
Mr. Hastings had never the intention to appropriate them
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1795. to his own use. He then entered into the circumstances of

Reply of
LordyLo
borough,

Nobkissin’s present, which 80 far differéd from the other

. cases charged against the Defendant, that it was admitted

by himself to have been applied to his own convenience, by’
being retained as a set-off against expenses incurred by him
on behalf of the Company. After going through all the
particalars of the transaction, his Lordship argued that
criminality could only be established by proving that the
charges for the liquidation of which this money was retained
were fictitious. That they were not so, was evident by their
not having been objected to by the court of Directors. Mr.
Hastings had left it to them to allow them or not. By not
disallowing them, or even calling for vouchers, or further
information respecting them, they admitted the demands to
be perfectly fair and reasonable; and, in effect, they audited
the accounts. On the whole, it was impossible to consider
these presents as bribes. It was for-each member of the
House to satisfy himself from the evidence whether or not
Mr. Hastings, in accepting them, had any intention of
appropriating them to his own use, or did not, as alleged by
him, bond fide, apply them to the Company’s service. With
regard to the assertion that the mere acceptance of them
was a breach of the law, he had no hesitation in affirming
that the clause in the Act of 1773, by which any receipt of
presents was prohibited, had been repealed by the Act of
January, 17873 therefore, if their Lordships were of opinion
that Mr. Hastings had intended, in receiving the presents, to
apply them to the public service, he must be acquitted.

After a short reply by the Lord Chancellor, ytho argued
" that, according to the statements to be collected from the
evidence, and from the defence of Mr. Hastingg, it did not
appear that the whole of the money received from Kelleram'
and Cullian Sing, from Nundulol, and from the province of
Dinagepore, had been accounted for by the Defendant, the

~
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question was put—¢ That the Commons have made good the 1795,
sixth Article, in so far as relates to a present or obligation pivision re-

specting the
received from Kelleram for four lacs of rupees;” when the Precontrom
non-contents were declared the majority. -

- 'The following question respecting the money received and fro
from Nundulol was immediately put, and was also
negatived. -

Lord Thurlow then moved the third question, on the ouservation
subject of the present from the Nawab Wazir. The Lord Lofxﬁ:

.Chancellor stated that he had alr eady discussed the evidence Mr.] d““‘r‘g:r
on this charge, on a previous occasion ; he would, therefore, hase
only now ‘reply to Lord Thurlow’s statement respecting
- Mr. Hastings' durbar charges. It appeared to him that a
balance of nearly a lac and a half was still unaccounted for,

and that the account was not sent over till October, 1783,

It was clear that, up to that time, Mr. Hastings had the
money in his hands; and, for aught that appeared, he had it

at that moment.

 After a further cxplanation on this subject by Lord jpeechot
Thurlow, the Archhishop of York made some observations Yare? °
on the general character of the impeachment, He said that

the present conversation reminded him of the case of Cato

the Censor. ¢ That great man, after having filled the first

offices in the state, with the highest reputation, was im-
peached. He. was impeached forty times, and was attacked

by a factious demagogue of his day relative to ‘the items of

an account. What was the case of Mr. Hastings? No
consideration for his high character, no consideration for his *
splendid and.important services—for the esteem, love and
yeneration, in which he was held by the millions that he
governed fof so many years! Noj; he is treated, not as if

he were a gentlemen whose cause is before you, but as if

you were trying a horse-stealer,”

YOL, IV,

dulol

()
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After a few observations in reply by the Lord Chancellor,
the question was called for, and negatived.

The question was then put on the remainder of the sixth
Article. ' The Bishop of Rochester made some observations
in justification of Mr. Hastings ; and, on a division, the non-
contents were in the majority.

On the 31st of March, Lord Thurlow went over the whole
of the case on the fourth Article of the impeachment,
relating to contracts and allowances, under the separate
heads of the opium contract, the bullock contract, the extra
allowances to Sir Eyre Coote, Mr. Auriol’s agency for sup-
plying provisions for Fort St. George, and Mr. Belli’s
agency for provisions for Fort William. In commenting on
the evidence on each of the allegations of the charge, his
Lordship vindicated the conduct of Mr. Hastings.

He was followed by the Bishop of Rochester, who dis-
cussed particularly the part of the charge relating to the
opium contract, as containing the only one of the five allega-
tions in the Article, on which, he said, the smallest degree
of doubt existed in his mind. He contended that there was
no proof that Mr, Hastings knew anything of the transac-
tions between the several contractors, Sullivan, Benn and
Young; and that there was no crime charged which could
be properly cognisable by impeachment. It was rather a
matter -between Mr. Hastings and the East India
Company. ,

The Earl of Carnarvon argued that the not advertising
a contract or putting it to public auction was a breach
of the standing orders of the Directors. He shimadverted
on the concession of the contract for opium'to Mr. Sullivan,
who was totally inexperienced in business, and had no know-
ledge of the subject of his contract, and who immediately
disposed of it, at a considerable profit, to Mr. Benn; and he
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charged Mr. Hastings with having dishonoured the British 1795.
government in India, by lending his countenance to the ~
smuggling trade which he suffered to be carried on in opium,
against the strict enactments of the Chinese Government.

~The Earl of Mansfield stated that, having been too much Earl of

Mansfield,

.employed to look minutely into the evidence on the different ’
contracts, .he suspended his judgment on them. With
regard, however, to the extra allowances granted to Sir
Eyre Coote, he conceived the conduct of Mr, Hastings to be
not enly justifiable but stﬁctly meritorious.

Lord Loughborough said that, in every instance except Lord Lougi-
that ‘of the bullock contract—but which was too lnoh—
the evidence clearly proved that the Defendant had acted
profusely and improvidently, as well as contrary to the
express orders of the Directors. He was of opinion, there-
fore, that the Commons had made good their charge.

Motions were put on the several allegations in the Charge, Division on

the divisions being all in favour of the non-contents. rela'itllr:;:gg
contrac

It was finally moved and negatived that the Commons had Division on

o remain.

made good the remainder of the 1mpeachment and the ¢ gloe af the
resolutions were read over and ordered to be reported on, ment,

The Report was presented to the House, on the 13th presenta
tion of the

of April, by Lord Walsingham, the Chairman of the Com-~ Report.
mittee, who, having been debarred the privilege of joining Speechot
in the discussion on the resolutions, by reason of his office, ;;Vﬁsxﬂgd
now- delivered himself at length of his opinion on the merits

of the several Charges, When he. had censed speaking, Proposal of
Lord Thurlow moved that the several resolutions agreed lowegc: svote

to in Committee should be voted on seriatim by the House. }3&;‘:5‘["0(
This course was objected to by Lord Loughborough, the ‘ggj":g;’:ito_
Earl of Carnarvon, and the Earl of Lauderdale, as un- ‘
necessarily pledging the House, and exposing it to the pos-

sible risk of affirming any of the questions in one way in

their chamber and in another in Westminster Hall, Lord

e 2
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Thurlow’s proposition was rejected on a division, and the

Resolutions Tesolutions were agreed to.

Form of
giving
judgment.

Adjourn-
ment to

Westwin-
ster Hall.

Votes on the

verdiot.

On the 17th of April, the House of Lords took into
consideration the order to be followed in Westminster
Hall, in giving their verdict on the several Charges; and
it was agreed that, on each of the two first Articles, a
single verdict would suffice; but that distinct questions
should be put on the six allegations contained in the sixth
Article, relating to presents, and seven distinct questions
should be put on the fourth Article, relating to contracts.*

On the 23rd of April, after a discussion on the form
of putting the several questions, the House of Lords was
adjourned into Westminster Hall,

Proclamation having been made in the usual way, Mr.
Hastmtrs and his bail were called into court. Mr. Hastings
having knelt, and been directed ta rise, was ordered to
withdraw. »

The Lord Chanceller then rose, and said, * Your Lord-
ships,  having fully heard and considered of the evidence
and ar«rumehts in this case, have agreed upon several ques-
tions, which are sevemlly to be stated to your Lordships
in the usual manner.”

The Peers who had been created or had succeeded to
their titles since the commencement of the trial, as well
as others, from motives of their own, abstained from voting

* The proceedings in the House of Lords, of this session, on the sub-
ject of the impeachment, are’ not recorded in the *Parliamentary His.
tory.” They are reported in a volume intitled “ Debates of the House of Lords
on the Evidence delivered on the Trial of Warren Hastings, Esquire ; Pro-
ceedings of the East India Company, in consequence of his Acquittal; and
Testimonials of the British and Native Inhabitants of India, relative to his
Character and Conduct whilst he was Governor General of Fort William, in
Bengal.” 4to. 1797, Debrett. It was compiled and distributed under Mr.,
Iastings’ directions, and at his expense, but not published. The contents, how-
ever, are given, almost verbatim, in the “ History of the Trial;" Part viii,

“See Mill’s “ History of India;” ed. Wilson; Vol v., p, 273, nole,
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on the verdict, and stood unrobed about the throne, as 1795,
spectators of the solemnity. To those who had taken Yotos on the
their seats, in their robes;, the Lord Chancellor addressed vordiet.
the' first questions—¢ Is Warren Hastings, Esq., guilty
or not guilty of high crimes and misdemeanours, charged
by the Commons in the first Article of Charge?” Then,
putting the question to each, in order, beginning with the
junior Peer, he said, ¢ George, Lord Douglas, Earl of
Morton in Scotland, how says your Lordship? Is Warren
Hastings, Esq,, guilty or not guilty of the said charge?”

Whereupon, Lord Douglas stood up; uncovered, and,
laying his right hand on his breast, pronounced—¢ Not
guilty, upon my honour.”

. * James, Lord Fife, how says your Lordslup"” “ Not
guilty, upon my honour.”

In the same form the question was put to the other
Peers in robes, and their verdicts given, in the following
order :—Lord Sommers, % Not guilty;” Lord Rawdon, Earl
of Moira in Ireland, “Not guilty ;” Lord Walsingham, ¢ Not
guilty ;” Lord Thurlow, ¢ Not guilty;” Lord Hawke,
 Not guilty ;” Lord Boston, “ Not guilty;” Lord Sandys,
“ Not guilty ;” Lord Middleton, * Not guilty ;* Dr. Hors-
ley, Bishop of Rochester, ¢ Not guilty;” Dr. Warren,
Bishop of Bangor, « Not guilty;” Viscount Sidney, ¢ Not
guilty ;” Earl of Carnarvon, * Guilty ;” Earl of Dorchester,
“ Not guilty ;” Earl of Beverley, “ Not guilty;” Earl of
Radnor, “ Guilty ;” Earl Fitzwilliam, * Guilty;” Earl of
Warwick, “ Not guilty;” Earl of Coventry, « Not guilty;”
Earl of Suffolk, ¢ Guilty;” Marquess Townshend, < Not
Guilty;” Duke of Bridgewater, * Not Guilty ;” Duke of
Leeds, “ Not guilty ;» Duke of Norfolk, ¢ Guilty;” Earl
of Mansfield, « Not guilty;* Dr. Markham, Archbishop of
York, * Not guilty.” The Lord Chancellor, Lord Lough-
borough, pronounced his own verdict of « Guilty.”
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Upon the remaining fifteen questlons, the Pcers voted in”

Votes on the the following manner :—

verdict,

2d Question: the second Article of the Charge:—
¢ Guilty,” 6. “ Not guilty,” 23.

3d Question: the sixth Article: Charge of taking pre-
sents in the years 1772, 1773 and 1774 :—¢ Not guilty,” 26.

4th Question : the same Article: Charge of taking a
present from Sadanund, the Buxey of the Raja Cheyt
Sing :—< Guilty,” 4.  Not guilty,” 23.

5th Question: the same Article: Charge of taking a
present from Kelleram and Culhan Sing :—¢ Guilty,” 3.
« Not guilty,” 23.

6th Question: the same Article: Charge of taking a
present from Nundulol :—* Guilty,” 3. "¢ Not guilty,” 23.

7th Question: the same Article: Charge of taking a
present from the Nawab Wazir of Oude:—Guilty,” 3.
¢ Not guilty,” 23.

8th Question: the same Article: Charge of taking a pre-
sent from Raja Nobkissin:—* Guilty,” 5. « Not Guilty,” 20.

9th Question: the fourth Article: Charge of granting a
contract for provision of opium to Stephen Sullivan, Esq.,
upon extravagant terms :— Guilty,” 5. * Not Guilty,” 19.

10th Question : the same Article: Charge of engaging the
Company in a smuggling adventure to China:— Not
guilty;” 25.

11th Question: the same Article: Charge of granting a
contract for bullocks to Charles Croftes, Esq., corruptly s-
 Guilty,” 3. « Not guilty,” 23.

12th Question ¢ the same Article : Charge of granting the
provision of bullocks by the mode of agency:— Guilty,” 3.
 Not guilty,” 23.-

13th Question : the same Article : Charge relating to the

allowances granted to Sir Eyre Coote :—* Gulltv, . *Not
guilty,” 22,
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14th Question: the same Article: Chargevelating to the 1795.
appointment of James Peter Auriol, Esq., to be agent for &;’@tho
the purchase of supplies for the Madras Presidency:—
“ Guilty, 4 « Not guilty,” 22.

15th Question: the same Anrticle: Charge relating to the
appointment of John Belli, Esq., to be agent for the supply
of provisions for Fort William:—* Guilty,” 3. «Not
guilty,” 23.

- 16th Question: the residue of the impeachment:—
“Guilty,” 2. “ Not guilty,” 25.

The names of the Peers who gave the votes of guilty vamesor
were as follow :— wuey.

Lord Loughborough, Lord Chancellor, voted ¢ Guilty”
on all the questions, except the 3d, the 10th and the 16th.

The Earl of Carnarvon, © Guilty” on all the questions,
except the 3d and the 10th.
~ The Earl of Radnor, © Guilty” on the 1st, 2d, 8th, 9th,
13th and 14th, questions.

Earl Fitzwilliam, “ Guilty” on all the questions, except
the 3d and 10th.

The Earl of Suffolk, * Guxlty” on the Ist, 2d and 4th,
questions, -

The Earl of Mansfield, * Guilty” on the 8th question.

The Lord Chancellor then addressed the Court in these Acauittal of
words:— I am to inform your Lordships that a majority of e~ *
your Lordships have, upon each of the: questions, found
Warren Hastings not_guilty. I have, therefore, in conse-
quence of your Lordships’ directions, only now to declare
Warren Hastings, Esq., is acquitted of the Articles of the
impeachment exhibited against him, and all the things
contained therein.”

Mg, Ha.stmos was then brought to the bar, where he
knelt, but was bidden to rise. The Lord Chancellor imme:
diately addressed him as follows :— Warren Hastings, Esq.,

1 am to dequaiit you that you are acquitted of the Articles
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1793, of impeachment exhibited against you by the House of
Acquittal o Commons, and of all things contained therein; and you are

Mr. Haste
ings,

discharged, paying your fees,”*

* It is impossible to record this termination of the. trial without referring to
the effect of the verdict on the principle mover of the impeachment. The
result had been long forescen. As early as the beginning of the year 1789,
Fox had declared his opinion of the hopelessness of obtaining a conviction.
But the ardour of Burke suffered no abatement, and the sincerity of his own
belief in the truth of the charges probably made him incredulous of eventual
failure. He was deeply mortified by the verdict. He resented the obstructions
he considered to have been placed in his way in pressing the evidence of the
Chargesin Westminster Hall; and after the struggle was over, and the acquittal
declared, he turned his thoughts to the means of appealing to future ages
against the equity of the judgment. With this view, he nursed the project
of composing a complete history of the proceedings. But, again, he was
doomed to disappointment. A species of torpor succeedcd to the great excite-
ment his public life had sustained in-him, and he soon became conscious that
he had no longer the strength requisite for this last effort in the cause he
had so much at heart. Still he clung to his design, which, if he was unable
to realise it by his own exertions, he trusted to engage the assistance of others
to accomplish for him. He pressed this task, with the utmost solicitude, on
Dr. French Lawrence, the most intimate and trusted of his friends, and who
had acted as one of the two assisting Counsel for the Managers during the
trial. The following extract from a letter he addressed to him, not many
monthe before his death, exhibits the intensity of his wish to secure the
fulfilment of his design: —

“ As it is possible that my stay on this side of the grave may be yet
shorter than I compute it, let me now beg you to call to your recollection the
solemn charge and trust I gave you, on my departure from the public stage.
I fancy I must make you the sole operator, in a work in which, even if I were
enabled to undertake it, you must have been ever the assistance on which alone I
could rely. Let not this cruel, daring, unexampled, act of public corruption,
guilt and meanness, go down to posterity, perhaps as careless as the present
race, without its due animadversion, which will be best found in its own acts
and monuments. Let Iy endeavours to save the nation from that shame and
guilt be my monument; the only one I will ever bave. Let everything I
have done, said or written, be forgotten, but this, I have struggled with the
great and the little on this point, during the greater part of my active life ; and
I wish, after death, to have my defiance [recorded] of the judgments of those
who consider the dominion of the glorious empire given by an incomprehensible
dispensation of the Divine Providence into our hands as nothing more than an
opportunity of gratifying, for the lowest of their purposes, the lowest of their
passions—and that for such poor rewards, and, for the most part, indirect and
silly bribes, as indicate even more the folly than the corruption of thesc
inf: and ptible wretch ,

“ I blame myself exccedingly for not having employed the last year in this
work, and beg forgiveness of God for such a neglect. I had strength enough
for it, if I had not wasted some of it in compromising grief with drowsiness
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The Lords immediately adjourned to their chamber of 1795,
Parliament. ' -

~ It will have been observed that only twenty-six Peers Smaliness
of number of

voted on the verdict. The reason was twofold : First, Fegr veting
because only a small proportion of the whole House had “*
attended the proceedings, The historian of the trial states

that «“ the greatest number of Lords that sat at any time on

this trial was one hundred and sixty-eight ; but this number

only assembled on Mr. Burke’s opening speech, Mr. Sheri-

dan’s summary of the Begums, or on some extraordinary
occasion. In general, the Court consisted of from thirty to

fifty Lords” Secondly, in addition to the indifference of

many of the Peers to the proceedings, it is stated, by the

same authority, that no fewer than ninety-three changes bad

taken place in the members of the House of Lords since the Ghnnges in
opening of the trial ; viz.; forty-nine successions by descent during the
in place of Pcers deceased, and forty-four new creations,

"new Bishops, and new Scotch Peers. The effect of time

was similarly shown in respect to the Managers. Nine of

the twenty originally appointed had been replaced.®

aud forgetfulness, and employing some of the moments fn which I have been
roused to mental exertion in fecble endeavours to rescue this dull and thought-
less people from the punishments which their neglect and stupidity will bring
-upon them, for their systematic iniquity and oppression. But you are made to
continue all that is good of me, and to augment it with the various resources
of a mind fertile in virtues, and cultivated with every sort of talent and of
knowledge. Above ail, make out the cruelty of this pretended acquittal, but
in reality this barbarous and inhuman condémnation of whole tribes and
nations, and of all the classes they contain. If ever Europe recovers its
_civilization that work will be useful. Remember! Remember { Remember !**

. “ Dated the 20th of July, 1796. ¢ Correspondence with Dr. Lawrence,”
8vo., 1827, p. 53.

* The most noteworti:y of the absences from the verdict, and the most to
be regretted, was that of Earl Stanhope. From the commencement of the
proceedings till the end of May 1794 he had never failed in his attendance,
nor suffered himself to be absent for an hour. e had taken notes of the
evidence, and had always shown candour and impartiality in dealing with the
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Some curiosity may be felt to learn at what cost to the
public purse proceedings of such solemnity and on so grand
a scale were carried through. We are able to meet the
inquiry by an epitome of the account of the solicitors to
the Managers, audited on the 12th of January, 1814, and
now reposited among the Exchequer Records. The total
charge of Mr. Troward, the solicitor to the Managers, was
61,6950, of which amount a sum of 16,996/ was disallowed
by the examiners appointed by the Lords of the Treasury
to investigate the account, leaving a balance of 44,698L .
to which was added a further sum of 1,858, as interest on
the balance, which had remained due on the first settlement
of the account, on the 25th of May, 1795, up to the date of
the audit*

difficult questions frequently arising during the course of the trial. But, in
q of the suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act, the Bill for which

passed at the period above mentioned, he declined further attendance, on the
ground that the Courts of Justice had lost their dignity.

* The following is extracted from the abstract of the Account presented to
the Treasary by the Commissioners for Auditing Public Accounts :—

© An abstract of the Account, duly attested, of Richard Troward, Esquire,
of monies received and disbursed for carrying on the Impeachment of Warren
Hastings, Esquire, before the House of Lords, pursuant to orders of the
Commons House of Parliament, between the 1st March, 1787, and 23d April,
1795; which said Account having been examined and audited by us, Com-
missioners for Auditing the Public A 5, and a stal t thercof approved
by warrant of the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury, dated the
12th day of January, 1814, was declared before the Lords Commissioners of
the Treasury, the 4th day of February, 1814.

« The Accountant is allowed the following sums :—

£ & d
s Attendances.—Charges for his attendance at constiltal
tions with the Managers, for his attendances at the
House of Lords, and on other occasions, from March,
1787, to 28th August, 1794. In all, for attendances,
(whereof is sarcharged 2,027L 125, 6d.) = < 5988 7 8
« Fees to Counsel and their Clerks.—Charges for fees to
Counsel and their Clerks who were employed during
the trial of Warren Hastings, Esquire, from Maich
1787,to0 28th August, 1794, In all, for fees to Coun-
sel and their Clerks (whereof is surcharged 6/, 5s.) = 10,585 0 4
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"If the costs on the side of the Prosecution, the principal 1795.

eonductors of which gave their services crratmtously, were S0 Mr. H&s%-
. mgs COBLS,

. . . . £ s d
¥ Fegs at the Exchequer and Treasury.—Charged for fees ‘
paid on monies received by the Accountant at the
Exchequer, between March, 1787, and 28th August,
1794. In all, for fees at the Exchequer and Treasury
(whereof is surcharged 722l. 4s. 3d.) - - 281715 9
« Other Payments—Paid to Mr. Gurney, the short-hand '
writer, for taking minutes of the evidence at the
. - trial, &ec.; paid to printers and bookbinders for
work done; paid expenses for removing records and
other papers from the East India House ; paid to the
Officers of the House of Lords, the House of Com-
mous, and the East India House, for divers expenses
incurred by them, and for gfatuities ‘to the same for
their trouble, and for serving orders on witnesses, and
for the attendance of witnesses at the House of Lords,
porterage, and other incidental expenses, amountmg,
between March, 1787, and 28th August, 1794, in all,
for other payments (whereof is surcharged 582/.15s.) 9,460 16 2
“ Drawing Briefs.~—~Charges for drawing briefs in the
' several matters proceeded on in the trial, between
March, 1787, and 28th August, 1794. Inall,for draw-
ing briefs (whereof is surcharged 3,826/ 0s. 12d.) - 6,765 17 2
% Copies of Briefs—Charges for making eopies of briefs, .
between March, 1787, and 28th Aungust, 1794. In all,
for making copies of briefs (whereof is surcharged
4,411 155.8d) - - . - -11,985 4 8
“ Drawing other Papers.—Charges for drawing other
papers, between March, 1787, and 28th August, 1794.
In all, for drawing other papers (whereof is sur-
charged 41/ 16s. 4d.) - - - - 1,192 6 8
¢ Copies of other Papers.—Charges for makmg eopies,
between March, 1787, and 28th August, 1790, Inall,
for making ‘copies of the last-mentioned papers,
(whereof is surcharged 38,7061, 7s. 7d.) - - Bd43 16 2
s Contingencies,—Money claimed for examining, revising .
and correcting, the Accountant’s own work ; for exas
mining short-hand writer’s minutes of evidence - for
perusing and examining minutes of the sessions
perusing and examining Parliamentary records, and
making extracts thereof; perusing Reports of the
Committee of the Iouse of Commons, and lLerein
surcharged, amounting,. between March, 1787, and
and 21st Aungust, 1794, in all, for contingencies
(whereofxs surcharged 1, 2391 %) - = » 1,562 17 8
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heavy, it may be easily inferred that those on the part of the
Defendant were not trifling. And if they had fallen on
Mr. Hastings’ unaided resources, the object of his pro-
sécutors would have been gained, in so far as his ruin would
have been effected. But the East India Company, who

. - . & d
“ In all, the sums charged by this Accountant, the sum of
(including 16,242, Os. 1d. surcharged) - - 565802 2 1

“ The Accountant is allowed the following sums, viz :—

“ For compensation for articles undercharged, and in lien
of a sum of 751 per annum, charged for coach hire
and incidental expenses, the sum of - - - 321 2 0

“ Deducted by mistake - - - - - 5210 0

¢« For his attendances; for fees paid ; for sundry pay-
ments; for drawing briefs ; also for his extraordinary
trouble in drawing the briefs in the Benares Charge,
the Charge for Presents and the Charge for Contracts,
over and above the usual trouble required in drawing
briefs, 3501 ; also for copies of the briefs ; for draw-
ing other papers ; for making copies of the same ;
in examining aund correcting the chronological list
of documents (including 321, 11s. surcharged) - - 2,585 4 5

“ For fees paid by the Accountant on the sum of
1,8241. 11s. 6d., imprested to him from His Majesty’s
Exchequer, between Michaelmas, 1787, and Michael-
mas, 1788, but for which he has not taken credit in
his account current ~. - - - - 99 7 6

« Allowance, at the rate of 362[. a year, .
for rent of house and furniture, and
wages for servants, for 6 years and
257 days, provided for the usc of
the Managers of the Impeachment « 2,426 17 9

s« An allowance for coals, at the rate of
12 chaldrons a year, at 2l 10s. per
chaldron, for the same period - 201 2 53}

« An allowance for incidental expenses,
viz., candles and other small articles,
during the same period, at 30l per
annum - - - - 201 2 5}

«In all, for the above allowances of
house rent, wages of servants, coals,
and incidental expenses, appears the
sumof . - - -

“ Total discharge (including surcharges) - £61,695 8 8”

————————

2,929 2 8
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could not be insensible at least to the promotion of their 1795.
material prosperity, effected by Mr. Hastings in his long

and arduous labours in their service. as Governor General

of India, showed no backwardness to relieve him from

the effects produced by the struggle he had passed through

on the fortune he had secured for himself during his tenure

of office. Immediately on the close of the trial, a gencral the Euozm_
court of the proprietors was assembled, to take into con- pony.

