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CONCLUSION 0 F _ S U 1\11\1 A U Y 

OF 

PROCEEDINGS ON THE TUIAL. 

By the terms of the vote of the House of Peers, previous 1'19-1 
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 ~::!~lIg 
of January, 1'194; and, on the 23d of the month, the ment. 

House of Lords, on the 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 1\ message be sent" to the Lords representing Deoireorthe 

Commons to 
the wish of the Commons to proceed upon the trial from :~e 
c;Jay to day, which was agreed to without a division. ~tZO~. 
Mr. J ekyl seized the opportunity given by a motioll on 3:::7 Mr. 

the subject of t.he impeachment to reflect on the uncx- JekyL 

ampled tediousness of the proceedings, and to stigmatise 
the protraction of the trial lUI a serious violation of the 
liberties of the people. He was checked in further observa .. 
tions of the, same character by being called to order by the 

" Speaker. • 
. "The Lords having assembled in Westminster Hall, ~:~~~tn 
on the 13th of Februnry, the l18th day of the trial, 
Mr~ Law made a reques~ ·to th~ COUl-t that, althougb 
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1794. Mr. Hastings had closed Me defence, he might be allowed 
Reauest of to put a few questions to the Marquess Cornwallis, late 
t.he1>efen-
dant ttohsum- Governor General of India, who had lately arrived in 
mop e 

~~':."~:i'~s. Englim~ fl'om his government. This was not objected to 
by the Managers; but they took the opportunity of pointing 

• :r,.esireof thte out that Mr. Larkins, intimately connected, as the Com-
,uanagers Q ' 

t"a~'lil:::. Mr. pany's Acco\lntant. 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. 

Adjourn- On account of Lord Cornwallis' illness, the trial was 
ment on ac- • 
~~unt of the adiourned to the 19th, and from that day to the 25th Ju.srquess ., 

lli'~~iB' of the month; on which day, the I~ord Chancellor in-

Disinclina­
tion of De­
fendant to 
caJlMr. 
Larkins. 

formed the, Managers that, as the Marquess' indisposition 
still prevented him from attending, the Defendant had 
signified' his readiness to renounce 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 
took tlle opport.unity to remark on the disinclination of 
Mr. Hastings to, summon Mr. Larkins as a witness, and 
intimated the intention of the Managers to call him on 
the part of the prosecution. Mr. Law prote~ted that 
Mr. Hastings was not accountable to the Managers for hi&! 
motives in forbearing to call any particular witness; and, 
after a few observations from Mr. Burke, the Managers 

CO,unter proceeded to put in counter evidence to that of the 
eVIdence on 

C
thc Bcno.resDefendant on the Benares Charge. 

barge. 
Evidence to Al~nost the first point aim~d at by the Manngcrs, WM 
disprove the, - C . 
concurrence to dIsprove the statement of the ounsel, that the exactIons 
of theCoun-
eil inti the on Cheyt Sinl!' had been concun-ed in by Mr. lJ alJtings' col-
eXRe onIon' ..... 

Chert Sing. leagnes. The first paper produced by them with this \liew 
WIlS objected against by the Couneelj on the ground that 
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the concurrence of the different members of the.Council of 1'194. 
Calcutt.'lt in Mr. Hastings' measures had only been argued ObJ;ti;,n to 

in their speeches, but had not been brought forward in their bv.:?e':.':'n~r. 
'd Th L d Ch If' .. h • Counsel. eVl ence. . e or ance or s oplDlOn; owever, was lD . 

favour of its admission,' as being part of a consultation 
already received, and explanatory of other written evidence. 
The Managers, therefore, fol1owing up their success, pro- Summous!" 

d d '_11 M F ..' d . h' ]dr. FranCIS cee e to Clill r. ran CIS, In or er to examme 1m . on the 
degree of assent given by him to the demands on Cheyt 
Sing. But Mr. Law at once interposed, with the objection His. enmi· 

nation obo 
that, if the examination of Mr. Francis were allowable at iOO!"ddto bt't 

• - Delen an II 
all, it should. have taken place at an earlier stage of the Counsel. 

proceedings, when the evidence for the prosecution was 
being brought forward; but that, if he were now summoned 
cr for the purpose ~f 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 
ensued, and in which Mr. Grey and Mr. Fox were the 
Jeading . speakers, on the part of the Managers, consumed 
the remainder of the day's sitting j 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, 1'178, previous to the written minutes that appear 
upon the consultation of that date ? On the motion of Lord Question re-
. ferred to the 
Thurlow, a question was proposed to the Judges, for their Judges. 

opinion on the admissibility of the evidence offered by the 
Managers. 

On the 27th of February, the result of the consideration 
giren to the proposed question by t1>o Peers, assisted by the 
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1794. opinion or'the J l1dge<" was delivered by the Lord Chan· 
Examina.­
tion or Mr. 
Francis not 
allowed. 