_ gideration his services, and to award him suitable re-
compence. It was resolved that he should be indemnified

for the legal expenses incurred by him in his- defence,
estimated at 71,0807, and that an annuity of 5,000L “should Grant of
be granted to him. The first part of the resolution was §imitv*
referred to the decision of a ballot, on the 2d of June, 1795,

and was affirmed by 554 votes against 254 ; and the latter,

“on the following day, by 508 votes against 220. Objections

raised by the Board of Control as to the legality of these

grants occasioned a slight modification of them, as well as a

delay of some months in carrying them into execution: but

on the 2d of March, 1796, the Chairman announced to the
general court that ‘a resolution of the court of Directors
granting to Mr. Hastings an annuity of 4,000L for the
period of twenty-eight years and a half to commence from

£ s d
# The Accountant is allowed the following sum in con- :

sideration of the long period the Account has been
depending, and that there was a balance due to the
Accountant, on the 20th May, 1795, of the sum of
38,2651 12s. 2d., and that no issue was made to him in
reduction of this balance till the 3d June, 1812, and that
no allowance for interest thereon has been made to the
Accountant, pursuant to Warrant of Declaration of the
Lords Commissiouers of His Majesty's Treasury, bearing
date the 12th January, 1814 - = - 1858 3 93

 Public Record Office,
» Exchequer, No. 273, General Accounts,
+ Pipe Office, Miscellanea.”
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June 24th, 1785, and payable for that period to his heirs
and executors, had been confirmed by the Board of Control,
The liquidation of the debt incurred by the costs of his de~
fence was effected by a loan from the Company, free of in-
terest, of fifty thousand pounds, assisted by the first payment
of forty-two thousand pounds, on account of his pension*

The speeches contained in the present volume have
been printed from Gurney’s reports, in their unrevised form,
Mr, Burke’s general reply has had the additional advantage
of collation with the revised edition of it, printed with
his collected works, The differences between the two texts
are considerable, though not so numerous or important as
in the case of his first speech, in opening the prosecution,

*.A few words respecting Mr. Ilastings’ history, subsequent to his trial,
will not, I trust, be considered out of place. Though never called from
his retivement at Daylesford, to fill any public office, he may be said to
have outlived the odium which the censure of the Commons by a vote of
impeachment had brought upon him. He records, in his diary, the failure
of an-attempt to obtain the honour of the Peerage, which he had solicited
from the Prince Regent, in a personal interview, on the 14th of March 1806,
In the year 1813, on ion of di jons in Parliament on the re-
newal of the East India Company's charter, Mr. Hastings was summoned to
give information to either House on Indian affairs. Thus, at the age of eighty-
one, he again appeared in thé presence of those assemblies before which he had
once knelt in the character of a prisoner accused of crimes against the State,
But he was now received with unusual marks of respect. He was listened to
with marked attention ; and the Members of the House of Commons rose
spontaneously and stood uncovered and in silence while he retired from their
chamber. Shortly after this event, the honorary degree of Doctor of Laws
was conferred on him by the University of Oxford. On the 5th of May, in
the following year, he was appointed a Privy Councillor, When the Allied
Sovereigns were in England, Mr. Hastings was specially invited to meet them
at Oxford, and was subsequently presented to the Emperor of Russia and the
the King of Prussia by the Prince Regent, at the public banquet in Guildhall.
He died on the 22d of August 1818, in the eighty-ninth year of his age.
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dispensed with, 310 ;—Account passed on honour, 311 ;—Check
on charges for demurrage, etc., $h. ;—Cases adduced as precedents,
312;—Case of Mr. Vanderhagen, 313 ;—Resolution of Directors
against passing accounts upon honour, ¢b. ;—The agency given
as compensation for reduced salary, 314 ;—Evidence of Mr, Auriol,
¢b. ;—His unfitness for the agency, 315 ;—Mr. Belli's agency for
victualling Fort William, $b. ;—Opinion of Mr. Franas, . ;—
General Clavering’s objection, 316 ;—Reply of Mr. Hastings, ib.;—
Amount of commission referred to a committee of merchants,
317 ;—Their recommendation set aside by Mr. Hastings, $b. ;—
His proposal of thirty per cent., €. ;—Protest of Mr. Francis, 318 ;
—Disapproval of Directors, 5. ;—Conversion of the agency into
a contract, ib, ;—Proposition of Mr. Hastings, 319 ;—Opposition
of Mr. Francis, 320;—Reply of Mr. Hastings, 1b. ;—Eorrupt
system advocated by him, 321 ;—Character of Mr. Belli not 1n
question, b, ;—His accounts, ib. ;—Insolent reply of Mr. Hastings
to the Directors, 322 ;—His charge of 10,0001, for sundries, ¢, ;—
His omission to produce Mr. Belli for examination, 323 ;—Al-
leged profit on the stores supplied by Mr. Belli, 1. ;—Recapitu-
lation, 324 ;—The transaction corrupt, 325 ;—Effect of Colounel
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Monson’s death on the conduct of Mr, Hastings, 326 ;—His dis-
obedience of orders not explained, ib. ;—Losses suffered by the
Company through these transactions, 327 ;—Mr. Hastings’ de-
fence, 328 ;—His accusation against the Commons of ingratitude,
329 ;—His complaints of the length of the trial, 330.

Seercr oF THE RigHET HoN. EDMUND BURKE, MANAGER FOR
THE HouskE or CouMoNs, 1IN GENERAL RErLY ON THE
SEVERAL CHARGES ; 28TE May, 1794,

Uncompromising character of the prosecution, 332 ;—History of
theimpeachment, 333 ;—Personal influence of the Defendant, 334 ;
Plan of the impeachment, 335;—Heads of the Charge, tb.;—
Demeanour of the Defendant, 336;—Demeanour of accused
persons among the Romans, ¢b.;—Recriminatory charges of
Mr. Hastings, 337;—His charge of ingratitude against the
Commons, iE. s—Services of Mr. Hastings not in evidence, 338;
—Necessity of removing false impressions, 339;—Unjustifiuble
language imputed to the Managers, b, ;—Responsibility of the
Managers, ib. ;—Vindication of language of the Managers, 340;
—~Case of Lord Macclesfield, ¢b. ;—Case of Lord Bacon, 341 ;—
Further justification of the language of the Managers, 342;—
Causes of disapprobation of the course pursued by them, 343;
—Imputation against them of vindictiveness, ¢b.;—Motives by
which the Commons are actuated, 344 ;—Case of Sir Walter
Raleigh, 363 ;—Charge against the Managers of delay, b.;—
Deaths of peers, 347 ;—Omission of Mr. Hastings to apply for
evidence from India, ¢b.;—Readiness of Managers to facilitate
-examination of witnesses, 348 ;—Mr. Hastings’ reluctance to

~examine Mr. Larkins, £, ;-~His omission to produce Mr. Belli,
th. ;—Alleged expenditure of 30,000.. on the gefence, th. ;——DPar-
ticulars communicated by Lord Suffolk, 349;—Alleged pay-
ment of 6,000 to the clerks in the India House, 350 ;—Security
for the expenses of the defence provided by the friends of
Mr. Hastings, 351 ;—Alleged introduction of irrelevant matter
into the charge, 352 ;—Petition presented to the Lords, ib. ;—
Rendiness of the Commons to grant an inquiry, 353 ;—Petition
of Mr. Hastings to the House of Commons, ib. ;—His complaint
of the allegation of abuses in the revenue, ib.;—His refusal to
permit an investigation, 354 ;—Issues to be tried, 355 ;—DPrin-
ciples of the arraignment, 4b. ;—The forty-five resolutions, ¢b. ;—-
Principles of the defence, 356 ;——Arrogation by Mr, Hastings of
arbitrary power, ib. ;—Quotation from his defence, . ;—Essential
illegality of arbitrary power, 3568;—Contaminating nature of
Mr. Hastings’ principles, 3569;—Repudiation by him of his
defence, 1b. ;—His responsibiiity for its contents, 360 ;—Nature
of the authorities citetf by him, 361 ;—Importance of a just esti-
mate of the condition of the people of India, ib.;—Division into
three races, 363;—Gentu law, ib, ;—Castes, ib.;—Privileges of
the Brahmans, 6. ;—Inheritable property, 364;—Title by pre-
scription, ib. ;—Penalties, 365 ;—Protection from arbitrary power, -
ib. ;—Ignorance of the Counsel, 366 ;—~Principles of Tartar law,
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tb. ;—Genghis Khan, 367 ;—His ' institutes, . ;—Contrast of
conduct of Mr. Hastings, 369 ;—Institutes of Tamerlane, th. ;—
His greatness and moderation, ¢4, ;—His renunciation of arbitrary
power, 370 ;—The Hedaya, 371 ;— Divisions of the Mohammedan
law, ¢b. ;—Responsibility of the Caliph, 372 ;—Obligations of the
Mohammedan sovereign, 373 ;—Absence of arbitrary power, ib.;
Sensitiveness of the natives of India to disgrace, 3/4;—Cha-
racter of Mr. Hastings compared with that of Genghis Khan and
Tamerlane, tb. ;—Tyrannical character of recent government in
India, 376 ;—Testimony of Mr. Halhed, ib, ;—Civilisation of the
people, 377;—Usurpation of arbitrary power, ib, ;—Sanctity of
the law, 5. -

CoNTINUATION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RicET HoN. EDMUND
Burke, Manacer ror THE Housk oF Commons, 1N
GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES ; ‘30TH May,
1794.

Recapitulation, 379 ;—Principles of government avowed by Mr.
Hastings, 381 ;—Issue to be tried, 382 ;—Authorities cited by the
, Managers, ib.;—Obligations of sovereignty, 383 ;—Refinement
of the Indian codes, 5. ;—Spurious liberality of Mr. Hastings,
384 ;—Obedience to the laws of dependent countries obligatory
on British officers, ib.;—Precedents pleaded by Mr. Hastings,
385 ;—Fraud on Nobkissin, ¢b, ;—Limited nature of the Com-
pany’s authority, 386 ;—Sovereign .power not to be delegated,
_th. ;—Subordinate condition of Suja-ud-Dowla, $b. ;—Necessity
of dealing with facts on fixed principles, 387 ;—Character of the
demands on Cheyt Sing, 388;—Offence imputed to Cheyt Sing,
389 ;—His relation to the Company, ib.;—Contracts between
sovereign ‘powers, ib. ;—Treasonable designs imputed to Cheyt
Sing, 390;—Duty of Mr. Hastings, 391 ;—Mode of proceeding
according to Gentu law, $b.;~Silence of Mr. Hastings as to the
rebellious designs of Cheyt Sing, 393;—Absence of motive in
Cheyt Sing, 395;—The demands prompted by personal resent-
ment, 396 ;—Admissions of Mr. Hastings as to the origin of the
rebellion, 397 ;—Distinction of several kinds of fines, 399 ;—In-
fliction of a fine of 500,000/, upon Cheyt Sing, ib.;—Illegal
mode of proceeding, 400;—Employment of torture, ib. ;-—Secret
designs of Mr. Hastings, 401 ;—Proposal of Asoff-ud-Dowla to
purchase the zamindary of Benares, ib. ;—Character of Asoff-ud-
Dowla, ib.;—Mr. Hastings’ .threat of seizing the forts of Cheyt
Sing, 402 ;—Offers of money by Cheyt Sing as a compromise,
ib.;—Rejected by Mr. Hastings, 403;—Inconsistency, 405 ;—
Nundcomar’s charge respecting the forts held by Cheyt Sing,
406 ;—Reply of Mr. Hastings, 1b. ;—Admission that the claim of
the Company to the forts was unfounded, 407 ;—His acquiescence
in the grant to Cheyt Sing in 1775, ¢b.;—Nature of precedents
quoted by Cheyt Sing, 408 ;—Negotiations respecting the sove-
reignty of Bulwant Sing, 6. ;—Mr. Hastings’ doctrine of corrup-
tion, 409 ;—Inconsistency, ib. ;~ Unjustifiable mode of proceeding
against Cheyt Sing, 410;—Illegal delegation of power, 411 ;—
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Powers committed to Mr, Wheler, 412 ;—Instance of Lord Corn-
wallis, 413 ;—Inapplicability to the case of Mr. Hastings, tb. ;—
Plea of convenience, 414 ;—Rashness of journey to Benares, 416 ;
—Disgrace inflicted on Cheyt Sing by arrest, 417 ;—Appointment
of Qossan Bing as Naib, ¢b. ;—His disgraceful character, ib.;—
Formal charge against Cheyt Sing, 418 ;—Proceedings adopted
by Mr, Hastings, b. ;-—Justifiable resistance of Cheyt Sing, 419;
—Responsibility of Mr, Hastings for the murder of the sepoys,
ib. ;—Illegal exercise of arhitrary power by Mr. Hastings, 420 ;—
Renewed offer of submission by Cheyt Sing, 421 ;—Mr. Balfour’s
report of alleged treasonable conversation between Cheyt Sing
and Saadat Al, 422 ;—Treasonable message alleged to have been
despatched by the Begum, 6. ;—Idle nature of the reports, 423;
—Omission of Counsel to call Mr, Balfour, ¢b. ;—Barren result
of the outrage on Cheyt Sing, 424;—Necessity of vengeance
advocated by Mr. Hastings, ib. ;~Pecuniary loss inourred, 425 ;—
Plunder of the Rani at Bidjey Gur, ib. ;—Directions to Colonel
Popham, 426 ;—Disobedience of orders of the Directors respecting
prize money, 427 ;—Violation of the proclaimed indemnity, éb. ;—
Terms of surrender agreed to by the Rani, 428 ;—Disposal of the
plunder, ib. ;—Suit for the recovery of it from the soldiers, 429 ;—
Negligence of the Indian Government, b.;—Disastrous results
of the attack on Cheyt Sing, 430 ;—Revenue of Benares, ib. ;—
Demands on it by Mr. Hastings, 431 ;~—Malicious motives, 432.

" CoNTINUATION OF THE SPEECH OF THE Ricar Hon. EpmMunp
BurgeE, MANAGER Por THE House oF CoMMoNs, IN
GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES ; 3D JUNE,
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Statement of the Charge, 433 y—Illegal appointment of Mr.
Markham, 435;—Avowed object of the appointment, 436 ;—
Connexion between tyranny and rebellion, 437 ;—Clandestine
proceedings of Mr. Hastings, ib. ;—Interest inspired by the fate
of exalted personoges, 438 ;—Confiscation of the estates of the
baboos, ib. ;—Foundation of charitable jogirs, i6. ;—Appointment
of Mehipnersin to the zamindary of Benares, 439 ;—Guardian-
ship of Durbejey Sing, 440 ;—Augmentation of the tribute, 441 ;~—
Inexperience of Mr. Markham, 442 ;—Emoluments of his office,
ib. ;—Mr. Markham’s estimate of the revenue of Benares, 443 ;-
Mr. Duncan’s estimaté, 444 ;—Deficiency in the collection, 5. ;—
Overrating of the country, 445 ;—Condition of remission proposed
to the Raja, ib.;—His reduced authority, 446 ;—His dread of
QOossan Sing; b.;~—Changes in the commercial system of the
country, 447 ;—Mischievous effects of them, 448 ;—-Mr, Hastings’
ignorance of the principles of trade, 449 ;—Ignorance of the
Couricil of the transactions at Benares, ib. ;—The tribute in
arrear, 450 ;—Clandestine correspondence between Mr. Hastings
and Mr. Markham, #b. ;—Partial communication to the Board of
the chiarges against Durbejey Sing, 452;—Assumption by Mr.
Hastings of separate authority, ib.;—Severe measures against
Durbejey. Sing advised by Mr, Hastings, 453 ;—Previous execu-
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tion of them, 454 ;—Illegality of proceedings, i, ;—Delegation
of authority te Mr. Markbam, #b. ;—Office of Resident, 455;—
Dissection of Mr., Hastings’ letter, sb. ;—Imprisonment of Dur-
bejey Sing, 456 ;—Charges against him by Mr. Markham, ib. ;—
Omission of inquiry, 457 ;—Uniform injustice of Mr. Hastings’
conduct towards him, b, ;—Petition of the Rani, 458 ;—Petition
of Mehipnerain, b, ;—Neglect of previous petitions from the
Raja, 459 ;~~Omission to inquire into Durbejey Sing’s complaint
against Mr. Markham, ib. ;—Arrears due from Durbejey Sing,
460 ;—Rigorous measures of-Mr. Hastings, 461 ;—Imprisonment
and death of Durbejey Sing, ib. ;—Confiscation of his property,
462 ;~~Succession of Jagger Deo Sing, b, ;—Practical supremacy
of Mr. Markham, 463;—Departure of Mr. Markbam, 464 ;—
Appointment of Mr., Beon and Mr. Fowke, ib.;—Prosperity of
Benares under its native rulers, 1b. ;—Its ruin under English rule,
465 ;—Indulgent treatrnent of Jagger Deo Sing, 469 ;—Corrupt
nature of testimonials adduced by Mr. Hastings, 470 ;—Respon-
sibility for the death of Durbejey Sing, 6. ;—Withholding of the
constitution, 471 ;—False statement respecting the condition of
Benares, ib.;—Report of Mr. Barlow, 472 ;—Evidence of Mr.
Duncan, 473;—Terror inspired by Mr. Hastings, 475;—Fatal
effects of oppression, 3b. ;—Debasement of the people shown by
their testimonials to. Mr. Hastings, 476 ;—Condition of Qude,
478 ;—Ruinous effects of British interference, ib.;—Qutrages by
the military collectors, 479.

ConrinvaTION OF THE SpEEcH oF THE RicaT Hon. EpMUND
Burkg, MaNAGkr rorR THE House or CoMmMONS, IN
GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; 5TH JUNE,
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Arrogance of vulgar tyrants, 480;—Character of Suja-ud-
Dowla, 481 ;—Calumnies respecting the chief families in Oude,
{b.;—Unauthentic character of Dow’s History, 482;—Family of
Suvja-ud-Dowla, ib.;,—Mr, Hastings’ apolo ri{)r the mismanage-
ment of Oude, 483;—Death of Suja-ud-Dowla, 484;—New
treaty with Asoff-udsDowla, 485 ;=—His alleged vassalage, 486 ;—
General dread of British dominion, 487 ;—System of Gen. Cla-
vering, Col. Monson and Mr. Francis, 488 ;—Scheme for paying
the Nawab’s arrears, 489 ;—His compromise with members of his
family, ¢b.;—Guarantee proposed by Mr. Hastings, 4903—His
general responsibility, ib.3—His command‘of & majority in the
Council, 491 +—His suppression of the Persian correspondence,
492 ;—Report of Mr. Colebrook, ih.;—Practical annihilation of
the power of the Council, 493 ;~—Secrecy in dealings with Oude,
tb.;—Illegal ag)pointment of a Resident, 494 ;—Contempt of legal
authority, 495 ;—First removal of Mr. Bristow, 1b. ;—Reinstated
hy order of the Directors, #b. ;—Minute of Mr. Hastings, 496 ;—
Disobedience to the Directors, 497 ;—Character of Mr. Middleton,
500 ;—Alleged disqualification of Mr. Bristow, tb.;—Joint ap-
pointment of Mr. Bristow and Mr, Middleton, c‘b.;-Rea’ppointment
of Mr. Bristow as sole Resident, 501 ;—Mr, Hastings' account of
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the transaction, ib.;—Humiliating. position of the Company’s
servants and the princes of the country, 505 ;—Employment of
Gobind Ram, ib.;—Servility of the Nawab, 506 ;—Fraudulent
character of correspondence produced by Mr, Hastings, 507;—
Letter of Hyder Beg Khan, ib, ;—Demoralising effect of Mr.
Hastings’ system on the Company’s servants, 509 ;—Appropriation
of Oude, i, ;—Maladministration of the revenue, 510 ;—Appli-
cation of the Nawab for the assistance of British officers, tb.;—
Appointment of Col. Hannay, ib.;—Acts as farmer-general of the
revenue, 511 ;—His oppressive conduct, 512 ;~—Desertion of the
country, 513 ;—Rebellion of the people, 514 ;—Illegal execution
of Raja Mustapha Khan, 515 ;—Removal and reappointment of
Col. Hannay, ib.;—His retirement to Calcutta, b, ;—Protest of
the Nawab against his reappointment, 516 ;—Desolation of the
country, b, ;—Appointment of Major Osborne, 517 ;—Complaint
of the Nawab against British officers, 5. ;—Connivance of Mr.
Hastings, 519 ;=—Admission . of guilt, 520 ;—His charges against
British officers, ib.;—Demoralisation of the army, 521 ;—Re-
‘sponsibility of. Mr. Hastings for the general corruption, 522 ;—
Allegea corruption of members of the House of Commons, 5233
Responsibility of Mr. Hastings for the appointment of the civil
servants, 524 ;—Protest of Gen. Clavering, 525 ;—Remonstrance
of the Wazir, 526 ;—Appointment of Major Palmer, ib. ;—Reca~
pitulation, 527.

CONTINUATION OF THE SPEECH oF THE Riecur Hon. Epmunp
BugrkEg, -MaNAGer ror THE House oF CoMMONS, IN
GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; 7Tn JUNE,
1794.

Letter of Mr. Middleton, 529 ;—His submission to the dictation
of Mr. Hastings, 530;—Treaty of Chunar, ¢b.;—Omission of
Mr. Hastings to fulfil the conditions, 531;—His failure at
Benares, ib. ;—Principles of taxation, 532 ;—Permission to resume
the jagirs under the treaty, ib.;,—Nobility of the country, 533 ;—
Nature of jagirs, ib.;—Peril of confiscation, 534 ;—Value of jagirs
confiscated, 1b.;—Gnuarantees given to the relationa of the Nawab,
535 ;—Pretended compensation to the jagirdars, 25.;,—The Nawab’s
objection to the confiscation, 536 ;—Slander of the Nawab, 537 ;
—Case of the orderlies, ib.;—Opposition of the Nawab, 538 ;}—
Conduct of Mr. Middleton, 539 ;—His letter to Mr. Hastings,
ib. ;—Compulsion of the Nawab, 540 ;—Letters of Mr. Mid-
dleton, 541 ;—Tyranny of Mr. Hastings, 542;—Resumption of
the jagirs, 543 ;—Compulsory treatment of Mr. Middleton, 544 ;
—Imperious letter of Mr. Hastings, 545;—No compensation

iven to the jagirdars, 546 ;—Concealed treasure of the Begum,

47 ;—Complicity of Sir Elijah Impey, ib.;—Right of the Begums
to the treasure, 548 ;—False title set up for the Nawab, 549 ;—
Alleged forfeiture of the guarantee, ib.;—Illegal manner of pro-
ceeding of Mr. Hastings, 550;—Omnission to take advice on the
question of title, 1b.;—Question submitted to Sir E. Impey, 552;
—Justification of the seizure founded on the kHedays, $5.;—Pro-
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perty held by eastern princesses, 553 ;—Incompetency of the
court to try the question of title, tb. ;—Probable sources of the
Begums® wealth, 555;—Refusal of the Nawab to claim the
treasures, 556 ;—Dignity of the Begums, 557 ;—Evidence of
Major Brown, tb. ;—Sums requisite for marriage portions for the
princesses, 658 ;—Criminality not charged against the Begums,
sb. ;— Arrest of Behar and Jewar Ali Khan, 559 ;—Pretext for it,
th.;—Letter of Mr. Middleton, 560;—Exaction of a bond for
600,0007. from the eunuchs, 562 :—Further exaction of 60,0007,
ib. ;—Mr. Middleton’s account of the transaction, 5§63 ;~——Demand
on the Begums to surrender their house, 564 ;—Further severities,
b, ;—Remonstrance of Capt. Jaques, $h. ;—Statement of Major
Gilpin, 565 ;—Refusal of Mr. Middleton to communicate with.
the Begum, ¢b. ;—Letter of Mr. Johnson, 566 ;—Order for the
infliction of corporal (l))unishment on the eunuchs, 3. ;—Infliction
of the punishment, 567 ;—Real perpetrators of the outrage, 563;
Threat to imprison the eunuchs in the fort of Chunar, 6, ;—
Alleged payment of the money to Hyder Beg Khan, 569 ;—Dro-
longed imprisonment of the eunuchs, 6. ;—Suppression of Mr.

" Bristow’s report, 570;--Order to Mr, Bristow to continue the
severities, #b. ;—Malicious motives attributed to Mr. Hastings,
571 ;—His alleged quarrel with the Begums, ib. ;—Insulting con-
duct of Mr, Middleton, 572 ;—Character and object of the rebellion,
573 ;—Innocence of the Begums, 574 ;—Nature of the evidence
l;lroughbt against them, $b,;—The charge not madg known to
them, tb.

CoNTINUATION OF THE SpeEEcH oF THE Ricur Hown. IpMuND
Burrg, ManNaGer ror THE House or Coaoxs, IN
GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; 1lTH JUNE,
1794.

Clandestine correspondence carried on by Mr. Hastings, 576
—Orders of the Directors concerning correspondence with the
native powers,. 577 ;—Secrecy observed by Mr. Hastings in his
proceedings in Oude, 578 ;—Receipt of anonymous information
by the Managers, 579 ;—Examination of Major Gilpin and
Mzr. Middleton, 6. ;—Agents employed by Mr. Hastings, 580 ;—
Collection of affidavits by Sir E. ¥mpey, b, ;—Illegality of his
proceedings, 581 ;—Transmission of the affidavits to Calcutta,
582 ;—Nafure of the evidence, 583 ;—Testimony of Sir E. Impey,
585 ;—Omission of giving notice to the accused of the charges
against them, ib. ;—Rejection by the Court of evidencé against
Mr. Hastings, 586 ;—Forfeiture of credit by witnesses for the
defence, ib. ;—General corruption' imputed to them by Mr. Hast-
ings himself, 587 ;—Case of Capt. Gordon, ib. ;—Disclosure by
Major Gilé)in, 588 ;—Letter of the Begum to Mr. Hastings, 589 ;—
Ingratitude of Capt. Gordon, 590 ;—Suppression of evidence by
Mr. Hastings, . ;—Letter of thanks from Capt. Gordon to Jewar
and Behar Ali Khan, 591 ;—His address to the Begum, 6. ;—
Omission of Mr. Hastings to institute an inquiry, ib. ;—Attempt
of Capt. Gordon to invalidate his previous testimony, 592 ;—Al-
lefed evidence of the najibs, 594 s—Documentary evidence
adduced by Capt. Williams, 595;—Its tendency to prove the
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innocence of the Begums, 596 ;—Character of Capt. Williams,
597 ;—Reference to rebellion of 1745, ib. ;—The Nawab’s igno-
rance of the pretended rebellion, 598 ;—His friendly visit to the
Begums, ¢b.;—Evidence of Capt. Williams’ general disbelief in
the report of the rebellion of the Begums, 600 ;—Major Gilpin’s
disbelief of the rumour, 601 ;—His testimony in favour of the
Begums, 602 ;—Hoolas Roi, 603 ;—His high position, ib. ;—Sup-
pression of his evidence, 604;—Disbelief of Mr. Purling, Mr.

ristow and Mr. Stables, in the rebellion, 605 ;—Compulsory
treatment of the Nawab, tb. ;—Order of the Directors for an in-
quiry into the charges against the Begums, 606 ;—Disobedience
of Mr. Hastings, 608 ;—Motion of Mr. Macpherson, tb.;—Minute
of Mr. Hastings, 609 ;—Its insolence, 610 ;—Pretended reasons
of Mr. Hastings for avoiding an inquiry, sb. ;—His attempt to
ignore the order of the Directors, 611 ;—Mr. Hastings’ assump-
tion of sovereign dignity, 612 ;—Interruption of the proceedings
by Mr. Hastings, $b. ;—Demand of interference of the Court,
613;—Mr. Wheler’s recognition of the order for inquiry, 614 ;—
Mr. Stables’ recognition of it, 615 ;—Mr, Hastings’ admission of
his breach of orders, 616 ;—Order for the restoration of tlie jagirs,
tb.;—Mr. Hastings’ habitual disobedience, $b.;—Letter of the
Nawab, 617 ;—His willingness to restore the jagirs, 618 ;—Right
of the Commons to demand justice, 619;—Case of the Khurd
Mabhal, b,

CoNTINUATION oF THE SpiecH oF THE Ricar Hown. Epmunp
Burke, ManNacer ror THE House or ComMmons, IN
GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; 12th JUNE,
1794.

Cruel trentment of the women and children of Suja-ud-Dowlu,
620 ;—Family of Suja-ud-Dowla, 621 ;—The Khurd Mahal, 622 ;—
Respect of the Nawab towards its inhabitants, ¢b,;—Various
defences of Mr. Hastings, 623;—His account of the women of
the Khurd Mahal, b. ;—Sympathy due to their misfortunes, 624 :
—QGuarantee of the Company for their maintenance, 625 ;—Con-
trol of the establishment vested in the Begums, 627 ;—Impover-
ishment of the Nawab, ¢b. ;—Consequent distress in the Khurd
Mahal, i, ;—Letters of Captain Jaques, 628 ;—Letter of Major
Gilpin, ib. ;~—Evidence of Mr. Holt, 629 ;—Mr. Hastings cogni-
sant of the distress, tb.;—Account of the disturbances in the
Khurd Mahal, 630 ;—~Interference of the Begums, 631 ;—Respon-

- sibility of Mr. Hastings, 632 ;—Number of the sufferers, 633;—
Assistance afforded by Captain Jaques, tb. ;~—Recapitulation,
th. ;—Moral suffering, 634:— Alleged want of authenticity of
the intelligence from Fyzabad, ib. ;—Inoffensive character of the
women of the Khurd Mahal, 635 ;—Seventeenth Article of the
Charge, 636 ;—Objection of the Court to its production, ib.;—
Condition of Qude under Mr. Hastings’ government, 637 —
Recommendation by the Begums of Elija Khan as Minister,
in 1775, 640;~Success of his administration, ¢b. ;—-Rumot}s
state of the country under Mr. Hastings, 641 ;—Letter of Sir
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E. Coote, 642;—Distresses from 1779 to 1781, ib,;—Deter-
mination of Mr. Hastings to visit Oude. $b. ;—Lawless condition
of the country after his return, 643 ;~—Annihilation of the Nawab’s
authority, ;—Extortion of the farmers-general, ib.;—Evi-
dence of Captain Edwards, 645;—Letter of Mr. Hastings on
the policy to be followed with respect to Oude, .646;—His
appointment of a secret agent, 647 ;—Letters of Lord Cornwallis,
tb. ;—Continued embarrassment of the -Nawab, 648 ;—Maladmi-
nistration of Hyder Beg Khan, ib.;—Personal outrages on
the Nawab, 4. ;—His letter of remonstrance, 649 ;—His abject
denial of his own statements, 650 ;—His testimonial to
Mr. Hastings, ¢b. ;—Incompatible with admissions of Mr. Hast-
inge, 651 ;—Testimonial of Hyder Beg Khan, ib. ;—Authorship
of the testimonial, 652 ;—Pernicious influence of Mr. Hastings,
653 ;—Nature of testimony adduced on his behalf, $b. ;—His
government of Bengal, 654 ;—Social systems of Bengal, 5. ;—
The Mohammedan, ¢b. ;—The English, 655;—Position of the
Mohammedan Government, 656 ;—Political division of the coun-
try, sb.;—Gradual increase of the Company’s power, 657;—
Appointment of Mohammed Reza Khan as Deputy Viceroy and
Deputy Diwan, ¢b.;—His prosperous administration, ib.;—His
alleged misconduct, 658 ;—His imprisonment by Mr. Hastings,
tb.;—Order of the Directors for the appointment of his suc-
cessor, 659 ;—Importance of the office, ib.;—Appointment of
Munny Begum, 660 ;—Deposition of the Nawab’s mother, 5. ;—
Letter of the Council denouncing the transaction, 661 ;—Duty of
the Governor General to shun corrupt precedents, 663 ;—Origin
of the regulating Act, ib. ;— Additional objections to the appoint-
ment made by Mr. Hastings, 663 ;— History of Munny Begum,
664 ;—Acquittal of Mohammed Reza Khan, 665 ;—His reappoint-
‘ment, 666 ;—Reversal of the appointment by Mr. Hastings, b. ;
—Case of Roy Radachurn. sb.;—Question of the Nawab’s
sovereignty tried at Calcutta, ¢b.;—Affidavit of Mr. Hastings,
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Contract with, 1. 72,309; IL 728;
1IL 5, 8.

His tenure, I. 314; II. 726.

Connection with SUJa-ud-Dowla, IL
565; IIL. 8; IV. 6

Included in the treaty of Allahabad,
IL 564,

Military service rendered by him, IL
565, 733; IIL 21; IV. 5.

Services of, 1. 195; IV. 2.

Obtains terms from Sir Hector Munro,
HI. 6.

Services against thc Company, 1T, 728.

Order for his arrest, IIT. 6.

Proceedings against, L. 349.

—— Widow of.
Petition of, I 297; IV. 458,

Burpoo Kaax.
.Grant of a pension to, IL. 939.

Burpwan, Province of.
Cession of, L iv. 62,
Let to Nobkissin, II. 228,
Government of, I. 88,
Aarest of Raja of, IL 913.

BuRGOYNE, John, General, one of the
Committee of Managers, L xxxix.

Burke, Rt. Hon. Edmund, one of the Com-
mittee of Managers. N
Appointment of, as Member of the
Select Committee for inquiry into
Indian affairs, I. xxxi,

" Motion of, for the impeachment of |

Mr. Hastings, 1. xxxv.
for a report of progressfrom the
Managers, IIL xxxiv.
~—— for 'reducing the articles of
charge, IL xxxv.
Observations on evidence of the first
charge, 1L 362.
Protest against the decision of the
Judges, II, xxiii.
=—~— against the decision of the Lords,
IT. xxvii.

I

INDEX.

BurkE, Rt, Hon. Ediund-—continued.

Reflections on the rcjection of evi-
dence, IL. xxxi.

Reply to Earl Stanhope’s interruptions,
IIL iv, xxv.

Reply to Mr. Hastinge’ address, IIL
xxii.

Insistance of, on the examination of
Mr. Francis, 1V. iv.

‘Charges against the Court, IV. xxiii.

Observations on Mr. Hastings’ petition,
IV. xxxiii.

Argument of, for the admission of the
seventeenth article, IV. 636.

" Hostility to Mr. Hastings, I. xxxii,
xXXiv.

Charge against Mr. Hastings of the
murder of Nundcomar, II. xviii,
xx, 47, 112, et seqq.

Reprimanded by the Commons, IL
xix, 109, 112.

Rebuked by the Chancellor, II. xxiv.

His altercation with Mr, Pitt, II. xiv.

His quarrel with the Archbishop of
York, III. vi.

Illness of, I, 151.

Exertion in the impeachment, IV.
xliii.

Speech in reply to the thanks of the
House of Commons, IV. xlvii.

Retirement from. Parliament, IV.
xlviii.

His desire to write the history of the
trial, ¢,

Speeches of, L. 1, 45, 101, 152; IL I,
62, 109, 171; 1V. 331, 379, 433,
480, 522, 576, 620, 671, 733.

Character of his speeches, I xxiv; IL.
xvij IV, xxiii.

Publication of his speeches, 1. ii.

Burke, Richard.
Counsel for the prosecution, I xxxix.

BurkEg, William,
Hostility to Hastings, L xxxii.
BuUxAR.
Battle of, I 375; 11, 561,728; IIL. 6,
177,
‘Meeting of Cheyt Sing and Mr. Hast-
ings at, L 277 ; IIL 141,

Cairravp, Colonel,
Implicated in the affair of the fh
seals, L 50; IL 553,
Defence of, L. 56
Acquittal of, 1. 58; IL 555,
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Carcra¥t, Henry Fox.
Examination of, IL vii.
Carcurra. - See CouncIL OF BENGAL,
Black Hole of, L. 47.
Destruction of the factory at, IL 542.
«  Agency for provisions for Fort Wil-
liam, IL 472. -

Camac, John, Colonel,
Detachment serving under, L 341,
—— gistress of, 1. 333 ; II, 872, 874;
I0I. 151; IV. 86.
not attributable to Cheyt
Sing, IV. 86.

CanTEMIR, Demetrius.

His History of the Ottoman Empire, |

IIT. 191.

Caxnroo Basoo.
Banya of Mr. Hastings, I 112,
Character of, 1. 36.
Memoranda kept by him, II, 184.
Summoned before the Couneil, IT, 52,

Carnartic, The,
Occupation of, by the enemy, IIL 441.

CARNARVON, Earl of. See HERBERT.

CARTIER, John, President of the Council of
Calcutta.
Oath taken by him, IL 274,
Omits the restrictive oath, III, 508.
Appoints the mother of the Nawab his
guardian, &e., IV. 660.

Casrte, Nature of. L 35, 171.
YLoss of, I. 149, .
Violation of, by Mr. Hastings, I. 36.

- Carrou, Francois.
His General History of the Mogul Em-
pire, 1L 539.

Caanrion, John, Colonel.
Mr. Hastings’ advice to him, I 821.

CHANDERNAGORE.
Capture of, II. 786.

Crapman, Mr.  ~
Report on the Mohammedan College,

Iv. 131,
Cuarge, Articles of the. See Im-
PEACHMENT, ARTICLES OF THE;

See ITasTINGS.
Cuaknock, Job, Chief of the Company’s
Juctory. .
His removal to the coast of Coroman-
del, II. 542.

E
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CrARTRES, Samuel, Member of the Com-
mittee of Revenue, IL 221, 406,

CHESTER, Earl of,
Prerogatives of, IL 752.

Cueviries, M. Le, Governor of Chander-
nagore, .
Delivered up to Mr. Elliott, II, 625.

Cueyr Ram, Servant of My. Markham,
L 348.

CnEvyr Sine, Raja of Benares.
Succession of, I. xvi. 40, 195, 312;
II. 784 ; IIL. 9; IV, 7.
Caste of, L 366.
Dllegitimacy of, IL 734,
Wealth and resources of, I. 273, 497;
II. 792, 802; IIL 116 ; IV, 73.
Rasnk of, IL 436, 748, 754; IV. 19,
89. .
Expenditure of, I 780; IV. 72.
Forces of, 1. 584 ; IIL. 115 ; IV. 70.
. Tenure of, I 200, 266, 312 ; IL 622,
720 1IL 9,41, 50; IV.6, 18, 20.
——— gecured by treaties, I. 266.
Ex7ceptional position of, II, 792; III.
4

Privileges granted to, I. 199; II. ¥45,
751; TIL 38; IV. 6.

Treaties with, IL. 722.

Mr. Hastings' acquicscence in,
1V. 407.

Interpositions in his behalf by the
British, IIT. 10, 85.

Transfer of his allegiance to the Bri-
tish, TIL. 12.

The Company’s agreement with, L
306; II. 447, 491, 738, 741, 747,

55.
His engagements with the Company,
L xviii; IV.19.

—— opinion of the Secretary of the
Board upon them, IV. 24.

Independence of, L. 198,209, 318, 324;
II. 490; IV. 10.

His independence proposed by Mr.
Hastings, IT. 738; IIL 36.

His meeting with Hr. Hastings at
Buxar, IL. 903; III. 141.

Fixed tribute of, 1. 198, 200; IV. 9, 22,

—— remarks on, IL. 762.

Payment of his tribute, I 320, 425,

et seqq.

punctuality of, L. 228; II. 87¢.

—— rule relating to, II. 875.

Injurious method of receiving his tri-
bute, I. 285.
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CHEYT SIiNG-—continued,

Demands upon, I. xviil. 214, 328, 330,
332; II 492; IV. 388,

- debate upon, II. 799, 807.

—— acquiescence of the Council in,
IV. 4.

approved by the Directors and
Ministers of the Crown, I 221;
IL 799; IIL 17.

« assent of Mr. Francis to, I. 221,

—— documentary evidence relating to,
II. 709 5 IV. ii, viii.

. =—— exemption from, claimed by him,
I 825 ; IO 44.

—— exorbitance of, IV. 4381,

—-~"his compliance with them, L. 225,

—— legality of, 1. 218, 269; II. 713,

736, 768; III. 21, 709.

— limitation of, IT. 799.

Demand upon, for cavalry, 1780, L
230, 323, 835; IL 852; IIL 105;
1V. 17, 21, 69.

injustice of, IV. 69.

—— justification of, I. 208; IL 651,
721, 753, 861.

unanimous assent of the Couneil

to, IT, 853.

his evasion of, IL 863, ef scqq. ;
IIT. 153,

—— hisproposal inlieu of, I 230.

Demand upon, for the maintenance of
three battalions of sepoys, 1778,
1L 620, 716, 767, 801; I, 15;
IV. 26. B}

~—— his reply to, IL 804.

—— justification of, IL. 620, et seqq.

~—— sanctioned by the Directors and
Ministers of the Crown, I, 620.

Demand upon, of a subsidy, in 1778,
IIL 79.

—— his assent to, ibid.

~— payment of, II. 820; III. 89.

Demand. upon, of a subsidy, in 1779,
IL 822 ; ITL 89; IV, 54.

—— acquiescence of Mr! Francis,
IV. 58.

concurrence of the Council, IT.823.

enforcement of, IV. 56.

—— his refusal to comply, IL 824,
831; IV, 65.

—— payment of|, II. 834,

Demand upon, of a subsidy, in 1780,
1L 836, 843; IIL 95; IV. 60.

*— unanimous consent of the Coun-
cil to, 1L, 843 ; 1V, 64.

his submission to it, I1IT. 97.

—— immediate payment insisted on,
IV. 66.

INDEX,

CHEeYT SiNg—continued,

Demand upon,of a subsidy, in 1780—cont.

payment of, I 841, 845, 850;
V. 65, 68.

His offer of 20 lacs, L 241, 345;

- 1I. 838, 902. .

rejected by Mr.Hastings, I'V. 403.

Question of right to inflict fines upon,
L 203; ITL 144,

Proposed infliction of a fine of 50 lacs
upon, IL 492; IIIL 139, 147.

—— its extravagance, IV. 98.

—— justification of, 1L 652, 707.

Charges against, 1. 272; IL 778, 877,
907; IV. 80, 389, 418.

«—— of correspondence with the Mah-
rattas, I. 839.

—— of delay in payment of the sub-
sidy, &e., IL 876; III. 149, 151;"°
1V, 88.

~—— of evasion-of the demand for
cavalry, I. 841 ; IV.81.
of exciting disorders at Calcutta,
1. 342.
~—— of neglect of the police, II. 884,
904 ; IIL, 153, 194; IV. 81.
of non-remittance of money to
- Major Camac, I. 333; IV. 86.
of devices to prevent aid reach-
ing Mr. Hastings, IL. 921, 924.
Infliction of a fine of 2,000l, upon, L.
237, 840, 346; IIL 94 ; 1V, 57.
—— concurrence of the Council in
III. 94.
—— unjustifiable severity of it, I. 248
2583 IV. 57.
Remission of his fine, TIL. 102.
Sums exacted from, I. 333, 334.
His present to Mr. Hastings, I. xviii,
233, 251.
-— discovery of, IL 131.
—— his silence respecting it, IV. 65.
—— its object, IV. 69.
Evasive conduct of, I1. 809, 811 3 TII.
83, 97 ; IV. 50, 70.
Desigas of, 1. 338 ; 1V, 394.
Treachery of, II, 764, 882.
- Rebellion of, II, 864, 880, 883, 924;
III. 116, 109, 163 ; IV. 82, 93.
Outrages committed by, IL 922, 926 ;
IIIL. 162,
Submission of, I, 243, 276, 281; IV.
91, 93, 421,
Arrest of, I xviii, 246, 278, 344, 366 ;
1L 492; IIL 155, 157 ; IV, 91, 93.
—— justification of, I. 247; IL 912;
IIL. 155.




INDEX,

CrEY?T Sing—continued.
Degradation of, by arrest, I, 345 ; ITL
170; IV, 417,
Rescue of, L. 280.
His escape to Ramnugur, 1I. 927,
. Defeat and expulsion of, II. 927.
Offence given to Mr. Hastmgs by him,
1. 226, 339; IIL 55, 132; IV. 101,
C— remarks on, II1. 55.
Treatment of, compared with that of
Mohammed Reza Khan, I, 574,
Miserable condition of, I. 256,
Services of, IL 731.
Letters of, intercepted, IT. 925,
—— to Mr. Hastings, I 242, 270;
1L 908.
~-— of remonstrance, IT1. 91 ; IV. 56.
~—— of submission, I, 281; II. 915,
920 ; III. 161,

Cuinpren, sale of, T. 143 ; IV, 518,

CHiMNAJI Bosra. See Bosra, Chimnaji.

CHINA.
Exportation of opium to, IL v; 454;
1V, 272,

CHITTAGQNG.
Cession of, I, 62.

CHUNAR.
Flight of Mr. Hastings to, I xviii,
681.
Treaty of, L. xxi, 405, 439 ITL 221;
. 478,
—— conditions of, &e., I. 457, 535.
— Mr. Hastmgs assent to, I 459,

——Mr, Hastmgs interpretation of, I.’

459,

~— object of, &c. II. 659; IV. 530, |

et seqq.
~—— nonobkervance of, . 534, 541.
Fort of, I. 346,

Cnyron Dur, Agent of M. Hastings, |

IIL 56 ; IV, 173.

Circuir, COMMITTER OF.
Appointment of, I 575.
Report of, to the Board, 11T, 529.
Acquiescence of, in the appointment
of Munny Begnm, IIL 531,
Corruption of, 1V, 720.

CLAVERING, Gen, Sir John, Member of the
Council of Calcutta, 1L 87,
Appointment of, I. xv.
His opposition to Mr,Hastings, L. Xxix;:
1L 474; IV. 524,

L
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.| CLAVERING———continued.

Chﬁrges Mr. Hastings with peculation,

65

Objects to the demand on Cheyt Sing
for military service, I1I. 47,

Opinion on the receipt of money from
Munny Begum by M. Hastings, ITI.
564,

Motion for production of the Nawab’s
accounts, IT, 307.

Proposition’ for the supply of Fort
William, IV. 316.

Allowances to, IL. 461, 506.

Returns presents, IV. 742.

Character of, II. 66; IV. 489.

Death of, L xxxi. ; II. 684 IV, 25,

Crivr, Robert, Lord Clive.
‘Genius of, L 48.
Policy of, I. 71, 313; IIIL. 502.
Successes of, II. 547,
Oath taken by, IL. 274.
Minute of, II. 12.
Delegation of power to, II. 654, 894.
Letter concerning corruption in India,

II1, 502.
Appointment of Mohammed Reza,
Khan, IV. 657.

Grant to, IV. 736,

Codi BussunT.
Attempt on the life of Asoff-ud-Dowla,
I1. 600; IIT. 243,

Cosa PrrTrusg, L 61,

Coresroox, Edward, Persian Trans-
lutor.

Report, IV. 492,

'CoLLECTORS, MILITARY. .
Qutrages committed by, IV. 479,

| CoLLEGR, MOoHAMMEDAN. See Mowam-

MEDAN COLLEGE.

CoMMISSION FOR REGULATING THRE AF-
FAIRS OF INDIA.
Appointment of, I, 73.
Loss of the Commissioners at sea,
1bid.

Cowmrany, rae EAsT INDIA.

Sketch of'its rise and progress, II. 542,
. Charters of, I xxxi. 13, 15, 82.

Constitution of, I. 14,
Sovereign power of, L. 15.
Limitation of its powers, I1I, 386.
Policy pursued by, IV. 673,
Its system of record, I. 28,

~—— gubverted by Mr Hastings, 1. 30.
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CoumpANy, THE East INDIA—continued.

Order of the service destroyed by Mr.
Hastings, I. 16, 17.
The service corrupted by Mr.Hastings,
IV. 700. )
Corrupt practices of its officers, IXIL.
501, 572, 699.
Emoluments of officers, I. 19.
Youth of persons employed, I.20.
Distress of, in 1771, L viii ; IL 567,
—— relieved by Mr. Hastings, IIL
567,
Distress of, in 1774-1779, IIL. 581.
Distress of, in 1780, II. 649, 856, 900;
1I1. 227 ; IV. 60, 69.
Distress of, in 1781, II. 513,668; IIL
439, 371, 443.
Prosecutions eondueted by, IL. 78.
Increase of the military expenses, ITI.
441.
State of the revenue, 1778, L 454,
IIL 78 ; 1V, 43. .
Loans raised by, II. 433,
Tucrease of the debt of, 1L 649.
Restoration of its finances, 1L 680.

.Court of Directors. e

Their code of instructions, IL. 427,

Order against delegation of power,
1L 891 ; IIL 214. :

— for the appointment of a gnardian
to the Nawab of Bengal, II, 294 ;
IIL 512 ; IV. 659, ]

~—— for the arrest of Mohammed
Reza Khan, IIT. 512,

—— for the discontinuance of Sir
Ejyre Coote’s extra allowances, II.
643.

—— for the reduction of the Nawab's
stipend, IL 299.

~we for the reinstatement of Mr. Bris-
tow, IV. 495.

—— respecting correspondence, IL
594; IV. 577.

< respecting the employment of
Nundcomar, IIL. 555.

respecting the sailing of the |
Company’s vessels, 1L 641.

——— that an account be kept of the
Nawab’s receipts, ete., IL 307,

—~— against the passing of accounts
upon honour, IV. 313.

——against the receipt of presents
by the Company’s servants, IL 122.

— cases of exception, II. 123,

Prosecutions ordered by, IL. 105.

abandonment of, by Mr. Hast.

ings, 1L 106.

INDEX.

CoMPANY, THE EAST INDIA—-continued.

Court of Directors—cont.

Their disapproval of the appointment
of amins, II. 397.

—— of the resumption of the jagirs
L 724; V. 608. '

—— of the smuggling expedition to
China, IV. 273,

Their censure of Mr. Hastings, L xxx.

~— of appointments made by him,

II. 96.

Their approval of Mr. Hastings’ con-
duct to Mohammed Reza Khan, I11.
520. -

—— of Mr. Hastings’ measures, II.
518 ; IIL. 120.

Their appropriation of the present
from Asoff-ud-Dowla, I 529; II
187,

Their demand of an account from Mr.
Hastings of presents received by

<him, II. 149, 157, 158 ; IIL 638;
IV. 243.

Their favourable disposition towards
Mr. Hastings, IL 346.

Their toleration of him, I, 448.

Their instructions to him respecting

" the administration of the revenue,
IL. 399; IV. 700.

Their opinion of his plan for the
revenue, 11, 215,

Their dissatisfaction with Mr, Hastings'
letter of explanation, 1L, 347.

Letter of, respecting the confiscation
of the jagirs of the Begums, I. 428,
441; IIL 288, 485 ; 1V. G606.

ConTRACTS, See *IMPEACHMENT, ARTI-
CLES OF THE.”,
Ordered to be advertised, I1. 427, 449;
IV. 261, 264.
Grant of, concurrent with demands on
Cheyt Sing, IL 451, 458.
Losses on, incurred by the Company,
II. 444, 478 5 IV, 327,
The Bullock-contract, SeeCrorrs,Henry.
Account of, II. 456.
Justification of, IL. 505, 671.
Reason for mot putting it to auction,
II. 505.
The Opium-contract. See SuLLIVAN,
Stephen.
Account of, IL 504.
Hazardous nature of, T1. 674.
Justification of, II. 672,
The Victualling-contract.
Granted to Mr. Crofts, IV, 283,
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CoNTROL, BOARD OF.
Establishment of, I xxxiv.

Coots, Sir Eyre, Commander-in- Chief.

Avarice of, IV, 297, 800,

Extra allowances to, I, xl. 439, 465,
642; IV. 293, 994,

~—— charged on the Nawab Wazir;
IL. 440, 462, 463; 1V, 293,

—w offer of the Wazir to double
them, IV. 296.

ww correspondence with the Wazir
on the subject, IL. 440,

—— disapproved by the Directors,
IV, 296; 441.

-—— justification of, II. 506,

~— objection of Mr. Francis and
Mr, Wheler to them, IV. 295,

Recommends the demand on Cheyt
Sing of 1,000 horse, IL 640, 859;
1L 108. -

Approves the proposal to enforte pay-
ment from Cheyt Sing, III. 91.

His estimate of requisite number of
bullocks, IV. 877, 279.

His probable interest in the bullock- |

contract, IV, 302,

His plans for defence of India, IT. 859;
II1. 107.

Supports Mr. Hastings, II. 439,

Warning addressed by, to Mr. Hast~
ings, IV, 768.

Services of, IL. 507.

Letter respecting the disorders at
Benares, IV. 84.

Letter respecting the state of Oude,
IV. 642,

Corawu, Province of.
" Cession of, to the British, L. vii, xiii.
Restored to Suja-ud-Dowla, II 583 ;
III, 178 ; IV. 762,

CorNwaLrnis, Charles, Marquess, Gover-

nor-General of India, -

Judgment in the case of the Dinage-
pore atrocities, IT. 240.

Report on the state of Bengal, IL 267;
1V. 750.

Tetters on the state of Oude, I. 485;

© IV, 647,

Policy recommended by, IV. 751.

Reformation of the Mohammedan col-
lege by, IV. 749,

Number of bullocks required by, IV,
285.

Delegation of power to, IL 654, 894 ;
1IL 214; IV. 418,

Evidence of, IV. ii, xii.

YOL. IV,
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CoVENANTS, respecting the receipt of pre-
sents by the Company’s servants,
1L 15, 105,274 3 IIL. 502 IV. 736.
Introduced by Lord Clive, ITI. 572,
Non-execution of, 1. 106.
Remarks on, L 21; IL. 128.

Councit or BENGAL.

Constitution of, L 50.

Intrigues of, I 50.

Letters denouncing appointment "of
Nujem-ud-Dowla, IV. 661.

——on the death of Bulwant Sing,
or s.

Resettlement of, 1773, I. viii, xxix,
16.

Rule respecting the residence of mem-
bers, IL. 653, 891.

~——— repeal of, IT. 653,

Their opinion of the dependence of
Benares, 11, 26.

CouxciL GENERAL OF BENGAL.

Constitution of, I. xiv,

Arrival of, in India, IL 590.

Dissensions in, I. xxix.; III 639.

Opposition to Mr. Hastings, L 296 ;
IIL. 51, 289, 591 ; IIL 581,

Charge against of conspiracy, II, 43.

. Credulity of, L 719, 22,

Concurrence of, in the demand on
Cheyt Sing, IL 701, 834,

Reflections on the conduct towards
Bulwant Sing, II. 730.

Decision respecting the property of
the Begums, I. 383, 501.

Interference in behalf of the yeunger
Begum, L 516.

Claim to correspond with Mr. Bristow,
IL 595.

Demand of Mr. Middleton’s corre-
spondence, I1. 593. .

Letters,

— announcing thedemand ou Cheyt
Sing to the Directors, Jan. 14 1780,
II1. 835; IIL. 95; IV, 59, 60,

-—— respecting the demand on the
elder Begum, I. 514.

Irregularity of entry of their consulta-
tions, IIL. 471. .

CoUNCiL OF REVENUE,

Sce RRVENUE,
CouNciL oF.

CovunciLs, PROVINCIAL,
Appointment of, L 125; IL, 213,
Constitution of, IL. 401.
Advoeated by Mr. Hastings, I, 402.

3n
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CounciLs, PROVINCIAL——confinued.
Abolition of, L 126; II. 221, 399,
403; I 670; IV. 251, 714,717,
—— forbidden by the Directors, IV.
- 251,

Action of, 1. 157; III. 670.

Impossibility of exercising control
over them, II, 214.

Opinion of Mr, Francis respecting
them, IV, 252.

Character of the members, II. 404;
IV. 714,

Pensions for members of, II, 405,
407.

Utility of, II. 576.

CoUNSEL FOR THE DEFENCE.

Names of, L. xxxix.

Introduction of- irrelevant matter by,
IV. 638.

Misrepresentations of, IV. 4.177.

-Prolixity of, &c., 1V. 106:

Their. position compared with that of
the Managers, IV, 127.

CouNseL For THE ProsEcurion, I xxxix,

COURTENAY, John, one of the Commiltee of |

Managers, I. xxxix.
Crars, W., Colonel, 1. 288,

Cror1s, Henry, Accountant-General of
Bengal.
Appointment of, II1, 547, 548.
A member of the Council of Revenue,
1L 221, 406.
The nominee of Mr, Johnston, IV
284.
Promoted by Mr. Hastings, IL. 304.
A confidant of Mr. Hastings, I, 109;
II. 164.
Bullock-contract granted to him, IT,
x, 2, 457 ; IV. 275, 709. :
— extravagant tcrms of, I 457;
1V. 276, 287.
~—— censured
277. . .
~——— duration of, IV, 288,
—— purchase of the relinquishment
of it, II. .460.
~—— traneferred to Mr. Ferguson, IV,
289.
loss om, IL. 457, 460.
Confusion in his accounts, IV, 185,
Evidence of, on rates of commission,
IV. 307.
Examination of, IV. 760.
Increase of his salary, 1IL 549.
Letter of, IV. 299,

by the Directors, IV,

INDEX.

CorriaN SinNg.,
Holds the joint offices of diwan and
farmer of revenue, I1, 357.
Implicated in the affair of Kelleram’s
bribe, II1. 615.
Sale of Behar to, T. 178.
Cuuavr-vp-Din, I1. 894, 609,

CuMMINGS, John.
Commission allowed him, 1V, 307,

Cusroms, The,
" Mismanagement of, IV, 466

CuTTAR.
Defeat of Cheyt Sing at, IT. 927,

Daxwas, Robert, Barrister-at-Law.
Counsel for the Defence, I. xxxix.
Speeches of, IIL 1, et seqq.

DASTACK.
Abuse of the privilege, L 65,
Davy, William, Captain.
Translates the affidavits, 1. 629.

Desrert, Publisher.
His history of the trial, I x1.

Degr, .
Laws of Hindustan respecting, IT1.316..

DEeBY Sine.
History of, I. 134, 136.
Appointed guardian, &e., of the Raja
of Dinagepore, I. 134; IL 203,
235, 236.
Charges against, IL. 510.
Cruelties practised by him, &e., I
xxviii, 139 ; IL xxxiv, 415,
Misgovernment of, II. 237,
Sequestration of lands by him, 1. 139.
Defalcation of, 1. 161,
Proceedings against, I. xxviii, 154,
His counter-charge against Mr. Pater-
son, I. 153.
Mr. Hastings' opinion of him, I. 159;
II. 226.
Lenient treatment of, I. 155.
Objection to evidence relating to his
misconduct, IT, xxxiii.
Public opinion of, 11, 579.
DerFence oF Mr. Iastings.
HasTtiNgs, Warren.
DELEGATION OF POWER.
Act relating to, II. 894.
DPrecedents for, IL. 654.
Sanctioned by the Directors, IT. 894.
DeLm, Kings of.  See MoguL EMpERORS.

Devoo SixNa.
Evidence of, L. 566; II. 924; I1I. 265,

See
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DHERAJA ScoLErUND BAHADER, Maharaja.
See NupDEA.

DinAGEPORE, Province of,

Contested succession, I xxviil, 132;
11, 248.

Deby Sing’s government, I. 139; IL
228, .

. Increase of revenue levied in, IL 234.

Rebellion in, 1. 147,

Atrocities committed in, I. 141; IL
238; IV, xxvii.

Exhausted condition of, IT. 234.

DivacEPORE, Raja of.

* Acquisition of the province, IT. 237,
Reduction of his allowance, L 134,
Grant to Deby Sing, L 170,

Present received from, 1. 131, 132,
157, 164; IL 176, 203, 231, 234;
IV. 215, 223, 721,

—~— pretext for receiving it, IV. 232.

—— responsibility . of Mr. Hastings

for it, IV, 228,
~——. application of, IIL 612 1V, 225.
——— justification of the receipt, I
627.

Fjectment ofhis officers, 1. 133,

Deposition of, IT, 234,

Dirkcrors, Court of.

East IND1A.

Diwan, Office of, ITI. 656. .

Powers of the diwan of the revenue,
II. 223. ’

Farme of revenue granted to provin-

cial diwans, IT, 226, 357,

See Company,

‘Drwant oF BencAL, BEganr and ORIssA.

Cession of, to the Company, I. vii,
71; 1L 213.
DoxEeLLAN, Captain.
Case of, I1. 251, 265.
Doownp Sine.
Confusion of two. petsons so named,
III. 266.
Doonp Sing, Commandant,
Affidavits of, I 557; III, 264, 266,
268,
Doownp Sixg, Subakdar. -
Affidavits of, I, 558 ; 111, 268.
Dovaras, Sylvester, Counsel for the Pro-
secution, L. xxxix,
Dow, Alexander.
Character of his History of Hindu-
stan, 1V. 482. . i
Extracts from, IT. 534,
His misrepresentation of Mohammed
- Reza Khan, IT1. 568, '

’
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Doxar, Captain.
Death of) IL, 921.

D'OvLEY, Sir John,
Employed by the Nawab, 1L, 108.
Authority committed to, IV, 687.
Evidence of} IV. 685.
Refuses to“give evidence before the

Committee of Managers, IV. 689.
Non-production of accounts by, IV, .
694. )

Rapacity of, IV. 687.

Duag, The, Province of, I. 178,

DUCARELL, Mr., Superintendent of the
halsa.
Character of, IL 407.

DuFF, Patrick, Colonel.
Evidence of, ITL. 502, 432,

DunNcaAN, John, Resident at Benares.
Estimate of the revenue of Benares,
IV. 444.
Reports of, IL 944; 1V, 473,

Duxpas,Henry, Lord Advocate of Scotland,
- I xxxv.
President of the Secret Committee on
Indian affairs, I xxxii.
Resolutions moved in the House of
Commons, I xxxiii ; IV. 758.

Dunsi¥a, John, Barrister-atdaw,
Case submitted to, IL 78,

DunEeAR cHARGES of Mr. Hastings,
Nature of, IL 165 :

DurBEsEY Siva, Governor of Benares,
Appointment of, I. 295 ; IV, 440.
Administration of, L. xix.

Letter on the state of Benares, IV.
2685.

Arrears due from, IV, 406.

Insolvency of, I. 363.

Charges against, IV, 456,

Removal from his appointnient, L
3583 IL. 942 ; IV. 452, _

Confiscation of his property, IV. 462.

Arrest of, IT. 943 ; III. 168, *

Imprisonment of, I. 300, 362; IV.
456, 461, B

Harsh treatment of, L. 365.

Liberation of, IV, 461,

Death of, I. 301 IV, 461, 470,

Mr. Hastings’ injustice to,IV. 457.

Dyrnai, Bishop of.
Prerogatives of, 11, 752.

3np2
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Earon, Isaac, Major. Facrories.
Complaint of the state of the Benares Establishment of, I. 16.
police, IIL. 154, s .
ACTORS.

Epwarps, Captain.
Aide-de-Camp to the Wazir, IV. 599.
-Evidence of, IL xg III. 2365 IV.
5186, 645.
—— remarks IV.
599.

Eivica Knan,
Case of, IT1. 853.
Administration of, IV, 640.

on, TIL 380;

ErviorT, Alexander, IT, 614,

Erviorr, Sir Gilbert, one of the Com-
mittee of Managers, I, xxxviii,

ELvis, Mr., Chief of the Factory at Paina,
Murder of, II. 559,

ENGLAND, See BRITAIN, GREAT.

ENTERTAINMENT., See 'Hastings, War-
ren, Charges against; Presents.
Usage relating to allowances for, III,
535, 563.

ERSKINE, Sir James. See St. CLAIR, Sir
J. Erskine.

ErskinNg, Thomas, Barrister, II. xxxvii.

EvIDENCE.

Admission of, contested by Mr. Hast-
ings’ Counsel, II. vi, xn, xx, xxii,
et seqq.; IV. il, ix, xxi, xxvi, xxxV.

— Dby the Managers, I1I. ii, i, xii,
xiii, xix,

Questions of admission of referred tothe
Judges, I u, vii, XX, xxu, xxiv,
xxv; IL i, xii; IV.iii, viii, 586.

Clrcumstanual IL. 775; IV. xxxix.

Disparagement of their own evidence
by the Managers, objected to, II.
Xxvil.

Question of reading extracts from
evidence, IT. vi.

Latitude of evidence admissible in
dealings between nations, ITI. 874.

Inaccuracies in the printed evidence,
II. xii.

Nz}ture of evidence for the prosecution,

. 8,

EoNucns, Ministers of the Begums.

See
Bzmn Ar1 Kgan.

In the Company's service, L. 16.

FAIRPAX, Major.
Agect of Mr, Hastings, IT. 173.

FARMERS OF THE anmma See RE-

VENUE.
Fmouxsun. See MoGUL EMPERORS, -

FAUIDAR OF MOORSHEDABAD.
Removed from the control of the
Nawab, II. 94.
Suppression of the office, IV, 164.

FERGUSON, John.,
Transfer of the bullock-contract to,
1V, 289

Fiuiar Love,
Sentiments of Mr., Hastings on, 1. 390.
Remarks on by Mr. Sheridan, I. 690.

FiNES.
Right of inflicting, claimed by Mr.
Hastings, I. 351, 203.
Description of various fines, I'V. 399.

FirzrATRICK, Colonel.
Appointment as Manager, L xxxix,

FLETCHER, Sir Robert.
Takes command of the army, IT. 729.

F1oR, Peter John, Agent for Opium.
Report of, IV. 272.

Forp, Mr., Commissioner for India,
Loss of at sea, I. 73.

Forr WiLLiaM. See CALcuTTA.
Fouspar. See FAUIDAR,

Fowkg, Francis,
. Appoiuted agent for the provision of

boats, I. 343,

Appointed Resident at Benares, I. 326,

Instructions to, IL. 757 ; IIL 47, 98;
1IV. 16, 20, 66.

His complaints of Cheyt Sing, II. 863,
871.

~—— equivocation in the charge re~
specting them, ITI. 48,

Neglect of, IL 873.

Removal of, I. 342; IV. 44.

Prosecution of, 11, 289.

Trial of, for conspiracy, I xxvii.
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Fox, Rt. ITon. Charles James, Munager,

India bill of, L. xxxiv.

Motion on the impeachment, I xxxvi,
XXXVii,

Appointment of, as Manager, 1. xxxviii.

Arguments on admission of evidence,
IL vii, xxxi, xxxiiy IL iv, xxv,
xxxiiiy IV, v.

Reply to Mr. Hastings, IV, xxx.

Speeches of, I. 183; 11, 271, 372; IV.
xlvi, 154, 197,

Observations in the House of Com-
mons, IV, xxix,

FRANCE:

Designs of, upon: India, IL 615.

‘War with, I xvii ; IL 618, 786.

—— its influence upon Indian policy,
IV. 25.

—— no ground for demands on Cheyt
Sing, IV. 39, 55.

Frawcis, Philip, Member of the Supreme

Council,

Opposition to Mr. Hastings, L xxix ;
1IL 56 5 IV. 26.

Charges of, against Mr. Hastings, I
476 ; IV. 282.

Charges against Gunga Govind Sing,
IL 609,

Presents Nundcomar’s charges against
Mr. Hastings, I. xxvi; IL 39, 43,
280,

Obtains & majority in the Council,
1L 96.

His apprehension of an invasion of
Bengal, IV, 41.

His demands upon Asoff-ud-Dowla,
IL. 599, 600.

His proposal to exact payment of the
Nawab’s debts from the Begum, IIL
200.

Proposal of a loan, II. 788 ; 1II. 68.

Censures the Begum's interference in
affairs of state, II1. 366,

Opinion of, as to the receipt of money
from Munny Begum by Mr. Hast-
ings, IIL 564.

Part taken by him in arranging the
tenure, &c., of Cheyt Sing, III. 63.

Opposition to the demands on Cheyt
Sing, I. 329 ; II1. 814 ; IV. 49.

Acquiesces in the demands on Cheyt
Sing, L. 220; II. 799; IIL 46, 57,
76, 81, 96.

Qualification of the demands on
Cheyt Sing proposed by him, IIL
64, 87.
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¥raxcis, Philip—continued.

Minute respecting the demand for a
subsidy on Cheyt Sing, IV. 48.

Proposal relating to the mode of pay-
nent of the subsidy by Cheyt Sing,
1I. 808.

His reprobation of the conduct of
Cheyt Sing, IL 608. .

His concurrence in the proceedings
against Cheyt Sing, IT. 704,

— inconsistency of it, IL 705.

Dpposition to the extra allowances of

Sir Eyre Coote, 1V. 295.

Manifesto of; II. 650.

Opposition to Mr. Hastings® appoint-
ments in Qude, IV, 524,

Disapproval of provincial councils,
III. 675.

Motion of, for the reinstatement of
Mr. Bristow, I. 393 ; LIL 217; 1V.
426.

—— supported by Sir Eyre Coote,
L 217,

Opposition to the agency of Mr. Belli,
IV. 315, 318, 320.

His estimate for bullocks, IL. 671.

Protest of, against the bullock-contract,
IV, 280.

Refusal of, to sign the bullock-con-
tract, IV, 287. .
Support of Mohammed Reza Khan,

1I. 99.

His compromise with Mr, Hastings,
1I. 100.

Withdraws from opposition, IV, 74.

His duel with Mr. Hastings, I. xxxi.,
296. .

Retirement of, from India, II. 649;
III. 590.

Excluded from taking part in the im~
peachment, IV. 46,

Appearance of, before the Lords, IV.
47

Eulogy of, 1. 221 ; IV. 26, 488,

Evidence of, on the trial, objected to,
TV, iii, viii, 74.

Attacks npon, by Counse), 1V, 46.

Conduct of, contrasted with that of
Mr. Hastings, IL 636 ; 1II. 82, 60,
111,

Imputed corruption of, IV, 264.

Inconsistency of, II, 808 ; ITI, 86, 98,

FyzaBap, in Oude,

Hostile levies in, II. 660 ; IIL. 231,
408, 412,

Disturbances in, IIL. 265, 414, 419.
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Rejoicing at, on the retreat of Major
Macdonald, II1. 261.

Capture of, I. 417,

Treaty of, I, xx.

FxzooLA KuAN.

Design against, L 670.

Letter of, on the condition of Oude,
IV.641.

GARDNER, Thomas, Colonel.
Evidence of, IT, viii; I, 845; I, 161.

GeENcHis KuaN.  See Peris bk 1A Crolx.
Institutes of, I. 84; IV. 367,

GENTUS, See HINDUSTAN.
Germanic Expire, 1L 113
GHAZIPORE.

Zamindary of, I. xvii.

Cession of, I-xvii.
Georce L.

Llness of, IL. 1.

Givrrein, Martin, Mujor.

Account of the distress in the Khourd
Mahal, 1. 420, 476; IV. 628.

Relieves the distress in the Khourd
Mahal, IL 667; IIL 212, 284, 480,
481,

Disbelief of the rebellion of the Be-
gums, IV. 601,

Humane conduct of, I. 703.

Remonstrances of, I, 704,

Statement respecnng the eunuchs, IV,
565.

Unwillingness of the Managers to call
him as thness, . 475,

Evidence, IT, xii. 667, 699 ; IIL, 381
411; IV. 579, 602.

GrApwiN, Thomas.
A Narrative of the Transactions in
Bengal, §c., translated by him, IL

540; IIL 222,

Gosinp Ram, Raja.
Employment of, 1V. 505.
Bearer of letters from Cheyt Sing, ITI.
161.
Letter of,respecting the re-appointment
of Mr. Bristow, &c., L. 392; IV. 501,
503, ’
Letter to, from the Nawab Wazir, 1.601.
GovpArp, William, Gereral.
His roarch to Surat, I1, 618.
Distress of, IIL 441.
Goraus KookEr, Rant.
Aflidavit of, I. 556.

INDEX,

GoobLap, Mr.
Appointed guardian of the Raja of
Dinagepore, 1. 134, 160.
Trial and acquittal of, I. 159; IL 226.

Goorpass, Raja, Son of Nundcomar.
Appointment of, as diwan of the Na-
wab of Bengal, T, ix; IL 36, 89,
278, 290; III. 532, 555; IV, 181

GorAL Doss, Banker. I, 863, 530, 532;
11 260,

GOPEAGUNGI.
Inhabitants of, excluded from the in-
demnity, I, 291.

GorDON, John, Captain.

Loss of his detachment, I, 721 ; IIL
240, 260, 402.

A;count of the engagement at Tanda,
. 571,

Treatment of, by the Begum, 1. 589,
595; IIL 404 ; IV. 588.

Letter of thanks to her, III. 279;
1V, 143, 591.

Affidavit of, I. 591.

anmmzmon of, 111 xiii, 406,

Goring, Charles.

His conversation with Munny Begum,
IIL 561. -

«—— with Raja Goordass and Chyton
Durr, respecting the present from
Munny Begum, 1V. 173.

Deputed to investigate Nundcomar’s
charge, II. 281.

Reports on Nundecomar’s charge, 1L
2832, 283.

Mission of, to Moorshedabad, IIL
558,

Evidence of, I x.; 111, 192, 338.

GORUCKPORE.
Insurrection in, 1. 601 ; 1I1. 397 ; 1v.
140, 573.
Attack upon the fort, IV. 514.
Execution of the Raja, 1. 565.

GOVERNOR GENERAL OFf BENGAL.
HasriNgs, Warren.
Allowances of, II. 17,
Duties of, IV, 655.
Effects of corruption 9, II. 10.
Importance of his example, 1V. 708,

GOVERNORS, BriTIsim,
Responsibility of, I. 783 IV. 38,

GOVERNORS, ORIENTAL.
Morality of, L. 89.

Sce



INDEX.

Govin GHOSE, IV. 719, 721,

Govinp Ram.
See GoBIND Ram.

GrApY, Mr.
Sent by Mr. Middleton, with a draft
on the Begum’s treasures, I 507.

GRrAMAM, Mr., British Resident at Benares.
Ewdence of, 1V. 71.
Letters of, relatmg to the payment of
- the subsidy by Cheyt Sing, II. 819,
829, 833.

GREY, Charles, one of the Commitiee of
Managers, I. xxxviii.
Application of, for postponement of the
trial, XTI xxxiv.
“peeches of, I. 265; IV. 1, 52.

'GrrY, Thomas de, Lord Walsingham.
Speech in debate on the verdict, IV.
Ixiii.

GrEY, John, Captain.
Evidence of, ITI, 426.

GrirFiTH, Richard,
Grant of opium contract to him, IT,

672.

GUARANTEE.
Law of IIL 211.

GuiLrorp, Earl of.
See NorrH, Frederick.

Gurca Govinp SiNg.
" Banya of Mr. Hastings, IV. 696.

Member of the aminic commission,
1L 608; III 670 ; 1IV. 696.

Appomtmcnt of, as diwan to the
council of revenue, I. !27 157 5
I1. 223, 408, 416.

—_ eorrupt obJect of it, &c IV. 254,
255.

Powers entrusted to him, L. 128, 16}
IV. 719.

His demand upon Mobaric-ud-Dowla,
IV. 722,

Receipt of sums by him; as agent of
‘Mr. Hastings, I. 131, 162 ; IL 194,
203, 358 ; 1V. 224.

Sums retained in his hand, IL. 265,
358.

Application of Mr., Hastings in his
favour, IV. 246.

Grant of lands to, I. 165, 168, 170,

176.
Dismissal of, L 166 ; IT. 224, 609.

<

91

GuncA GovIND SING—continued.
Wealth of, I. 166.
Conduct of, I. 131 ; ILL 685.
Protected by Mr. Hastings, I, 859.
Defalcation of, I 129, 187§ IV. 226.
Extortions of, IV. 718.
Character of, I.127, 166; IL 224,

608 ; TIL 683; IV. 245,

Sir J. Shore’s opinion of him, IV, 253.

GUNGES, Private.
Establishment of, by British officers,
I. 602; IV. 518,
GURNEY, Joseph.
Reports of proceedings in the mal,
L xli, xliii; XL iii; IV, xx,

GurrAR DEHMAN,
Report from, IV. 473.
GWALIOR.
Capture of, I, 680.

Harrz Ragmer, IL 592,

HaArmEeD, Nathaniel Brassey.
His share in Mr. Hastings’ Defence,
IV. 360.
His translation of the Gentu laws, IV.
363. .

Havrr, Thomas,
Humanity of, I. 604.

HaMirroN, John,
Obtains a phirman from the Emperm
Farouksiar, 1L 543,

Hanyay, Alexander, Colonel.

‘Commands a detachment in the service
of the Wazir, I. 451, 628; IV, 511,
593.

Farmer-general of Baraitch and
Goruckpore, IV. 511, 515.

Recommended by Sir Elijah Impey,
IV. 511.

Obstruction of his march, IIIL 401,
409.

Perilous position of, L 6035, 721.

Attempts to tamper with his troops,
II1. 262, 413,

His complaints to the Begum, ITL
231, 237.

Applieation of, for the arrest of the
family of Sheik Khan, IIL, 239,

Affidavits of, I 570, 577.

Evidence of, III. 412,

Wealth amassed by him, IV, 515.

Oppression of, IV. 140, 512, 644.

Rapacity of, . 603.

Letters of, to the eunuchs, L 590:
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HanNAY, Colonel—continued.
Letters respecting the affair at Tanda,

11T, 230.
——— respecting the hostility of the
Begums, IIL. 230, 244.

* =—— of supplication to the Begum,
280. :

IIL 2
~—— of thanks to the Begum, IIL
279 ; IV. 143.
HARKARAS.

Employment of, IV.’401.

Harwoob, William,
Examination of, II. xxxiii.

HasTiNgs, Warren. See IMPEACHMENT,
Articles of; Cueyr Sine; Mo~
HAMMED REZA KHAN ; NUNDCOMAR.

Resident at the court of Ali Khan, I

50.

Member of the Council of Calcutta,
L iv.; IIL 504,

—— of the Council of Mndras, L
viii.; IIL 502.

of the India Commission, I. 73.

-Contracts held by him, IL. 442; IV.
276, 702,

Period of bis first service in India,
III. 504,

President of Calcutta, I. viii.; 1. 567,
711,

Governor-General of Bengal, L 114;
1. 500; IIL 17, 505.

Successive appointments as Governor
General, II. 519.

History of his government, II 581;
IV. 654.

Attempted recall of, I. xxxiii,

Resignations of, I xxx, xxxv; IL
679.

His contests with the Council, I. xxvi,
398 ; 11, 51, 72, 289, 292, 595; IV.
25, 490.

Vicious principles of government, I.
19; IV. 881, 734,

Responsibility of, as Governor General,
1. 395; IV. 490.

Responsibility for the misgovernment
of the country, IL. 232, 241.

Successful administration, II. 520, 680.

His objection to the confemng the
~office of Governor General for short
terms, 1V. 706.

Journey to Moorshedabad, IIT. 534.

Journey to the Upper Provinces, I.
454; 1I. 653; IIL 220; IV. 75,
120, 642,

INDEX.

Hasrixes, Warren —continved,

Proposals for the settlement of Benares
1. 322 IV. 14,

General plan for the defence of British
Indin, I. 328 ; IL 784; 1IL 107.

Financial arrangement, II. 515.

Report on the collection of the revenue,
IL 574.

Scheme for effecting remittances to
Europe, II. 455.

Revenue drawn by him from opium
and salt, IL. 520,

Offer of money for the Company’s
service, II. 181, 252 ; III. 586.

Provision against famine, IL 670.

Instructions to Major Palmer, II. 373,

Instructions to Major Popham, I. 288 ;
IIL 166 ; IV. 426.

Affidavit of, IV. 667,671,

Exemption from restrictions of trade
I. 66.

Account of his expenses, I1I. 646, 649 ;
IV. 731, 746.

Travelling expenses of, II. 84, 313;
1II. 565.

Ilis expenses compared with those of
Lord Cornwallis, 111, 650.

Examinations of, 1I. 56 ; 111, 644.

Character of, 1I. 771.

. Conduct compared with thut of Mr,

Francis, III. 82, 111,

Consistency of conduct, IV, 674.

Parallel between him and Alexander
the Great, 1. 2435, 292,

Compared with Genghis Khan and
Tamerlane, I1V.374.

Compared with the faithless steward,
II. 477,

Compared with a highwayman, I. 464.
Compared with Verres, 1V, 743.

Case of, compared with that of the
Spaniards in Mexico, I. 479.

Censured by the Directors, IV, 266,
278.

RReceives thanks of the Court of Di-
rectors, II1, 504.

Charncter of his pretended services,
IV, 757,

Exertious of, 111. 582,

Conduct of, approved by the Secret
Commiittce, XIL 505.

Testimonials in favour of, I 77; IL
5, 488, 517, 521, 681; I1I. xxviii,
494 ; IV. 653,754,

Encomiums on, I. xxxv.
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Hastixos, Warren—continwed.

Moderation, &c. of, I1. 562

“Prejudices sgainst, 11. 685.

His return to England, L. viii.

Alleged fortune of, I. xxvii.

Losses of, from dealing with usurious
sgents, IL 191.

Letters of.

Correspondence of, with Cheyt Sing,

L 278 ; 1L 830.
ndence with Mr. Mliddleton

and Sir Elijah Impey, L 445, 637;
IV. 136.

Correspondence with Mr. Wheler, 1L
252,

Letters to Cheyt Sing, L 241 ; IL. 766 ;
IIL 76, 154,
w—— to the Council of Calcutta, on
the condition of Benares, 1. 302,
- to the Council of Moorshedabad,
IIL 668.

== t0 the Directors, on the redue-
tion of the Nawab’s stipend, 10
Nov,, 1772 ; IL 310,

~—— —— in reply to their instruc-
tions, 1573 ; 1V, 704.

_— reporting the reduction of
the Nawab's stipend, 23 March,

1775; 1L 299,

respecting the guardian-

ship of the Nawab, 14th Sept. 1775,
1L 314. .

e— ——— Tespecting presents, 29
Nov., 1780, 11 327 ; I1L 590, ef seqpq.

«——— «—— in reply to their inquiries,
Cheltenham, July 11, 1785, IL
158, 174, 341, 348; IIL 608, 639.

—— respecting the present from
the Waxir, 20 Jan. 1782;IL 136,
259, 324; IV. 235.

e e fOr the di of the debt
due to him, I1. 151 ; 1L 651.

—— —— on the resumption of the
jagirs, 23 Jan. and 11 Feh 1782,
1. 439, 440.

e —— of the same, 22 May, 1782,
II 143; 1IL 288, 633; 1IV. 220.

e e in defence of the same, 16
Dec. 1782, 1L 145, 340.

= w— recommending Munny Be-
gum, 3 Nov. 1783, 1L 107; IV.
690.

—— e

respecting the government

of Oude, Oct. 1784, IV. 646. .
= to Hussein Rexa Khan, 1V. 740.
o to Mr. Middleton, IV. 545.
- to Mr. Markham, IV, 454

Hasrixes, Warren—coatinwed.

Letters to Mobaric-ud-Dowla, 111 .544;
IV. 682, 687.

~——— to Mohammed Keza Khan, JIL
513.

to Col. Morgan, IIL 249,

—_—to ﬁmi Nortb, 1L 518.

—— to Major Popham, respecting the
piunder of Bidjey Ghur, IL 930,
932

Motions of, in the Council of Calcutta.

Advocating the conciliation of Mu-
daji Bosla, ML 582, 583, 586,

For a feint on the capital of Madaji
Scindia, I1L 584,

For a requisition on Cheyt Sing, for
three battalions of sepoys, 1778,
IV. 47.

For requisition of the subsidy from
Cheyt Sing, 1L 813; 1IL 80, &3,
89, 584,

To threaten Cheyt Sing with troops,
IL 826; ITL 91.

For requisition of troops from Cheyt
Sing, IIL 108,

For the imposition of a fine on Cheyt
Sing, IL 847; I1L 150; IV. 68
Against an inquiry into the Begum's

guilt, L 429; V. 609.

Aguinst the reinstatement of Mr.

Bristow, I'V. 496.

Respecting his visit 10 the provinces,
L 403,

Charge against, relating to Benares.

Admission of Cheyt Sing's independ-
ence, L. 198,

Interference in bebalf of Cheyt Sing,
L 268, 313, 315; 1L 736; IV. 7, 9.

Iotends to cede Benares to the Nawab
of Oude, IL 889,

Breach of treaty with Banares, 1I. 935.
Imposition of excessive tribute on
Benares, 1L 937, 943 ; 1IL 168.
His charges against Cheyt Sing, L

341; 1L 868, 870, 877.

Silence respecting Cheyt Sing’s de-
sigus, IL 896; 1V. 89, 393.

Conversation with Mr. Wheeler on
the subject of Cheyt Sing, 1IL 126 ;
1IV. 78,

Conduct to Cheyt Sing, L 237, 231,
240; II. 805, 820, 884 ; IIL 93,
135, 148, 159; IV, 25, 77, 396.

Intention to ruin Cheyt Sing, IL 700,
769, 852, 868; IIIL 18.

Illegality of his proceedings against
Cheyt Sing, IV, 399, 410, 430,
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HasTings, Warren=-continued.

HasTINGS, Warren—continued.
Charges against, relating to Oude—

Charge against, relating to Benares—

continued.

Communiecates the demand on Cheyt
Sing to the Directors and ministers
of the Crown, IIL 59, 119, 710.

Rejection of Cheyt Sing’s offer of
200,000L, 1V. 403.

His journey to Benares, L. xviii., 143,
239, 275, 313, 336; IL. 898, 899,
901; IV. 75, 90, 120, 144, 416,
642,

Interview with Cheyt Sing at Buxar,
IL 903; IIL. 1413 IV.90.

Interview with Cheyt Sing’s minister,
L 221.

Responsibility for the Benares rebel-
liom, I. 252; IV.99.

Responsibility for the murder of ‘the
sepoys, IV. 419.

Retreat to Chunar, IT. 921; IIL 229,

Design upon the forts of Cheyt Sing,
1V, 402, 407.

Justification of, IV. 404.

Attack and plunder of Bidjey Ghur,
1. 284, 463; IL 929; IIL 164, 166.

Permanence of his arrangements at
Benares, 1L 945.

Appointment of Mehipnarain, Raja
of Benares, III. 167,

Proceedings against Durbejey Sing,
Governor of Benares, IV. 452,

Charges against, relating to Oude.

Negotiations with the Nawab, I xii;
v.7.

Assertion of the independence of the
Nawab of Qude, 1. 448.

Assumption of the government of
Oude, 1. 400. .

Plan for the better government of
Qude, IIL 444.

Misgovernment of OQude, IV. 483.

Responsibility for the government of
Onde, III, 442.

Conspiracy against the Nawab, I. 628.

Reduction of the Nawab’s allowance,
IIL 545.

Revival of the Nawab’s authority, IV.
675, .

Attempt to reform the police in Oude,
1II. 219.

Adjustment of the Nawab’s affairs,
1784, IL. 678.

Imposition of British troops on the
Nawab, L 450,

continued.

Responsibility for the appointment of
the civil servants of the Nawab, IV,
524.

Responsibility for the misconduct of’
the British officers in Qude, IV.
520.

Excuses for withholding the Nawab’s
accounts, II. 308. ’

Proceedings in Qude, L 719; IL. 678;
IIT. 438, 459; IV. 493, 647,

Delay in reducing the Nawab’s stipend,
II. 302, 306.

Omission to furnish an account of the
Nawab’s expenses, IL 307; 111, 542;
IV. 185,

Charge against, relating to the Begums
of Qude.

Sanctions the treaties with the Begums,
1. 523; 1II. 206.

Infraction of the treaty with the
Begum, IIL 175.

Denial of the guarantee to the elder
Begum, I. 509.

Opposition to the guarantee of the
elder Begum, III. 207.

Interference in behalf of the Begums,
1. 384, 389, 500; IIL 313, 330, 362.

Contradictory statements as to the

© * Begum’s rights, I 502.

Desires the rebellion of the Beguns,
1. 669.

Knowledge of the Begum’s guilt, 1.
618; IIL. 257.

Conspiracy against the Begums, IIL
376; 1V. 132,

Personal quarrel with the Begums,
IV. 571,

Account of the resumption of the
jagirs, IV, 536.

Censent to the resumption of the
Jjagirs, T11L. 223,

Deceit respecting the resumption of
the jagirs, &e., 1. 542.

Instructions respecting the seizure of
the Begums’ treasures, &e., 1. 414,
417, 640, 649, 711; ILL 460.

Ulegal proceeding in the seizure of the
treasures, IV, 550.

Announcement to the Directors of the
measures against the Begums, I. 6183
1V, 138.

Justification of conduct to the Begums,
10 494; 1IT. 240, 453,
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Hastings, Warren-~continued,
Charge against, relating to the Begums
of Oude —continued.
Cognisant of the distress in the Khourd
Mahal, IV, 629, 632.
Denial of the same, III. 283, 473.
Cognisant of the treatment of the
eunuchs, 1. 694, 713, 716; I1L 467,
468,
Charge against, relating to Contracts.
Corruption in yespect of granting
contracts, IT. 428, 476; 1V. 261,

282. -
Agency of Mr. Auriol, IV. 302,
Agency of Mr, Belli, 1V, 315,

Charge against, relating to Presents.

Enumeration of presents received, IV.

204. .

Present from the Nawab of Bengal,
IV. 741,

- Justification, II. 587.

Present from Cheyt Sing, I xxiii, 232; |

1II. 102, 590 3 IV. 60, 63,

——— Justification, IT. 839, 842; LIL |

588,

Tresent from Munny Begum, I, 119; .

111 534, 559; IV. 169.
— constructive admission of, IL
288, 294.

. Present for entertainment, IE 499; |:

1V. 729, 735.

Present of ten lacs from the Nawab |,
Wazir of Oude, L xxiii, 431, 524, |.
530; II. 136, 200, 260, 824, 390, |-
657; L1, 451, 624, 653, 657; IV.|. .

220, 247, 725.

Presents from Kelleram and Cullian
Sing, I 178; 1L 228, 355; 1IL 615,
618, 621; IV. 218,

_ Presents from Gunga Govind Sing,
1. 179.

Reasons for not reporting the receipt
of presents, 11. 34l.

Offer to answer, upon oath, respecting
receipt of moneys, IT. 146 ; ILL 636.

Refers to Mr. Larkins for an aceount
of presents reeeived, IL 160.

Threatening reply to the Com- '

pany’s demand for an account, IL
148,

Quits India without furnishing an
aceount of moneys received, Il 157.

Bonds taken by him from the Com-
pany, IL 134, 255, 833, 334 ; IIIL.
599, 600. o

Fraudulent
action, IL 195, 339.

character of the trans- | -
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Hastines, Warren—continued,

Charge against, relating to Presents—
continued.
His contradictory accounts of it, IL
185, 349, )
Delivery of them to Mr, Larkins, IIL
. 609,
Explanation, II, 339 ; IIL 604.

False statements vespecting the in-
dorsement of them, II. 168, 256,
335; IV. 209.

Assertion of Mr, Larking’ privity
to the transaction of the bonds ; IV.
210.

Denied by Mr, Larkins, IV. 211.

Appropriation of three lacs, obtained
from Nobkissin, IL 153, 245, 262,
642, 644 ; IIL 643, 644, 645; IV,
730, 743.

Present from Nundcomar, IL 278 ;
III. 538.

Present received from Sadanund, IL
850, 352.

His interpretation of the Act relating
to presents, II. 319, 320. :

- Payment of presents into the treasury,
11 665.

Demand wupon, for an account of
presents received, 1L 157,

Avowal of receipt of presents, IL. 131,
-150, 152, )

Communicates the receipt of pre-
sents to Mr. Larkins and to the Direc-
tors, 1I. 658.

. Concealment of the reccipt of pre-
sents, &e., I, 122, 124; IL 83, 162,
178, 354.

Misstatements of, respecting the ap-
plication of presents, IV, 324,

Genertal charges against.
His measures for defence of Bengal,
1778, IL 619; IIL 15, 68; 1V.
43

Complicity in the revolution in Bengal,
1. 54 II. 554.

Relating to ‘thée appointment of

uardian to the Nawab of Bengal,
&, 11 83, 38, 2783 1IL. 520, 537,
© 540 IV. 157, 187, 188.

Evidence adduced, XTI, 542,

His negotiations with Mudaji Bosla,
Raja of Berar, IL 131, 330; IIIL.
592, 614,

Relating to the removal of Mr.
Bristow, IIL 180, 215, 216; IV,
501, 503,
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HasriNgs, Warren—continued.

General Charges against—continued.

Relating to the smuggling expedition
to China, II. 454 ; IV. 272,

‘Grant of increased allowances to
Sir E. Coote, 1L 441, 462, 466,
642 ; IV, 300. )

Collusion with Mr, Crofts and Sir
E. Coote, IL 464."

Conspiring with Mr. Crofts, IIL 547, |-
549. )
Relating to the abolition of the | °

provincial councils, I. 125, 179;
IL 399; IV.718.

Appointment of Deby Sing, 1. 134, |

180; IL 232.°

Compromise with Mr. Francis, IL

100; IV, 684,
Duel with Mr. Francis, I. xxxi, 296.

Appointment of Raja Goordass, II

278; IV. 187.

Appointment of Gunga (Govind Sing,
L. 179 ; IIL 670, 679.

Connection with Gunga Govind Sing,

1. 129, 130, 163 ; 1L, 189, 224, 266, |-

360; IV. 722.

Dispute with Mr. Malhed, IV. 376. |

Lease granted to Kelleram Sing, IIL
616. ) _ )
Reluctance to examine Mr. Larkins,

IV. 348.
Policy towards the Mahrattas, IV, 768.

Appointment of Mr. Markham to be |

resident at Benares, IV. 435, 459 ;
II. 866. .

Proceedings against Middleton and
Johnson, I, 443, 638 ; II, 380, 387;
IV, 727.

Conduct to” Mobaric-ud-Dowla, III
589 ; IV. 688, )

Prosecution of Mohammed Reza
Khan, II. 25, 88, et seqq. ; IIL 518,
516.

Remitting the tribute of Mungrore,
IV. 95.

Charges brought against him by
Nundcomar, I, 116, 119; IL 39
IV. 171, 735, -

‘His manner of meeting them, II. '

40, 43, 45, 53, 60, 69, 280; IIL
556 ; IV. 171, 184, 190.
Conduct to Nundcomar, I. 117 ; II
573 ; LI 553, 557 ; IV. 174.
Treaty between Suja-ad-Dowla and
the Rohillas, IL 584,

Relating to the abuses in Rungpore |’

and Dinagepore, IV, 353,

INDEX.

Hastings, Warren—continued.

General charges against—continued.
Collusion with Mr. Sullivan, II. 453.
Fraud in accounts, II. 35, 124, 139,

141, 165, 185, 196, 199, 254, 362 ;
1V. 760.

—— defence, IIT, 544, 598.

Deputation of amins, II. 392: III,
664, 667.

Arrogation of arbitrary power, I
337 3 IV. 856,-612, 705.

Disavowal of arbitrary power, 1L
494, . '

Breach of orders, I 112; IL 217,
297, 418, 437, 438 ; IV. 156, 167,
494, 616.

~—- defence upon, 1I. 489, 891.

Bribery, L 109, 158; IL 9, 120;
11T, 437, 449 ; 1V, 291,

Espionage, 1V, 632.

Clandestine correspondence, 1V. 450,
576.

Corruption, I, 237, 538; II. 108,
212, 248, 448 ; 1V. 669, -

Denial of corruption, 1L 502.

Corrupting the Company’s service,
I.17; II 104; IV. 509, 522, 700,
707, 712.

Breach of covenant and oath, II.
122, 275; III, 506, 511; 1V,
737. .

Delegation of power to, 1. xviii, 81,
179, 254, 396; IIL, 213; IV.
411,

— justification, 1II. 213, 890, 893,

Extortion, IL 488; 1II. 146,

Falsification of dates, 1. 616, 678;
III. 462.

defence, IIT. 471.

Ignorance of the principles of trade,
IV. 449, .

Mercenary motives, 1. 274.

Illegal grants of lands, I 173; 1IV.
695.

Incomsistency, IV, 290, 409.

Insolence, IV, 322,

Peculation, II. 65; IV, 761.

Passiveness under accusation, II. 66,
81,

Grant of pensions, II. 938,

Prevarication and self-contradictions,
1. 275, 509, 621, 633; 1L 45, 132,
258, 365; 1V. 208,

Corrupt acts of his
709. .

Subornation of letters, III, 827,

agents, 1. 449,
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Hasrings, Warren—continued.

General Charges against—continued.
Suppression of inquiries, I 116.
Suppression of letters, I. 717.
Maladministration of the revenue, IL

211, et seqq. ; IV. 711, 719,
Defence upon, IL 489, 584, 586 ; IIL
. 6632,
Appointment of the Committee of Re-

venue, L. 179, 126; IL 221, 400; |

IIL 678; IV. ¢15.
Treachery, L 180.

Tyranny, L 282,

Plens in extenuation.

Of custom, 1. 93, 349, 432; IL 58,
82; 1V. 741.

Of errorin the interpretation of statutes,
II. 503.

Of the guidance of Providence, I. 620.

Of imperfect knowledge, 1. 94; IIL.
517.

Of want of education, I 433, 466.

Of inexperience, L 21; IV. 260.

Of the irresponsibility of a minority,
I 504.

Of merit, IV, 755.

Acquittal by Parliament, L 95; IL
368.

Of approval by the Company, L 96.

Of arbitrary power, L 76, 352.

Of being controlled by the Conncil, I.
319.

Of belief in the Begum’s guilt, I. 608;
1IL 248, 383.

Of the Company’s distress, L 238; II.
354, 459, 498,

Of personal distress, IT. 369.

Of press of business, IL 712,

Of the responsibility of the Council,
L 718.

Of state necessity, I. 447, 533; IL
269, 447.

Of successful government, II, 268,

Trial of.

Committal of Mr. Hastings, L xxxviii.

Admitted to bail, L xxxix,

Sureties of, IT. 14.

Opinjon of Counsel, as to the prose-
cution of, IL 72, 75.

His reliance on the impossibility of
conviction, IL 71,

Opening of the trial, L xxxix.

Constitution of the Court, L 181. -

Difficulty in forming it, IIL vi

Duration of the trial, IV, 772

.

Hastines, Warren—continued.

Trial of—continued.

Dispate as-to the of conductin
the trial, IL iv. an &

Endeavour to stop the trial, IL xxxvii.

Its injustice, IIL 496.

Unparalleled length of, IIL 172.

Postponement of, requested by the
Commons, ITL xxxii, xxxvi.

Delays_'._in, IL xv, 41, 528; IV.
xxxiit,

. — caused by non-attendance of Ma-
pagers, III. xvi.

—— imputed to defendant, IL "487,
527.

~— injuricus to Mr. Hastings, II
483, 487.

Report of Committee of the House of
Commons upon, IV. xviii, xxx,

xxxiv,
Nature of the evidence for, L 486, et

seqq.

Debates upon the expenses of, IL. xiv.

Debates of the Lords on the verdict,
IV. xlviii.

Verdict, IV. Ixix Ixvii, Ixix.

Costs of, IV, Ixx.

His trial compared with that of Mo~
hammed Reza Khan, ITI. 519.

Interruption of the proceedings by
Mr. Hastings, I. 409 ; 11, viii; IV.
612.

His demesanour, IV. 336.

His emission to apply for evidence
from India, IV. 347,

Honour of the nation involved in his
guilt, IV, 150.

Accuses the Commons of ingratitude,
1V. 329.

Presumed consequences of his acquit-
tal, L 260.

Defences of.

Defence before the Commons, 1786,
L xxxvi, 6, 75, 212, 427, 446,
487, 694; IV. 61, 356, 623.

—— authorship of, I. 349, 490; IL
ix, 693; IV. 62, 359.

His second defence to the Commons,
I 491; IV, 623,
Defence before the

I xxxvili, 447, 509.

Second defence before the Lords, IT. ix.

General opening of his defence on the
tria), IL x, 211, 524, 478, 635.

Costs of his defence, IL 2; IV, Ixiii,
Ixxii, 348, 349,

Lords, 1787,
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HasriNas, Warten ~continued. Horrt, Robert, 3
Addresses and petitions. Evidenceof, IT. x; III, 384; IV. 517,

Addresses to the Lords, II, xxviii, x1,
482,
Address in defence, June 2, 1791,
II. 482. -
Addresses to the Court, June 6, 1792,
III. wiii, xiti, xxii, xxiii; IV. vi,
xi, xvi, Xvii, xxix.
Petitions to the Commons, II. xviii;
IV. 852.
~—— to the Crown, IIL. vii,
———to the Lords, IL xv;
© xxxvy IV, xj, xxxii, 352.
—— to Parliament, IL xlii.
HasTinegs, Mrs., Present to, I, 531; IL. 200;
1V. 236,
HEDAYA, or GuiDE; translated by Charles
Hamilton.
Translation directed by Mr. Hastings,
IIN. 649. - '
*Character of, IV. 371, 552,
Extract from, IIL 317; IV, 392,

Herpert, Henry, Earl of Carnarvon.
* Observation on evidence, IV. v.
Speech in debate on the verdict, IV,
lix,
HessE Casseyr, Prince of.
Case of, III, 44.

Hinpoorur, Raja.
Imprisonment of, I. 604.

Hinpustan. See Moaur EMperoRS.
Historical sketch of, IL 532, et seqq.
The Mohammedan dynasty, II 533,

537; IV. 666, ,

Severeign power in, IV, 357.

Provincial constitutions of, I, 91,

Civilisation of, IV, 377,

Laws of the Gentus, 1. 93; IV. 363,
391.

Law of, respecting feudal tenure, IT,
719; IV. 29, 34,

—- respecting military service, III.
23.

Compilation of Hindu law, made by
order of Mr. Hastings, IIL 648;
1V. 383, )

Description of the Hindus, I. 83, 36;
IV. 363, 655.

Conditions granted to, L 40. .

Subrversion of their government, . 1.43,

Custom of, respecting the provision for
widows, &c., IV, 112,

Division of the people, 1V. 363.

Debasement of the people, 1V, 476.

Sensitiveness of the natives, IV, 374,

IIT. xxi,

567, 629,

HovrwsrLr, John Zephaniah.
Intrigues of, 1. 49, 61.
Quotations from his writings, 1. 29,
37

Hoop, Semuel, Lord Hood.
Defends Mr. Hastings, L. 533.

Hooevry, Faujdar of.
Charge relating to, II. 290.

Hooras Ror.
High position of, IT. 603, .
Intelligence sent by him, IIT. 399;
IV. 634,
Non-appearance of his affidavit, I.
631; III. 285.
Suppression of his evidence, 1V, 604,

Hoorgr, Mr,
Murder of, 11, 162,

Hounpy, William, President of Bombay.
Letter of, LV. 304.

HorsLEey, Samuel, Bishop of Rochester,
Speech in debate on the verdict, 1V.
lii., et seqq.

Howarp, John, Earl of Suffolk.
Memorial presented to Count Welde-
ren, 111. 373.
Communication respecting the expense
of the defence, 1V, 349,

Hupnson, Robert.
Evidence of, II1. 303; 1V, 214,

Hucnes, Sir Edward.
Appl;cation of,, for reinforcements, I1T.
85

HurpEeAL BinG.
Affidavit of, I. 567,

Husseixy RezA Knax.
is present to Mr, Hastings, I, 531 ;
1L 200.
Letter to, from the Begum, I. 682,

Hyper ALL
Confederate against the Company,
II. 626,
Iis invasion of the Carnatie, 11, 507,
626, 630, 669 ; III, 106,
Hyper Bre KuaN, Minister of the Nuwab
Wazir of Qude, 1, 628; LV, 569.
A creature of Mr. Hastings, 1. 453.
His present to Mr. Hastings, 1. 530;
11 200,
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Hrper Bee KnaN—continued.
Affidavit, I. 468, 569.
Letter, IV, 507.
Maladministration of, IV, 648,
Testimonial in favour of Mr. Hastings,
IV. 651.

JarFiEr Arr KHAN,
wabs of.

See BeNagAn, Na-

JacGER DEO SiNG, Naib of Benares. See
Juacer DEo Sina. :

. JAGIRDARS IN OUDE.

Character of, ITI, 223,

Rights and privileges of, &c., ITL. 306.

Guarantees given to them, IV. 535.

Compensation promised to, IV. 585,
546.

Disaffection of, I. 721.

Independence assumed by them, IIIL.
809,

Jacirs IN Oupe. See OupE, Begums of.
Description of, &e., IIL 221, 300;
IV. 117, 532.

Resumption of, L. xxii. 541, 599, 647; |

IL 497 ; IIL 2283, 444, 446; IV.
543,

~— power of, granted to the Wazir,
I. 405 ; IV, 532,

~— contradictory charges
to, II1.-445.

~—— disapproved by the Directors,
L. 724 ; III. 446.

~— justification of] IL. 226, 495, 664;
III1. 276, 307.

Value of the confiscated jagirs, IV,
534,

Transferred to the management of
usurers, IV, 543,

Jaques, Captain.
Assistance afforded by him to the
inmates of the Khourd Mahal, IV.
633.

relating

His account of the distress in the |-

Khourd Mahal, I. 475; IV, 628.
Letter of, respecting the treatment of

the eunuchs, I. 698 ; IV, 564,
Examination of, IL xi,

Jeer SiNe, Raja, 1. 40,

Jexvyw, Joseph, M.P.
Observations on the trial, IV. i,

Eunuch, Minister
See BrmEAR ALl

Jewar Avnr Kuan,
of the Begums.
Kuan,
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JEWAR AYI KnAN—continued,
His activity in the cause of Cheyt
Sing, IIL. 414, 419,
Intercepted letter from him, III. 262,
419,

IMPEACHMENT.
Peculiarites of trial by impeachment
I. 368. -
Distinctions in impeachments, I. 483,

IMPEACHMENT OF WARREN HasTINGS.

See Hasrings, Warren, Trial of.

History of, IV. 333,

Concurrence of parties in, I. 186.

General plan of, IV. 334,

Importance of, I 2.

Its uncompromising character, IV.332,

Question -of abatement, II. xxxvii,
xxxviii. .

Remarks on, II. 691.

Articles of impeachment, produced by
Mr. Burke, I xxxvi.

— abandonment of certain of the
articles, I, xxxvi. 511, 637.
—— consolidation of the sixth, se-
venth and fourteenth, IIT, 497. -
~—— misrepresentation in, II. 740,
760.

ARrr. L, relating to Benares, _

Speeches in opening the charge, I.
183, 265.

Speeches in summing up, I. 307.

Mr. Hastings’ address in defence,
1L 490. i

Speeches in Bpening the defence,
1I. 685, 742, 796, 851, 899,

Speeches in summing up, III 1, 62,
119, .

Speech in reply, IV. 1,52,

Statement of, II, 695; IV. 433;
Evidence in defence, 1. 3623 II. vi ;
IIL 1, et seqq. ; IV. ii, viii, ix,
Dif{;ions on, in the House of Lords,

L

Arr. II, relating to the Begums of

Oude.

Speeches in opening the prosccution,
1. 368, 436.

Speeches in summing up, I 481, 560,
62, 659. .

Mr. Hastings’ address in defence,
II. 494,

Opening of defence, IT1. 172, 235,

Summing up in defence, II1. 295, 344,
388, 436.

Reply, IV. 105.

Di;;e;tion of the article, T, 870; III.
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InpEACHMENT OF WARREN HAsTINGS —
continued. *
Evidence on, III. xviii, xxvi; IV. xii,
xxiii.
Debates on, in the House of Lords,
IV, lii
Arr, IV, relating to Coutracts, &e. See
CoNTRACTS, )
Speech in opening the charge, II. 425,
In summing vp, IL 447.
. Address in defence by Mr, Hastlngs,
II. 504,
Reply, IV. 259,298, 729.
Sabstance of the amcle, IL xxsix.
Evidence on, ITL xxv; IV. xxvi.
Debate on, in the House of Lords, II.
Ixii. .
Arrr. VL, VIL and XIV., relating to
Presents.
Speeches in opening the charge, IL
1, 62, 109, 171, 210,
- Qpeech in summing up, IL 271,
Mr. Hastings’ address in defence, TL
499.
Speeches in opening the defence, ITI.
497, 540, 595, 642,
Speeches in reply, IV, 154, 197.
Nature of the charge, IL xvi: IV,
154,
Evidence on, IL ii; IV, xxvi.
Debates cn in the House of Lords, IV.
T,

ART. XVII
Objection 1o ndmxssxon of, IV. 636.

General reply on all the articles, IV.
331, et seqq.

IxpEY, Sir Elijah, Chief Justice of India,

L 456 ; IV. 550.

Ewmployed to collect evidence against
the Begums, L 412, 546.

His fabrication of charges against the
Begums, 1. 408.

Bearer of instructions to Mr. Middle-
ton, L 645 ; IV, 548,

Question of Iaw submitted to, IV.
552,

Opinion of, on the case of Roy Rada-
churn, 1V. 668.

Affidavits taken by him, I. xxiv, 423,
468, 552, 628, 671 ; IV, 580.

Objections to the admission of them,
IIL iii, xx.

Remarks on the affidavits, TII. 465.

His reluctance to give evidence, II
xi.

INDEX.

InpEY, Sir Elijah—continued.
Examination of, IT, x ; IV. 183, 135,
585.
Character of his evidence, 1. 549, 630,
Complaint against, IL 116.
IMPRISONMENT,
- Degradation from, in India, I. 364.

INDEMNITY,
Proclamation of, IV. 427,

INDIA. See HINDUSTAN,
Disturbed state of, 1793, ITI. 173.
Races of, L 33.

Inxpia House, The.
- Alleged payment to the clerks, IV,
349.
Falsehood of the statement, IV, 850.

Jonaunsrox, Richard.

Secret agent of Mr. Hastings, IV. 580.

Promotion of, IV. 729, 734.

His amended account of the Nawab’s

stipend, IL 304.

Aathorises the infliction of corporal
punishment on the eunuchs, IV,
566,

Bullock-contract granted to him, IT.
4355 IV. 278,

~—— assigned to Mr. Crofis, 436.

—— censured by the Directors, II,

437.

-—— its extravagance, IL. 436,

—— repurchased by Mr. Hastings,

1L 438 ; 1V. 278,
Charges agrinst, I. 443, 639; IL 378;
IV. 726,
His explanation, IL. 378.
Proceedings against, I 662 ; IV, 727.
natare of, &ec., IV. 727,
Reference of his case to the Directors,
II. 382; IV. 728.

Recall of, 1. 662.

Evidence of, IV. 585.

Letter of remonstrance, 1. 675.

—— respecting balance from the
Begums, IV, 566. -

IroNSIDE, Gilbert, Lieutenant Colonel.
Salary of, IIL 647.

Ismmaes Beg, Amil of Allahabad.
His application for troops, IV. 519.

Jopces, The Bench of,
Questions of law referred to, II ii,
vii, xx, xxii, xxiv, xxv; IIL. xiii;
V. iii, viii, 586.
Relation of to the Conrt of Parliament,
1V, xxxvi,
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Juaekr DEo Sine, Governor of Benares.
Appointment of, IV. 462.
Administration of, I, xix, 302; II.

942; II1.-169; -1V. 467, 469,
Removal of, L. 359; IL 942,

Jueeur Serr. | : )
Destruction of his family, L 64.
Sums paid by him, IL 13 ; IV. 802,

JusTice, DIVINE.
Character of; II, 2.

Kasvryar, L 329: II. 178,
- Non-production of kabulyats on the
part of Mr. Hastings, IV, 256,

KANUN, or STATUTE LW, L. 95.

Krirra, in Fyzabad,
Seizure of, 1. 474, 654; IJI 461,

KeLLErAM, Raja.

Character of II1. 228; III 617,

His present to Mr. Hastmgs, IL 229,
355,

Holds the offices of diwan and farmer
of revenue, IL 357.

Lease of lands granted to him, ITIL
315, 316.

His unfitness for office, II, 258, .

Defaleation of, IT. 231.

Oppression of, II. 230.

Sale of Behar to, I. 178,

Rejection of evidence relating to him,
IL. xxxii.

KuaLsa, an office of Revenue, II. 401, 407;
II1, 306.

Kuzereep, Pargana of.
Report from, IV. 474,

Knourp Manar, Palace of the Begums,
Description of, IT1.478; IV, 622
Situation of, L. 705,

Provision for the maintenance of, T,

513, 708; IIL. 210.
__guaranteed by treaty, L 519;
I1. 6665 IV. 625, 635,
Distress in and dxsturbances, I 419,
475, 705; IL 666; IIL 212, 283,
479 ; IV. 627, 630, 633,

KIrrPATRICK, William, Captain,
Extracts from his Succinct View, &e.,
of India, 1. 485 ; IIL. 613.
His statement respecung the bonds
taken from the Company, 1L 254.
Tmplication of, in charges against Mr
Hastings, II1. 634.

YOL. 1V,

N - 801

KirgreaTnick, Captain-—continued,
Inaccuracy of his acoounts, IL 193,
. 196.

Production of his account, IIL. 639,
The receipt of presents communicated
. to him by Mr. Hastings, IL 658.
Letters of.
To the chairman of the company,
II. 179; IIL 610.
e remarks on, II. 179,
To the Council, respecting the audit
of M. Auriol's account, IV. 311,

Krox, Captain.
Concerned in the Bengal revolution,
1. 54, 56.

KorwaLl, Superintendence of the Police.
Appointment of officers granted to
Cheyt Sing, I. 323.
Neglect of by Cheyt Sing, II. 884.

Kugran.
The foundation of Mohammedan law,
I 91. )
Reference to, on arbitrary power, 1.82,

LAND.
Coufiscation of, 1. 109,
Illegal letting of, I. 110,

Larxins, William, Accomptant General,
Agent of Mr. Hastings, 1. 109.
Advises the transmissiomof Mr. Hast-

“ings* accounts, IT. 332,

Delay of, in despatching Mr. Hastings’
letter, May 22, 1782, IL 263, .

His account of the transaction, ITI,
635.

Collusion with Mr, Hastings, II, 141,
168, 180,

Account of the present ﬁ'om Sadanund,
11, 351.

-His knowledge of the receipt of ten
lacs from the Wazir, ITI. 626,

His sealed memorandum, IL 355,

His ignorance of the receipt of presents
by Mr. Hastings, &e., IV, 206,

His account of sums received by Mr.
Hastings, I. 130; IL 176, 264; 1L
589,

His ignorance of the transaction of the

_ bonds, IV, 209.

Affidavit of, III. 605.

Mr. Hastings’ instructions to him, a8 to
evidence he is to give, IV. 244,

Examination of, IV, ii, xiii, xvi, xviii,
211, 217, :
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LarkINg, William~~continued.
Lvidence of, contradictory to the
statement of Mr, Hastings, IV,
206, 238, ,
= respecting the loan from Nob-
kissin, IV. 236, 243.
—— —— evasive character of, IV.

Oharacter of, IL. 657,

Lararror Arnt KnAN, 1. 420.
His responsibility for the support of
the Khourd Mahal, III. 478.
His neglect of the Khourd Mahal, IT.
666; III, 212, 283.

Law.
Sanctity of the law, IV. 877.
Principles of feudal law, IV. 27,
Nature of declaratory laws, III 577.
Hindu,
Compllatlon' of, directed by Mr, Hast-
ings, ITI. 648 ; IV, 383,
Mohammedan.
Divisions of, IV. 371.
Opposed to arbltrary power, 1. 82, 91,
‘Respecting ‘inheritance, &e., I xix;
IV.115.
Tartar. -
Principles of, IV. 366.

Law, Edward, Barrister-at-Law. .
Counsel for the Defence, 1. xxxix.
Disrespectful expressions of, IL xxv.
Speeches of, II. 524, 578, 635- 1L

72, 235; IV xxviii,

Law, Ewan, M.P.
Speech against Mr. Burke, IV. xlvi,

Lawnence, French, LL.D.
Appointed counsel for the Mnnagers,
I, xxxix,
Letter to from Mr. Burke, IV. Ixviii,

LEMAISTRE, Stephen Cemsar.
Opinion of the sovereignty of Mobaric-
ud-Dowla, IV, 668.
LesLir, Colonel,
His expedition to Bombay, IL 616.
Death of, IL 617.

LeTTERS.
Garbling of, IT. x.
Subornation of, L. 625,

Livrus, George, Military Storekeeper.
Comumission allowed to, IV. 308.

Long, Dudley,
Nomination to the Committee of Ma-
nagers, L xxxviii,

INDEX,

Lorps, House of.  See PARLIAMERT,

Louonnonouon, Lord. See WEDDERBURN,
Alexander.

Lovar, Samuel Fraser, Lord.
Trial of, IV, 597,

LucrNavur NUNDY.
Case of, L 172.

Lucknow. See Najips.
Visit of Sir E. Impey to, I. xxiv,

Lumspen, Major.
Evidence of, III, 336, 432,

LUSHINGTON, ~ , I, 54,

LUTTEEPOOR.
Massacre at, II. 927,
Plunder of, I, 288.

MaccLesrierp, Farl of See PABKER,
Thomas,

Macponarp, John, Major,

Attempt to tamper with his troops,
11I. 251.

Perilous position of, I, 596; ITI. 247.

His retreat from Amorha, I. 573; III.
260, 409,

Affidavit of, . 572; 1. 880.

Letter of, to Mr, Middleton, L. 596 ;
IIL 247, 415.

—7missmwment respecting it, III.
257.

Statement of, ITL 407.

MACGUIRE, Mr Member of the Council of
Calcutta, 1. 50, 64.

MACKENZIE, John,
Opium contract granted to, II 449,
673; 1V.264, 267.

MacLEANE, Colonel, 1. xxx.

| MacpHERsoN, Sir John, Member of the

Supreme Council.

Approval of Mr. Hastings’ conduct to
Cheyt Sing, II. 706.

Approval of the instructions to Major
Palmer, I1I. 660.

Motion of, relating to the Begums, IV.
608.

Part taken by him in Johnston’s trial,
11, 381, °

Evidence of, IV. 133,

Mapast ScINDIA.  See SCINDIA.
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MaDRAS, Presidency of, ]
Distress in, I 441, 507, 514} IV.
303. - .
Perilous position of) II. 631; ITL 106.

ManrATTA EnPiRE.
Rise and fall of) II, 544.
Character of the Mahrattas, IV, 767.
Their invasion of the Rohillas, 1. xi.
Thﬁir reception of a French emissary,
. 615,
War with, IT. 253, 588, 612; IV. 765.
Defeat of the Mahrattas, IT. 546,
Peace with, II, 676; IV. 231, 232,
Question of admission of evidence re-
lating to the war with, IV, xxi.

Marupy ALt Kaan.
Case of his arrest, IV. 94,

MAITLAND, James, Viscount.
Nominated to the Committee of Ma-
nagers, L xxxviil, -
MaLwa.

Application of Sadanund’s present to
the Malwa expedition, II. 639.

MANAGERS OF THE IMPEACHMENT.
List of the Committee of, I, xxxviii.
Exclusion of Mr, Francis, ibid,
Duty of, I 192,
Respect due to, I. 192.

Counsel, IV, 127.

Influence of their character, II. 690.

Their endeavours to postpone the
trial, ITI, xxxiv.

Suppression of important facts, &ec.,
by them, III. 40, 50, 72.

Receipt.of anonymous information by,
IV. 579,

Disingenuousness of), ITL. 555.

Perversion of the meaning of the re-
strictive Act of 1778 by them, III.
576.

Misrepresentations of, ITI. 192, 204,
261, 284, 288, 303, 825; 1IV. 11,
156.

Perversion of evidence, IIT. 269, 286,
5283, 550, 681; IV, 122, 158.

Violent language of, 1. 483; IL. 468,
645; IV, 339,

justification, IV. 339 et seqq.

Justification of conduet of, IT. xlii.

Revengeful feelings imputed to, IV.
343. -

Committee appointed to .inquire into
their conduct, ILL. xxxiii,

Vote of thanks to, IV, xlvii.

Their position compared with that of
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MawpELSO, Jean Albert de.
Quotation from his Voyages célébres
et remarquables, IL. 538,
Mansas, a Mogul title, ITI, 807,
Manseram, I, vii,
MANSFIELD, Ear] of See MURRAY,
MavsrFiELD, James, Counsel for the Pro-
secution, I xxxix,
Marxnan, William, Archbishop of York.
Altercation with Burke, VIIL. vi.
Spleg:h in debate on the verdict, IV.

Mangaax, William, Son of the Archbishop

of York.

Mention of, I. xxxvi.

Appointed Resident at Benares, I.
3444 IL 866; ITL. 131; IV, 435.

Inexperience of, IV, 442.

Hastings’ instructions to him, ITL. 136,

Authority of, I 295; IV. 446, 454,
463

Responsible for the security of Benares,
IV. 82,
His estimate of the revenue of Benares,
IV. 443. .
His doubts of Cheyt Sing, I 778.
His refusal to forward Cheyt Sing’s
~  submission, ITL. 161,
His implication in the illegal measures
against Durbejey Sing, IV. 554.
His bias in favour of Mr, Hastings,
IV, 33.
Complaint against, IV, 459,
Monopolies granted to, I. 296,
Emoluments of his office, IV, 442,
Evidence of, III, v. 29,138, 153; IV.
32, 71, 82, _
Letters of,
To the Archbishop of York, II.
v. 134,
Relating to the conduct of Cheyt
- Sing, IL, 843; IIL, 116,

MavarFrE, Captain,
Death of, II. 921.

MeERAN, Son of Mir Jaffier, Nawab of
Bengall.

gat. v
Strange death of, &ec., L, iii, 52, 60;
. 550.
MerIPNARAIN, Raja of Benares.
Appointment of, L xix, 294; IT. 936;
111, 168; IV, 439,
Extortions practised on, I. 363.
Reduction of his authority, IV. 446,
Petition of, I. 297; IV. 458,
Degradation of, I, 296, 297, 357.

3E2



804 INDEX,

MERCHANTS. MippLETON, Nathaniel—eontinued.

Gr;des of, in the Company’s service,
16.
MERCUX, Munshi.
Affidavit of, I. 568.
MippLeYON, Nathaniel, I. 423, 628; IT. 374.
Appointed political Resident at Lack-
now, L xiv, 397.
Assocuted with Mr. antov, orI. 217

580. .
Delegation of power to, L 400, et seqq.
Ihsnnws instructions to, I. 664; IL

Dlsnnsal of, I. 661 ; ITL 215.

~——— cause of, L 450

Reappointment of, L xxi; ITL 215.

His assumption of sapreme power in
Oude, IV. 538, 543.

Procures a treaty from the Nawab
Wazir, L 393.

His agreement for a treaty with the
‘Wazir, IV. 625.

His receipt of a second present of ten
lacs from the Wazir, IV. 725,

His coercive treatment of the Wanr,
IV 538. :

Forms a treaty with the elder Bevum,
L 519; IIL 210, 363.

His adeacy of the elder Begumw’s
demand, I 511.
Prohibition of his interference in ‘be-
half of the elder Begum, IIL 361.
Dissuades the Begum from leaving
the country, L 511.

His instructions to Major Gilpin, L 704.

Receipt of money from the Baboo
Begum by him, ITI. 559.

Reprimand addressed to, L xxii.

Proceedings against, &c., L 662; IV.
726.

His account of the resumption of the
jagirs, L 647,

Hesitation of, in seixing the treasure
and jagirs, L 640, 646.

His justification of the resumption of
the jagirs, L 664-8.

Hisaccount of the seizure of the trea-
sure, IV. 563.

Affidavit of, L 468, 570.

Conduct of in respect of the affidavits,
L 555.

Ch{rg;; against, of accepting bribes,

of agency for bribes to Mr Hast-
ings, 1IL 653, 654.

——— of disobedience, L. 443.

His distrust of Mr. Hastings, 1. 660.

Correspondence with Mr. Hastings
demianded by the Council, IL 593;
L 215,

~——— production of it, L 663.

dence with Sir -Elijah

Impey, 1. 647 ; IV. 560.

Correspondence with the younger
Begum, L. 681.

Matilation of his books of corre-
spondence, L 592 ; IV. 144, 570.

Suppression of letters, 1. 592.

Letters oﬂ L 544, 684.

—— private, to Mr. Hastings, L €52.

~-—— of remonstrance to Mr. Hastings,
L173.

——— respecting the proposed march of
troops upon Lacknow, IV. 539.

~—— respecting the reduction of the
Nawab’s army, IV. 529.

respecting the resumption of the

jagirs, L 44 0; IV, 544.

the trea t of the
ennnchs.IV 564.

Fabricated letters of, 1. 615, 616.

Coutradictory letter of, L 639, 642,

646.
Examination of, IL x., et segg.,9; IV.
123.
e before the Commons, I xxxvii.
o by Lord Camden, I'V. 129.
~—— by the Managers, IV. 579.
Embarrsssment of, under examination,
IV. 123,
Prevarication of, L 517 ; IV. 125,
Evidence of, 1 381, 507, 583.
—— remarks on, L 688.
—~— on the nature of jagirs, ITL 302.
~—— relating to the receipt of ten lacs
from the Waxzir, ITL 620.
Perversion of his testimony, III. 269.

Replies of, to the Begum’s remon- MIDNAPORE.

strances, I. 473,
Present to, from Monny Begum, IL

Cession of, L 62.

287. MixisTERS OF THE CROWK.

*  His visit to Fyzabad, L 388, 519, 654.
His exculpation ef Mr. Hastings, L

Their approval of Mr. Hastings’ mea-
sures, 1L 511 ; IIL )22,

709. Migayw, See MEeERAS.
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Mir MuNNIR.
Opium-contract graunted to, 1L 428;
IV, 268.

MirzA SHUFFEE Kuan,
Dignity of, IV. 557.

MISDEMEANOURS.
Peculiar treatment of charges of, II.
531,
Variable nature of, IV, 195.

Mocur EmpERORS, Kings of Delhi.
Arbitrary power of, II. 538,
Akbar Khan.
Census of, IV, 29,
Institutes; II 720 IIL. 23.
Character of, IL 536.
Death of| ibid.
Era of, L. 41.
Jehangir.
Succession of, IL. 543.
Aurengzib.
Reign of, 1L 393.
Phirmans granted to the Company, 1L,
542,
Farouksair. ) .
Grant to the Company, 1L 543.
Mohammed Shah.
Reign of, I 544.
Shah Alem,
League with the Mahrattas, I x. ; II.
582, .
Attack on the Nawab of Bengal, L
i, : -
Design to murder him, L 52; IIL
353.
Tribute from, IV, 758.
MoHAMMED AUMIN MEYHER.
- Evidence of, ITI. 236,

Manoumep Erick Kuaw, futher of the
younger Begum,
IIL. 194. !
MouaumeD KuaN.
Treachery of, III. 264.
MouamMED MoORAND.
Aftidavit of, I, 564.

MorAMMEDAN COLLEGE.

Foundation of, by Mr. Hastmgs, IIL
649 3 IV. 239, 730, 745.

Character of, v, 731.

Falsity of the college accounts, IV,
748. ’

Yilthy condition of, &c., IV, 746.

Reformation of, IV. 749.

MoHAMMEDAR Dmu'rr See Hinpu-
BTAN, -

Monayuep ReEzs KHaN, -
Offices held by him, L 72; IL 22;
IIL 512 ; IV, 657.
—~—— importance of, IV, 659.
Appointed Naib Subahdar of Bengal,
&e., L. vi. 695 IV. 657,
Admmlst.ranon of; IV. 657, 693.
His account of sums paid by the
Company’s servants, IL. 13.
Prosecution of, ordered by the Di-
rectors, IT. 569.
Deposition of, I ix. 74 ; 1L 87, 100.
- Division of his office, IL. 296.
Displacement of his adberents, Il
. 25,
Arrest of, IT, 22, 24,
Imprisonment, IV, 658.
Removal to Calcutta, IIT, 517.
Examination of, IV. 662.
Acquittal, 572, 665.
Restoration of, II, 87 ; IV. 675, 683,
686.
Evidence respecting Munny Begum,
. IIL 530.
Testimonial in favour of the Moham-
medan college, 1. 749.
His trial compared with that of Mr.
Hastings, IIL 519,
Character, I 68.
——— misrepresented by Dow, 1I. 568.

Mouammep Saam, Mogul Emperor, See
MoguL EMPERORS.

MorUN PERSAUD.
L 118,

MoNGHYR.
Treaty of, I, 65 ; 1I. 558, 654.

MONOPOLIES.
Grants of, L. 296.

Monxsox, George, Colonel, .Member of the

. Supreme Council.

Mention of, L.xv; IL 87.

His opposition to M\' Hastings, I,
xxix.

His observations on the questions to
be put to Munny Begum, II. 286.
His opposition to the appointments in

Oude, IV, 524.

Minute of, respectmg property in the
zanana, &c..

Asserts the right to make demands on
Cheyt Sing, IIL 46.

Evidence of, as to the receipt of money
from Munny Begum by Mr. Hast-
ings, IIT, 563.

Character, IV, 488,

Death, I xxix; IV, 25, 326,
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MonTacU, Rt. Hon, Frederick.
Nominated to the Committee of Ma-
nagers, I, xxxix.,
MonTEsQUIEU, Charles de Secondat, Baron
- de. :

- Quotation from his Esprit des Loix, }

1L 540.
Moopases Boosra, See Bosta, Mudaji,
MooLyran, IV, 662.
Moogrg, Peter.
Evidence of, 1. 166, 174,
Attempt to discredit him, L xxxiii.
MOORSHEDABAD,
. 1. 73, 137.
Testimony of the Government in fa-
vour of Mr. Hastings, I, 646.
Faujdar of, IT, 94; IV. 164.
MoORALITY.
Immutability of, I. 76.
MoRpELAIT, Jean Honore.
Affidavit of, 1. 576.
MoRrGAN, James, Colonel.
Called upon to assist the Nawab Wa-
zir, I11. 458.
Letters of, L 580.
Mo, Mr.
His dispute with a native of Bengal,
L 64. . -
Mupasr Bosta, Raja of Berar.  See Bos-
LA, Mudaji.
Muir, George, Colonel.
Distress of, IL. 514; IIIL 440,
Musep-up-DiN, Director of the Mokam-
medan College, IV. 745,
MUNGRORE.
Tribute of, remitted to Bulwant Sing,
IV. 95.
MuoxxigAR Sing, IL 917,
Munny BEGuM. See BENGAL, Nawabs of.
Muxro, Sir Hector.
Proclamation of, III. 25; IV, 29,
Grant of lands, &e. to, IV. 736.
MurraAY, David, Earl of Mansfield, Vis-
count Stormont.
Information given by him of war with
France, 1. xvii.
Examination of as witness, 11T §.
Speech in debate on the verdxct, 1v.
Ixiii, xviii,
Moderation of, II. 530,
MurTezA KHAN,
His dispute with the younger Begum,
I1L 333, )

Council of Revenue at, |

INDEX.

Mustaraa KaaAN, Raju.
Attempted rescue of, IV. 514.
Execution of, 1V. 515.

Napir Suan, King of Persia.
Invasion of Hindustan, II. 544.
Capture of Delhi, ITL 184,

NaiB Drwan,
Office of, I, ix.

Nais-KANUNGoO,
Office of, II. 412.

NaiB Nazim.
Office of, L. x.

NaiB SUBAHDAR, of Bengal,
Office of, I, vi; III. 523.
Confusion of, with that of guardian,
III. 525.
Sale of the Office, 1. 69. :
Suppression of, ITL 524; IV. 167.

Nagins oF LuckNow.

Levy of, by the Begums, . 584.

Cheyt Smg s force of, 1. 586.

Deseription of, III. 246.

Number of, at the battle of Pateeta,
TIL. 245.

Account given by those captured at
Pateeta, ITI, 232, 422; IV, 141,

Nayror, Thomas, Major.
Character of, I. 604.
March of, obstructed, I1I. 458,
Seizure, of the Kella by, 462.

NAzRs, or PRESENTS.
Various characters of, IL 15, 16.
Prohibited by the Directors, but ac-
cepted by Mr. Hastings, 1L 320.

Nxz,(M, The.
Confederate against the British, II.
626.
Detached from the confederacy, IIL

Nizamar.
Definition of, IV. 676.

Nizam-vL-MoLE.,
Plot of, I1L 184.

Nobgissin, Raja.

His loan to Mr. Hastings, II. 152,
154, 245; 1IL 643; 1V. 236, 242,
646, 743.

Refuses Mr. Hastings’ bond, II. 154.

Receives the management of a dis-
trict, IL. 155.

Is a defaulter, IL. 156.
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Norra, Hon. George Augustus.
Nominated to the Committee of Ma-
nagers, I, xxxix,

Norr, Frederick, Earl of Guilford.
His approval of Mr. Hastings’ mea~
sures, IL. 494, 518.
His opposition to Mr. Hastings, L
XXX,

Nuppka, Province of,
Corrupt letting of, IL. 228.
- Sums received from, IL 177, 192;

IV, 216.

Present of the Raja to Mr. Hastmgs,
1L 247,

Imprisonment of the Raja, tbid.

His testimonial in favour of Mr. Hast~
ings, IL. 206.

Nusru-up-Dowra, Nawab of Bengal. See
Bexnaar, Nawabs of.

Nuste Kuax, 111, 243,
Confederate against ‘the British, IL
626.
Stoppage of his pension, IV, 763.

NunpcoMar, Makaraja,

History of, I xxv. |

Advanced by Mr. Hastings, IT. 28,

Rejected as Naib Subahdar of Bengal,
L vi; IL 571,

Appomted prosecutor of Mohammed
Reza Khan, IL 27, 49, 570 ; IV.
180.

Bribes received from, II 278; IV,
662.

Charges of, against Mr. Hastings,
1. »xvi, 116; IL 389, 41, 280; 1V.
95, 171, 406, 735.

— re,)ected as evidence, II XX,
xxii.

Offer of, to assemble the zamindars,
1V. 31.

Conduct of, during the trial of Moham-
med Reza Khan, IIT. 518,

Mr, Hastings’ conduct to, IV, 174,

Plot against, L. 117.

Prosecution of, I 52, 113,117,292,

Charges against, IL, 118,

Execution of, L 69.

Murder of, 1mputed to Mr. Hastings;
1L 47, 109, et seqq.

Character of, I, 68 ; IL 48, 114, 570
IIL. 556.

Description of, &¢., IL 46 ; IIL. 544,

General distrust of, 11, 572,

) 807
Nunpurur, Farmer of the Revenues of
Rajeshaye.
Protected by Mr. Hastings, II. 242;
IV, 719. .

Character of, II, 192,

Dismissal and reappointment of, II. 242,

Oppression of, IL. tbid.

Present received from him, IL 244,
354, 541.

Acquittal of, IT. 243,

OatH TAKEN BY ToE COMPANY’S SER-
vaNnTs, 11. 274 3 III. 503.
Disuse of, III. 510,

OrrIcEs,
Sale of, I..114 ; II, 108,

Qooxr, City of.
Proposed attack upon, I1L 584,

OosauN Sing,
Appointed Naib of Benarves, IV, 417,

447,
Character of, IV. 417.

Or1om.

Adulterations of, &e., IV, 270,
Contracts for, V. 270
- —— granted to Mr. Sullivan, IV. 262.
—— losses upon, IV. 266.

— omission of the revocation

clause, IV, 271,

Monopoly of, 1. 357 ; II. 428,
Revenue from, IL 577, 582.

Trade in, with China, IT. 432, 674,

Or1uy, Inspector of,
Abolition of the office, IL 450; IV.

270. _
Re-establishment of it, IL 271.

Orprreies, The,
Case of, IV, 536-7.

Orissa, 1. 18,
Cession of the diwani of, I, vii,

OnmE, Robert. :

- Quotations from his History of the
Military Transactions of the British
Nation in Indostan, I1L 24, 232. -

Osporxg, John, Major,
Appointment of, under the Wazir,
IV. 519.
Depredations of, IV. 519,
Examination of, IIL iv,

QupE, Province of.
Description of, I. 372,
Reinstatement of the Subahdar of, L.71.
Balance due from him, II. 378.
Orders for his proteetion, II. 295;
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OupE, Province of-—continued. : Ovpk, Nawabs of—continued.

Government of, assumed by Mr. Hast-
ings, 1. 400.
History of the English connection
with, 1. 874 ; IIL 176.
Appointment of a Resident in, I. 377.
Division of the office of Resident, IV.
506.
Nobility of the country, IV. 533.
Revenue of, 1. 374.
Maladministration of the revenue,
IV. 510.
Subsidy from, II. 585.
Rebellion in, I, 416, 426, 469, 506, 721;
00 247, 414 ; 1IV. 514.
Drought in, III. 381.
Condition of, IV. 639, 641, 643, 647.
Effects of British interference in, IV.
478,
Desolation of, I. 605 ; IV. 513, 516.
OupE, Nawabs of, Wazirs of the Empire.
Saadat Ali Khan,
History of, 1. 377; I1L. 184, 242;1V.
109.
Character of, III. 183.
Conduct of, III. 242, 438.
Crimination of, 1V. 583.
Impunity allowed him, I 424, 588;
IIT. 242, ’

Suffdar Jung.
Notices of, I. 877, 419, 545.
Suja-ud-Dowla.
Notice of, . vii, 106, 214,
Rank of, IV. 387, 481, 483.
_Character of, IV. 481, 621.
Lxploits of, IT. 546 ; ITL 177.
Restoration of, IIL, 177.
Various offices held by him, 1I. 429.
Treaties with, L. xii; IL. 732 ; IIL
177.
His grant of jagirs to his mother,
L 379.

His dislike of his son, IV. 112.

His demands on Cheyt Sing, L 196.

His confirmation of Cheyt Sing's
title, I. 313.

His opposition to Cheyt Sing, II. 736.

His war with the Rohillas, 1. 376.

Liberal policy adopted towards him,
IV. 424,

His debt to the Company, IIIL 178,
317.

acknowledged by his son, IIL
317.

His meeting with Mr. Hastings, IL
905.

Submission of, II, 563 ; IIL 177.

Suja-ud-Dowla—continued.

Proposes a donation to the British
troops, 1I. 125.

Recommends  Asoff-ud-Dowla to
Mr. Hastings, IIL 186.

His purpose of building a fortified
treasury, IIL. 189, 335.

Deposits his treasure with the Be-
gum, IIL 182.

His respect for the Begum, IV, 112,

Death of, I xv; IL 597; I1L 178;
IV. 484. -

Suspected suppression of his will,
1II. 319.

Treatment of his family, 1. 419;
IV. 620, 624.

Asoff-ud-Dowla.

Character of, IV. 401.

Succession of, IL. 600 ; IV, 485,

Corrupt appointment of, II. 274.

Rank and position of, IV. 486.

Difficulties of, on his accession,
1IL. 346.

Charged with his father’s debts, IL.
599 ; III, 348.

Scheme for the payment of his ar-
rears, IV, 489,

Commutation of his debt to the
Company, IIL 274, 369.

Disordered state of his dominions,
IIL. 347.

TResources of, IV, 489.

His proposal to purchase the zamin-
dary of Benares, IV. 401,

His demands upon Cheyt Sing,
1. 268, 315. )
His treaty with the British, L xv.
317; IL 598 ; IIL 179; IV, 485.
His visit to Fyzabad, I. 582; IV.
598.

His .public correspondence with
Mr. Middleton, IV, 139.

Distress of, I. 525, 674; 1I. 327,
463; 1V. 296, 627.

Engages to surrender the manage-
ment of his treasury, I. 543.

Mutinous conduct of his troops, 111.
349.

His application for the assistance of
British officers, IV, 510.

British troops quartered apon, . 539,
678 ; II. 668.

Annihilation of his authority, IV.
644,

Remonstrances of, on the conduct of
Mr., Bristow, IL 677 ; IV, 506.
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Oupg, Nawabs of —continued.

Asoff-ud-Dowla—continued.

Protest against the reappointment
of Col. Hannay, IV. 516.

Demands upon, II, 884, 599.

Coercive treatment of, L 676 ; IV,
540, 605, 648.

His right to the treasures of Suja-
ud-Dowla, 1. 506 ; II. 604, 663 ;
1IL 180, 186, 195, 319, 327; IV.
110, 549,

admitted in the treaty of 1775,
IIL 832

Induced to resign his claim to the
treasure, L 885 ; II. 601.

His admission of the Begum’s right
to the treasure, I1I. 324. '

Restricted from applying to the Be-
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Oubpk, Nawabs of-—continued,

Asoff-ud-Dowla—continued.

Services rendered by him, IIL 393.

Fidelity of, ITI. 292, 390.

Denial of his own statements, IV,
650.

Influence of his favourites, I. 599.

Letters of, relating to the resumption
of the jagirs, I. 460, 462, 685 ;
IV, 617,

~—— complaining of the conduct of
British officers, &ec., IV. 517,
526.

—— exculpatory, III, 368.

—— of remonstrance, II, 383 ; 1V.
649. .

—— suppression of, II. 388.

Oupk, Begums of, Bow Begum and Allca

for a Joan, III. 357.
i Begum, Mother and Grandmother of

His disputes with the Begum, I. xx,

887, 499 ; IIL. 201, 325, 851, 356; |  Asoff-ud-Dowla.
1V. 117, 489, ) ]
His reconciliation with the Begum, See I:I;;I:Acuuw'x‘ OF WARREN Hast-

II. 670.

His treaties with the Begum, L
393, 197,498, 518, 707 ; 1L 739;
III. 348 ; IV. 626. - !

denounced by Mr. Hastings,

III. 348.

guaranteed by the British, IV
626.

His reluctance to resuIme the Bt:-

’s jagirs, etc., I. 413, 461,
gggl; IIIg. 273, 447; IV. 136,
536, 538, 544, 556.

s willingness to resume the Be-
gum’s jagirs, &e., IIL 272, 310.
Joins Mr. Hastings at Chunar, ILL

229,

His present of ten lacs to Mr.
Hastings, II. 259, 386 ; IIL 624;
1V. 235, 325.

His offer of a second present of ten
lacs to Mr, Hastings, 1782, II.
372, 389; IIL 6523 1IV. 725
726.

—— his refusal to transfer it to the
Company, IIL. 654, 661.

secrecy of it, IT, 389, 655,

Subserviency to Mr. Hastings, L
xxiii. 624 ; IV. 506.

Mr. Hastings' conduct to, IV, 488.
Testimonial of, in favour of Mr.
Hastings, IV, 650. )
Ignorance of the rebellion of the

Begums, IV, 598,

History of, L xix, I, 377 ; IV. 557,

Endowment of, 111, 185.

Sources of their property, IV. 555.

Resources of, ITL. 282, 472,

Affluence of, IIL 278 ; IV. 116.

Relation of, to the British nation,
III. 3875.

Irritation of, at the cession of
Benares, I11. 367, 400.

Guarantees to, L. 474, 520, 633, 683.

violation of, I. 691.

Treaties with, 1775 and 1778, IV,
123.

Sums extorted from them, I xxiii.
474.

Reconciliation of with the Waazir,
II. 679.

Violation of the offer of indemnity
to, IV, 427.
Grant of jagirs to, I 879,
Resumption of the jagirs, L xxii,
407, 409, 414, 470, .
Restoration of their jagirs, IIL. 287,
Seizure of their treasures, I. 426,
634 ; 1V. 569.

Offer of compensation to, II. 498,
665 ; III. 235, 456.

Charges against, L 547, 560, 578;
599, 601 ; IV. 140, 583, '

Hostility of, I. 556; ITI, 660 ; III.
382, 389, 395; V. 600.

~—— affidavits relating to, L. 556, et
seqq.
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OupE, Begums of—continued,

OupE, Begums of—continued.
Complicity of, with Cheyt Sing, I.

Bow Begum-—contiuued.

465 IL 864, 924; L 411, et

eqq.

Recepﬂon of Cheyt Sing’s agent by
them, ITT. 399.

Forces of, TI1. 309.

Required to quit their residence, IV,
564,

Attack on their palace, I xxii.

Impossibility of bringing them to
trial, TIL 375, 454,

Surrender of, IV. 428.

Argument in their favour, 1. 466.

Their ill feeling towards Mr.
Hastings, I. 637.

Ill-treatment of, L. 702.

Innocence of, IV. 574.

Duty of oﬂ"enng them reparation,

NIV 151, h
ecessity of the measures against
their ministers, XL 438.

AlleaBegum, Motherof Suja-ud-Dowla,

Bow Begum,

See ImpeACHMENT, Art. IL
Parentage of, IT1. 183.
Character of, IIL 312,

Claims exemption from tankhwahs,

IIL. 208.

Complaint of, 1. 511.

Guarantee of the Company to, I
509, 391 ; IIL 207.

—— opposed by Mr. Hastings, II1.
208.

Mother of Asoff-ud-
Dowla. See IMPEACHMEXNT, Art.
L.

Committed to the protection of
Mr. Hastings, 1. 495.

Dowry of, I1. 604 ; III. 193.

Resourees of, L 703 ; IIL 351,

Treaty with the Wazir, L 518;
1I1. 197, 345, 357 ; IV, 118.

Guarantce of the Company to her,
1. 387, 506; XL 604 ; 1IL 199,
210, 358, 361, 393 3 IV. 120,
122,

= forfeiture of, YL 495, 663
IIL 271 ; IV. 130,

Her interference in behalf of Asoff-
ud-Dowla, 494,

Her disputes with Asoff-ud-Dowla,
1. 382, 499.

- Her agreement with Asoff-ud-

Dowla, 1. 387.
Her loans to Asoff-ud-Dowla, 1. 497.
Infringement of her rights by the
Wazir, IV. 598,

Resistance to the Wazir, 4. 722 ;
III. 311.

Appeal to Mr. Hastings, I 384,
686.

Appeal to Mr. Middleton, L. 471, 682.

Adttempts at extortion on, L 693.

Her hostility to the Waair, IIL 313,
354.

Intrusted -with the management of
the revenue, I1L 181.

Desires the removal of Murteza
Khan, IIL 366.

Her indifference to the representa-
tions of Mr. Middleton, IL 661.

Disaffection of, IL 495, 515.

Extortionate conduct of, III. 197.

Her complicity with Cheyt Sing,
L 228 et seqq. ; IV, 422, 558,
585.

Sends troops to the assistance of
Cheyt Sing, IL 662.

Her attempts to tamper with the
Company’s troops, I1L 261.

Rewards offered by her for the heads
of British officers, IIL 265, 420.

Her account of the affair at Tanda,
II1. 259.

Assistance rendered by her to Capt.
Gordon, 1. 589; 1iI 304; IV.
145,

Her demand of an inquiry into the
case of Capt. Gordon, L 687;
1V. 590,

Complaints of, to Mr. Bristow, IIL
368,

Title of, to the treasares of Suja-
ud-Dowla, 1. 380 : II 496 ; 1IL -
182, 186, 201, 272, 320, 602)
IV. 112, 117,

Deposit of the treasures with her,
11L 322, 335.

Amount of property in her posses-
sion, I. 386 ; ILL 314, 816.

Threatening langnage of, I 681,
684 ; I11. 278,312, 457 ; 1V, 148.

o~ justification of, IV. 148.

Seizure of her treasure, L 497, 6563
1II. 463.

Sale of her goods, 1. 692.

Interference of, in behalf of the
women of the Khourd Mahal, IV.
631.
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Oupk, Begums of — continued. PARLIAMENT—CcOnbinued.
Bow Begum — continued, House of Lords.
Her desire to visit Mecca, L510; Report of Committee of precedents,
IIL 188. - IL xxxviii.
Letters to Mr. Bristow, L 589 y IIL Debates on the several articles of
355. the impeachment, IV. xlviii, et

—— to Mr, Hastmgs.IV 589,

PaLuEr, William, Iilq;of.
Appointed Resident in Oude, IV. 526.
Instractions to, IL 373 y IIL 656.
—— communicated to the members of
the Board, 1II. 658.
- ————not recorded, IIL 661.
Evidence of, II. 902.

Panna, Rani, Mother of Cheyt Sing.
Defends the fort of Bidjey Gurh, ITL.
164.
Attack on, I 929.

Breach of public faith towards, L 291.

Capltulauon of, L. 285.

Hastings® treatment of her, IL 933.
Insult offered to, I. 286.

Plunder of her followers, 1L 932,

PANIPAT,
Battle of, IL 546.°

PArsER, Thomas, Eard of Maccleqﬁeld

Reference to his impeachment, 1. 4 ;

V. 340,

ParrLiAMENT of Great Britain.

Unanimity of the two Xouses in the
impeachment, I 2.

Corruption of members, TV. 523.

Ruiles of pleading in, IV. xxxvi, xlii

Act of 13th Geo. L, IL 122; IV,
260, 325.

<—— charge relating to trnnsacuons
subsequent to, IIX 570.

—— interpretations of, 1L 319; IIL
571, etseqq. ; IV. 191,

o~ —— by the Directors, IV. 200,

202.
— by Mr. Hastings, IL 125;
1V.198.
~—— limitation clause’ in, 101 673
IV 663.
< misquotation of by Counsel, IV.
193, 197.
e gection 7, IV, 411,
_«— sections 23 and 24, IV. 197,
Act of 24th Geo. 1IL, III. 577, 580 ;
IV.753.
clause prohibiting receipt of gifts
for the use of the Company, KIL 579.
~—— restricts the Governor-General’s
power of makmg war; IV. 769,

seqq.

Changes in the peerage during the

trial, IIL, xi; IV. Ixix, 347.
House of Commous.

Sitting of the Colchester committee
IL 4.

Resolutions against the Government
of India, I. xxxii; IV. 355.

Secret Committee for inquiry into
Indian affairs, I. xxxii ; IIL 504.
Select Committee for the same, L

Cxxxiiy IL 72.

Committee of Impeachment, I. xxxviii.

Committee to expedite the trial, ITL xi.

Select Committee for inquiry into the
conduct of the Managers, ILL xxxiii,

Report of Committee on causes of
delay, IV. xxxiii.

Disapproval of measures of Mr. Hast-
ings, IV. 762.

Request to postpone the trial, IIL
xxxiii, xxxVv.

Disavow the charge against Mr. Hast-
ings of the death of Nundcomar,
II. 112.

Function of, in impeachments, I. 183.

Privileges of, 1L 691.

Moderation of, 1. 4.

Charge against, of ingratitude, IV.
329.

Readiness to gra.nt an inquiry, IV. 353.

T ATEETA.
Battle of, T. xix, 595; IIL 422,

ParersoN, John David
Reports on the province of Dinage-
pore, L xxviii, 149 ; II. 238y 1V.
*xxil
Treatment of, I. 152.
Character of, L 148,
His testimony in favour of Mr. Hast-
" ings, IL 610.

{ Patra, Council of.

Opposes the letting of Behar to Kel-
* leram and Cullian Sing; IL 405.
Parxa, Province of.
Sums received from, L. 177, 190;
IV.215.
~—— defalcation of Mr, Hast.mgs in.

respect of them, IV, 229,284,
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PEcuLATION, Indian. l’onm_cumm'. _
Inquiries into, by the Commons, Siege of, 1L, 703.
L 122 | POORUNDER.

PeERAGE. See PArriamzext, House of
Lords. ’

Pearce, T. D., Colonel.
Importance of his junction with Sir
Xyre Coote, IIIL 614.
Letter of, IV. 286

Prruasm, Hon. Thomas,
Nominated to the Committee of Mana-
gers, I xxxviii.
Speech of, 1. 436,

PENsIONs,
Grants of, 1. 296,
Pensions in lieu of jagirs, L. 408.
Nonpayment of, I, 475,
Withdrawal of, IT. 59,

Pers1ax CorrEsPONDENCE,
Suppression of, IV, 492

PEsnKUSH, or FINE.
Description of, 1. 131; 1L 15; IIL
619,

PEsawa, The,
Assassination of, II, 612.

Pet1s pE LA Cro1X, Frangois.
Extracts from his History of Gen-
ghizean, IV, 366, .

Piceorr, — , .
Counsel for the prosecution, I. xxxix.

Prrr, Rt. Hon. William, Chancellor of the

Ezxchequer.

India Bill of, I. xxxiv.

Conduct with regard to the impeach-
ment, I. xxxv~vii; IL xxxvii.

His altercation with Mr. Burke, IL
xiv,

His approval of the demands of Cheyt
Sing, II. 712.

Speech of, on: the Benares charge,
1, 224, :

Motion of thanks to the Managers,
V. xlv,

. PrumeR, Thomas, Barrister-at-Law,
Counsel for the Defence, I. xxxix.,
Speeches of, IL 685, 742, 796, 851,

899; IIL 295, 344, 388, 436,

Porier, Colonel.
Letters of, IL 603.

Treaty of, IV. 767,
e— breach of, by Mr. Hastings,
IV. 765.

PoraamM, William, Colonel,
Character of, I1I, 166.
Capture of Bidjey Gurh by, I 285;
II1. 166.

Letter of, relating to the plunder of
Bidjey Gurh, IL 931. .

Hastings’ directions to him, 1. 286,
355, : :

His appropriation of the booty nt
Bidjey Gurh, L 546.

Evidence of, IIL. 232, 427.

Correction of his evidence, 1II. 245.

PrAwN KISHEN,
Appointment of, a8 Naib Kanungo,
1L 412,

PruseNts. See ImpeacuMERT, Art. VI,
Charge relating to, IL xvi, xxxv,
Custom in India relating to, IL 15,

588. .

Prohibition of the receipt of, 1. 70, 73,
90, 161 ; IL 15, 16, 83, 276, 320.
Covenants relating to, 1. 105, 108 ;

IL. 15,

Distinction between those taken be-
fore and after the Act of 1773,
II. 277.

Application of, to the public service,
1L 513.

Presents for entertainment, IL. 85,

Legality of accepting presents for the
use of the Company, III. 575.

Receipt of, by wives of Governors-
General, IL, 200.

Communication of the receipt of, to
the Directors, 1. 630.

List of those accepted by Mr, Hast-
ings, II. 822,

Account of, IL. 199.

Prize MoNEY.
Reprobated by Mr. Hastings, 1. 289,

PROSECUTIONS, State.
Precedents in, 1I. 529,
Remarks on the duty of prosecutors,
IL 111,

PROSTITUTES.
Tax on, in India, I. 137,

ProviNciAn ConstITUTIONS, I, 91,
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ProvinciaL Couxcies, See Councivs,

PRUDENCE.
Its applicability to vice, I. 621.

PorLING, Charles, Political Resident at
Lucknow.
His disbelief of the Begums’ guilt, IV.
© 605,

His imposition of taukhwahs on the |

jagirs, IIL. 208,

Report of, L 393,

Respeets the treaties with the Begums,
I, 522,

Evidence of, IT, xii ; ITL 300.

PURNEA, Provinee of.
Deby Sing’s government of, L. 136,
RapaNavT, Raja. See RHADANAUT,

RAFAEL v. VERELST.
Verdict in the case of, I, 402.
RacoBa, Ragonath, Peshwa of the Mah-
rattas. .
Succession of, IL, 612,

His treaty with the Bombay Govern- |-

ment, IL. 612,

Provision for, under the treaty of i

Poorunder, IV 767.
Rar-raYaN, See Roy Royaw,

Ragas,
Power of, L. 41.

RAJESHAYE, Province of,
Disputed succession to, II, 249,
Let to Nundulul, IT. 228, 242,
Impovenshment of, II. 245,
Ejection of the Ram of, II, 242.
Her ‘charge against M. Hastings’

banyss, II. 241.

Restoration of the Rani, IL 245.

RareraH, Sir Walter,

Treatment of, by Lord Coke, II. 530;

IV, 846,

Ram LoLr.
Tmprisonment of, III. 281.

Rax SinNe.
Affidavit of, 1. 567 ; IL 925,

RAMARAIN,
Murder of, I, 64.

RAMNUGUR.”
Massacre at, IL, 921 ; IIL 162,

RawaJ-vtL-Murk, the Common Land
L 9l

RAzmmu, 11, 107,
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REcorp, System of.
Adopted by the Company, 1. 28.
Advantages of, L. 29.
Subverted by Mr. Hastings, L, 30.

| REGENCY BILL.

Case of the, IL 714.
REGISTRAR.

Office of, L. 168.

! RENNELL, J ames, Major
Extract from his Memoir of & Map nj
Hindustan, II. 535.

RepoRTERS. See SHORT HAND WRITERS.

ResipENT, Political.
Office of, IV, 455,
Monopolies reserved to, at Benares,

L 3.
Mjschievous influence of, 1. 236, 295.

REVENUE.

Administration of, committed to the
Governor and Council, 1. 393,

Administration of by Mr. Hastings, T,
160, 178; IL 127, 211, 221,

Committee of, ITL. 57 9; IV. 715.

Defalcation of L 110..

Dispute as to the meaning of the term,
L 32.

Injury of, II. 212; IV, 719,

Plans for the administration of, adopted
by Mr. Hastings, IL 2183, 215."

Supervision of, I, 74.

Farmers of, I. 111; IV, 644, 708.

, Council of.

Appomtment of, 1. 74, 126; II. 400;
IIT. 678; IV 252.

Constitution of, II. 400,406 3 1Ir. 64-,

680,

The office of Diwan compared wnth
that of Chancellor of the Exchequer,
I 414,

Prohibited from accepting presents,
IL 163,

State of receipts under, II. 421.-

Results of, IIT, 688,

Ineﬂiciency of, I. 161; IL 222.

Cost of, I, 128,

| Raapanavr, Raja of Dinagepore.
Testimonial in favour of Mr. Hastmgn,
IL 7, 204; IV. 723,

Risawar.
Description of, IL 15.

ROHILOUND,

Annexation of to the kingdom of
3 Oude, I, 378,



814

ROHILOUND—continued.
Rohilla war, L. xi, 375,

——Reprobated by the Couneil, IL.

592,

—~=— Debt ansmg from, I. 876,

~—-— Remarks on, IL 592, -

Charge relating to the Rohillas, I.
XXXVi.

Subjugation of the Rohillas, I. xiv.

Sale of jo the Wazir, IV..763.

Thelr treaty with the Nawab Wazir,

Thelr treaty with Suja-ud-Dowla, I
583.

Ror Durvr. -
Sums obtained from, IV. 662.

Roy RADACHURN.
Proceedings against, IV. 666.

Roy Rovan, Superintendent of
Khalsa.
Office of, 1. ix ; 1I. 401.
Abolition of, IT, 408,

Rocrrsteg, Bishop of. See Horsiey.

Romeorp, Thomas, President of Madras,
I xxxiii.

the

RuNerorE, Province of.
Farmed by Deby Sing, 1. 138,
Rebellion of, I. xxviii, 147,
Atrocities committed in, I. 141.

SAADAT ALl KuAN. See Oupe,Nawabsof. |

SacreveReL, Henry, D.D,
Trial of, IV, xxxvi.

SADANUND, Bakshi of Cheyt Sing.

His transactions with Mr, Hastings,

* IV. 62

Present of, to Mr. Hastings, 1. 231;
II. 550, 629; LI 102; IV. 217,
222, ’

Justification of its receipt, II. 628,

Larkins’ account of, II. 851.

SADRr-AL-HAx Kaaw, Chicf Justice.
Appointment of, IL 296.
Complaint of, II, 92; IV. 679, 681. "

S, CLAIR, Sir James Erskine,
Appointment as Manager, L xxxiv,
* Speech of, II. 447.

81, Jorn, Hon, Andrew.
Nomination to the Committee of Ma-
nagers, I, xxxix,
Opening of the fourth Charge by, II.
XXXix, 425, .

INDEX.

SALBuRRY.
Grant of, to Gunga Govind Sing, I.

Sarny.
Treaty of, IV. 765.

SALSETTE.
Cession of, IT. 612,
Sarr.
Revenue from, IL 577, 581.

SALTPETRE.
Monopoly of, I. 357.

Savee, Joseph, Serjeant-at-Law.
Case submitted to, II, 78, 80,

Scinora, Madaji.
Treaty of, &e., IL. 626, 630, 647, 658.
Testimonial of, 1. 97.

Scorr, Jonathan, Major, M.P.

Records in his custody, IV. 493.

His challenge to Mr. Burke, I. xxxv.

Letter to the Directors intrusted to
him by Mr. Hastings, TII. 632.

Libellous letter of, 11, xxxvi,

Reprimanded by the Commeons, II.
xxxvii.

| Scorr, Lieutenant.

Murder of, I, 916; I11.160.

Sco'r'r, William, LL.D., Counsel for Pro-
secution, I xxxix.
Scorr, ~—, Merchant.

Assxstzmce rendered by him to Captain
Gordon, ITT, 403.

Suppression of his testimony, I. 631.

ScearToN, —, Commissioner for India.
Loss of, at sea, 1. 73.

Sears, THE THREE,
Story of, L 52 ; II. 553.

SECUNDERPOOR,
Reports from, IV. 474.

SEID GHOLAM HussEIN KAAN,
His account of the death of Miram, IT.
551,

Sevr-up-Dowra, Nawab of Bengal, Sce

BENGAL, Nawabs of.

Snan AEM. See Mocun EmPERORS.

SHAW, Mr., Solicitor for the Dt.j/'ence

L. xxxix.
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SHORE, Sir John,
Appointed President of the Board of
Revenue, I 161; IL 221, 406;
. IIL 686; IV. 715.

Alleged complicity of, in Mr, Hast-
ings’ actions, IT1I. 307, 689.

His disapproval of provincial councils,

_ IOL 677,

His opinion of Gunga Govind Sing,

- 1. 684.

Character of, ITIL 307.

Evidence of, on the nature of jagirs,
IIL. 305.

— telating to the commiitee of
revenue, II. 409 ; - IIL. 687, 689;
1V. 716.

—— relating to the government of
Bengal, IV. 693.

Remarks, &c., by, L. 127,

Objection to the admission of his
report, IIL xix. -

Suepivr KHaAN.
Defeat of, IT1. 898.

Smeikn Aur Nucky, Wakil of Cleyt
Sing. :

His assent to the demand of a subsidy,
II. 806.

Sueisn Moaammep MIg.
Account of the massacre at Sivalaya
by, I 916.
Evidence of, III. 393.
SHEWALLA. See SIVALAYA.

SHERIDAN, Richard Brinsley, M.P.

Nomination of to the Committee of

Managers, xxxvm

Eloquence of, I, xiii,

Speech .of, in moving the second
Article "of the impeachment, I
xxxvii,

His retort on Dundas, IV. 113,

Tllness of, I. 656.

Speeches of, I 481, 560, 627, 659;
IV. 105.

Character of his speeches, I1, xiii ; IV.
xxix. . -

Anecdote of, IV. xxix.

Smran Roy, Diwan of Paina,
Account of, L ix.
Arrest of, I 28.

SHORT-HAND WRITERS.
Joseph.
Accuracy of their reports, 1. xlii; IV.
xx, 129.

See GURNEY,
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SaurpuAM, Capiain.
Evidence of, ITI, 431.
Snomsmire Kuan,
His conduct at Tanda, I 57 1;
239, 310, 403, 404.
Impnsonment of 1. 656.
Leniency shown to, 1. 697.

Sieanpy. Definition of) I. 363,

SikHS. )
 Apprehended invasion of, II. 861.

Stmes, Captain.
Evidence of, ITL 431,

S1vALAYA GHAT.
Massacre of English at, I. 253; IIL
907, 915, et seqqg; IIL 159; IV.
‘92,
SmiTH, —, ,S'olzcztor of the Company.
His bias in favour of Mr. Hastings, II.
74.

SOLOMON.
Altar of, IV, 115.

Soverelen Power.
Nature of, IV. 36.
Reciprocal duties of sovereign and
subjeet, II. 761,
Mr. Hastings’ view of sovereignty, L.
202, IV, 383,

SPANIARDS,
Oppression of, 1. 262,

SPEECHES ON THE TRIAL. ,
.Reports of, I. x1; IL xlv; IIIL xxxix;

oI,

IV. x

Speech of William Adam, I, 368,

— of John Anstruther, I, 307; II.
210.

—— of Edmund Burke, L. 1, 45, 101,
152, 862; IL 1, 62, 109, 171; IV.
331, 879, 433, 480, 529, 576, 620,
671, 733,

—— of Robert Dallas, III. 1, 62, 119,
497, 540, 595, 642,

w—w of Charles James Fox, 1. 183;
II. 271, 372; IV. 154, 197,

——— of Charles Grey, L 265; IV.1,

—— of Warren Hastings, II. 482.

—— of Edward Law, IL. 524, 578,
635; IIL 172, 235, -

—— of Thomas Pelham, I. 436.

~—— of Thomas Plumer, II. 685, 742,
851, 899; IIL 295, 344, 388, 436,

—of Sn‘ James Erskine St Clmr,
11, 447,

. —=—of Hon., Andrew St. John, IT.
425,
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SPEECHES ON THE TrIAL—continued.
Speeches of Richard Brinsley Sheridan,
. 481, 560, 627, 659; IV. 105.
- of Michael Angelo Taylor, IV,
259, 298.
“SPIES.
Employment of, 1. 30.
StaeLes, John, Member of the Supreme
Council, 1. 719, _
~ Minute of, I. 176.
Objection of to the system of agency,
IV. 291.
His disbelief of the Begum’s guilt, IV,
605.
Inguiry proposed by him, I. 443; IV.
' 615.

Evidence of, IL. vii, xi; III, 27; IV. 31.
Examination of, I, vii, x,
StALKER, Lieutenant.
Murder of, IL 914; IIT. 160,
Stannork, Charles, .Earl Stanhope.
Observations on admission of evidence,
&e. IL. vii, xxiv, xxxii; IIV, i, xiii,
xix, xxv; IV. v, xix.
Refusal to vote on the verdict, IV, Ixix,
StieeerT, George, General.
.Allowances granted to, IL. 439, 507,
Letter of, respecting the "bullock
" trains, Iv. 2ss.
SToCKDALE, John, Publisher,
’ Prosecution of, IL. iv.

StorMONT, Viscount. See MrRRAY, David.

- StraFrForD, Earl of See WENTWORTH,
Thomas.
SUBAHDAR.
Description of, IV. 485.
SunsecTs.
Liability of, to contribute to the sup-
. port of the empire, IL 717,

SuppANUND, See SADANUND.
Supr-vr.-Hax KAAN, See SADR-vL-Hax
Knan,

SorrpAR June, Nawab of Oude.
QupEg, Nawabs of.

Surrork, Earl of. See Howarp, John.

Svsa-vp-Dowra, Nawab of Oude. See
Oupk, Nawabs of.
Suaan Sing, Brother of Cheyt Sing, 1. 291.
His contemplated attack on Mr, Hast-
ings, II. 921.
His attack on the boats at Ramnugur,
. 1L 162,

See

INDEX, .

’

SurtivaN, Stephen, Son of the Chairman
‘of the Company. I1. 452; IV. 268,
His intimacy with Mr. Hastings, IV.
269, 709, ,
Cont!'act for opium granted to, 1L
xxxix, 427, 429, 449, 451, 674;
IV. 262, 709.
~—— his unfitness to undertake it, II.
452; IV, 268. .
loss to the Company on it, IT.
431 451.
— “reason for mot putting it- to
auction, IL. 504.
— sales of, IL. 431, 451; IV, 269,

SurranPoor, Distriet of. .
Assigned for the support of the Khourd :
Mabhal, IIT. 479.

SuMNER, William.
Bail for Mr. Hastings, IV. 661, 662.
Member of Council of (‘alcutta, L 50, .
Evidence of, IV, 706.
Speech of in the House of Commons,1
IV, xlvi.

SuPreME CoUNCIL. See CoUNCIL GENERAL |
oF BENGAL.

SurreMe Powee.
Nature of, 1. 80.

SurAJ-uD DowrA. See BENoar, Nawaba:
of.

Syues, Michael, Lieutenant,
Murder of, II. 916; IIL 160.
TAMERLANE,
Character of, II. 534, )
Fra of, L. 8 ‘
His renuncmhon of arbitrary power, \
IV. 370,
Institutes of, I, 85; IV. 869.

TANDA, a town in Oude.
Obstruction offered to Capt. Gordon
at, I 571, 588; IL 661; IIL 240
258, 402; IV. 142, 589,

TaRrTAR DyFasty, L 89.

TAUFIR.
Description of, II1. 306.

TAVERNIER, Jean Baptiste.
Extracts from his Travels in India, L|
89 ; IL 538.

TAXATION.
Principles of, IV. 532.
Tavror, Michael Angelo.
. Nomination of, to the Committee of
Managers, I. xxxviii,
Speeches, IV. 259, 298,
-
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'szxl. Feudal, II. 718. VANDIVASH,
Terry, Edward, ® Battle of, IL 639.
' Extract from his Voyage to East India, | VaxsirrarT, George.
IL 536, 537. Character of, 1. 61.

TesTMoNtaLS in favour of Mr. Hastings,
IL 5, 647, 683 ; IV. 476, 728.
THoRNHILYL, Cudbert.
Engages in illicit trade in opium, IL
433.
Tuuvarow, Edward, Lord Chancellor of
England,
.¢Opinion of, as to the plan of éonduct-
ing the trial, IL v.
Retirement of, ITL. xi.
Observations on the report on the
causes of delay in the trial, IV. xlii.
Speeches in debate on the several
Cbarges, IV. xlviii, et segq.
Tmun, See TAMERLANE.
Tieroo Satm; IL 648. . ~
ToRTURE.
Employment of, I. 143.
TRADE.
Abuse of privileges of, L. 65.
TREATIES.
Law relating to, ITL 175, 209, 227,
372; IV. 390.

Tria, orF WaRrReN HasTiNos. See

HasTiNGs, Warren; See In-
PEACHMENT, -
Troors, British,
Donation to, prohibited -by Mr. Hast-
ings, IL 125.

Imposition of, on the Nawab of Oude,
' L 450, 625.
Sufferings of, from want of pay, I. 234.
TrowarD, Richard, Solicitor for the
Prosecution, 1. xxxix.
His bill of costs, IV. Ixx,
Torkisa EMPIRE.
Power of the Grand Seignior, L 82.
Corruption of the Government, IL 9,
12, 101, 465,
TymANTS. .
Arrogance of vulgar tyrants, IV, 480.
Uprox, Colonel.
His treaty with the Mahrattas, IL 618;
IV. 765.
VANRDERHAGEN, — ., B
Agency of, IV. 813.
—— censured by the Directors, IL
442; IV. 313, :

VOL. 1V,

His exemption flom restrictions of
trade, 1. 66. .

His opinion of Nundcomar, IL 571.

4 Narrative of the Transactions in
Bengal, by, IL 558.

VarreL, Emmerich de.
Extracts from his  Law of Nations,
IIL 202, 211, 227,
Veexrst, Henry, Governor of Bengal, 1.73.
Oath taken by him, IL 274; 509,
VERRES, Caius.
Case of, IL 6.

Wabg, Joseph, Captain.
Evidence of, ITL 233, 422.

WarLis, — , Solicitor for the Prosecution,
L xxxix,

‘WarLsiNGEAM, Earl of. See Grey, Thomas
de.
‘WarsoN, Henry, Colonel. )
His treatise on the opium trade, IT.
433.
Letter of, IV. 274.

Wazir oF THE EmMpIre. See Oupg, Na-
wabs of.

WEARG, Sir Clement, Attorney-General,
Moderation of) II, 530.
WeppERBURYN, Alexander, Lord Lougk-
borou
Case submitted to, IL 78.

Speeches in Committee of the House
of Lords, IV, xlviii, et seqq.
WeNTworTH, Thomas, Earl of Strafford.
Reference to his impeachment, L 259,

433 ; IV, xxxvi.

WreELER, Edward, Member of the Supreme

Council, )

Assent to the demand on Cheyt Sing,
1L 704, 706, 800; III. 63. -

Objection of to the extra allowances
of Sir Eyre Coote, IV, 295,

His objection to the bullock-contracts,

nw;l:zso, 284&287. S
is share in the smuggling expedi-
tion to China, IV. 27%38. § expeds

Motion for inquiry, by, L'725; IV,
614,

Delegation of power to, 1 254, 337
e T CoE
3r
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‘WHELER, Edward-—continued.
Correspondence of, with Mr. Hastmgs,
IOI. 253.
Evidenee of, IV, 133.
Death of, L. 126.‘

‘WHELER, Mrs.
Alleged presents to, IV 297,

WieLey, ‘EdmumI M. P’

Motion for ‘resuimption of the trial, |

;[V i
Wmnnnnoncn, Wlllmm M.P, L xxxvi.
WILLIAMS, David,, Captain.

Mutmy of his_troops, IL. 925; IIL

301.
Orders the execution “of Mustapha
Raja Xhan, IV. 515.

Documentary evidence adduced by ‘

him, IV, 595. )
Affidavit of, I. 575.°
- Evidence of,-III. xiii, xvii, 242, 244,
261, 406, 418.
.,Character ot; Iv. 597.

WINDHAM, Rt. Hon. William.
One of the Committee of Managers, L
xxxviii.

WITNESSES

Question of impeaching the credit of, '

o Il
Examination of witnesses for the
 Defence, IIL vii, x, xviii.
 Forfeiture of credit of, IV. 586. :
Loss of, by death, &ec, lI. 483 ;
I xiv; IV, 8347:
Their character impugned by Mr.
Hastings, IV. 586.
WOMBWELL, — .
Evidence of,
Women. -
Indian prejudices respecting them, I.
878, 492.
WoopMiN, John, Attorney of Mr. Hast-
ings.
Examination of, IIT. xxi¢.

WOREGAUM.
Convennon of, 11, 617.

I xvidi, 482.

INDEX.

WozLp, The, Newspaper.
° Libel in, ITT. xxxiii,
Prosecution of, IL. xxx.

Wo'r'ron, Sir Henry
' Anecdote of, 1. 123.

‘WrigEY, William, Accountant-Geneml
the Company.
Evidence of, I xxx, 469 ; IIL xx
" 631, ' ‘
. WRITERS IN THE SERVICE OF THE Cor
rm, L 16,

Yumm Au Kuan.
Corruption of, II. 95.

YETERAM-UD-DOWLA, IL 118.

¢ ..Application of, for the office of guaL.
dian of the Nawab, &c., IL. 33, 295
IV 155.

1Yom:, Archbishop of. See MARKHANj

Yorxe, Sir Joseph, - |
\ Memorial to the Dutch Governmens
! T 373.

| Youne, William. :
| Purchases Sullivan’s contraet, II. 431
Ev:dence of, ITI. 617, 622; IV. 266. ¢

7ALIM Snm, Raja.
+ - . Captures the camp of Major Mac:
donald, I. 574 ; IIL 261, 411.

Zavura KHan, I xi

' ZAMINDARIES,
Alienation of, I. 172.

ZAMINDARS. - -
Description of 1. 78; IV. 857, 485.
Terms of tenure. of, II 216, 217 622
719.
Order of the Directors in favour oi
hereditary zamindaries, IL. 219.

ZANANA, The.
Sanctity of, 1. 880, 493, 494; IIL
188, 334, 836 ; IV, 112, 113.
Concealment of treasure in, I. 683.




CORRIGENDA.

Vou. L, p. xix, 1. 13 from bottom, for Manny read Allea,

P 224, note, for 1776 read 1786.

p- 260, 1. 7, for distinguishable read distinguishing.

P. 402, 1. 15 from bottom, for terms read turns.

p. 416, 1. 6, for dilator read delator.

Vou. IL, p. Liv., L. 4, for 1780 read 1790 v

PP 572, 573, in all side. notes bnt t.hg ﬁrst, for Mohammed Reza Khan

read Nundcomar, .
p. 849, in side note, far President read Resxdent.

Vor. 111, p. 196, 1. 15 from bottom, for 1765 read 1775,
p- 208, 1.5 fron_l\bottom, Jor Munny read Allea.
———— p. 531, side note, for Bow read Baboo.
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