Remon­
ll'itrancc of 
Mr. Burke 
and Mr. 
,Fox. 

cellor. Theil' Lordships had decided that it was not eoin­
petent to. the Managers to examine Mr. Francis on the 
subject of the debate. 

This adverse judgment of their Lordships, ' delivered 
without explanation of the grounds on which it was 
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 givet.he first is nugatory; and, in 
" our view of it-if your Lordships had not otherwil:!e 
" decided-,--it would be downright fraud and cheat." He ' 
then complained that no explanation ha(l been given of .the 
ground of their decision-no information either of thc state 
of the case proposed to. the .J udge!!, or the case stated for 
their own discussion; and, though called to order by the 
Earl of Hadnor, 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 Manager;; to be made acquainted with the ground of 
their Lordships' judgment. 

AhllSWerOr The Lord Chancellor reminded the Managers that the 
t e Lord 
Chancellor. Tule of proceeding, appliell to the present case, had been 

The discu •• 
sion objel,tcd 

fully considered and determined on at an earlier period of the 
trial, and bad been all along consistently adopted and 
acted on. But 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 occasions, in former impeach. 
ments. 

;Earl Stanhope objected to the continuation of the dillcu~ 
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sion, as irregular; ana, in reference' to the eomplul tlr{-41794~ 
ManageI"S th:\t they werelef\ in the dark as to the prinel1 y Barl 

which had guided the Lords in their decision, stated that Struihope, 

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 d~cided mainly on the principle" that no 
"parole evidence should be adduced to explain written 
" evidence." 

Lord Carnarvon reminded the Managers that they were Ollscn&-

d • • d •• al 'd • tionoby out of or er In commentlDg on a eClSlon rea y given Lord Car-
narvon. 

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, Quc.tion 

• Ilutto Mr. 
Mr. Grey put the following question to Mr. FranCls:- Frauci:l. 

"'Vhetller, 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 ohjected to the Ob~tcd to 

question, on thc grouml that the Defendant had pI'oduced by • Law. 

no evidence on the subject it referred to. He declined 
to add to a delay already intolerable by further agitating Ii . 

question he had recently discussed. 
Mr. Burke quoted precedents in su})port of the ri!!ht of the Ikply or 

~ Mr. Bnrke 
Managers to produce new evidence ~n opposition to that for and Mr.FOL 

the Defence. He spoke on the question for more than an 
hour, pa~ticulal'ly insisting on the principle that impeachments 
were governed by laws of their own, and were not to be 
fettered by common law rules. Mr. l"ox, 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 
0. disgrace to thc character of the Judges. 

Further time was co~sullled in discussing the form of the 



1794. 

Ad"'- of 
Hr. Uaot­
iogs. 

vi PROCEEDIliGS ON THE TRIAL. 

question proposed (or their Lordships' decision; Bod, when 
tbe terms were arranged and the PeeN were about to 

adjourn to their chamber, :Mr. Hasting8 roee and addreeaed 
tbe Court, 88 follow8:-

.. Before yOUI' Lordship' adjonm to yOUl' cbamber in Parliament, I 
bumblyentreat tbai 70U will allow me to addJaa a (ew worcb to 10u. 
M1 Lords, this Wall not my origiual intention, till a Vert sbon time 
before I came down to tbis place; but I Wall alanued with many IUg­
geations tbat were made to me, and I thought it absolutely neeeaaary. 
What 1 bave heard to-day renden it more nec:e1llllll'1 (or me to -1 to 
10ur Lordsbipe' wbat I wisb to _y. I bave hutil1 put down my 
tbougbts in a (ew loose sheets, almost too incorrect to be read to 10ur 
Lordships, but I bad not timll to do it better. Something. too, I haft 
added here. Ma1 I haft penniaaion to read the8e minutes 1 " 

St!fJ"al Lorrh.-" Hear, hear." 
lIr. HtUtm!l"-" In the petition which a noble Lord' had the good­

ness to present to your Lordships (or me on Tne&ds11aat, I informed 
10U1' Lordsbips that I .hould (orego the benefit which I had hoped to 
derive from the testimoo1 or tbe nohle Marquess Cornwallis, wbose ill 
"ate or bealth might pOIISibl1 disable him from attending to deliver it, 
witbont tbe lou or 80 mucb time u migbt involve me in tbe peril or 
losing this &elISion, and _ing my trial adjourned over to another 1ear ; 
and I prayed 10ur Lordsbips, therel'ore, to order tliat the trial sbould 
proceed, snd tbat it .bould proceed witb tbat degree or acceleration and 
dispatch wbicb a due regard to the general rights or junice and the 
lIuft'eringa or an iudividual now in the seventb 1ear of hie trial migbt 
induce 10ur Lordsbipe to adopt. The immediate cause o( my troubling 
your Lordsbipe with tbat addrellS, wu a report conveyed to me tbat your 
Lordshipe had been pleased, in consideration or the noble Marqueas' 
illnesa, to adjourn the trial, wbich .. toad for lion day Jut, to the 
Tuesday (ollowing, (or tbe purpose or allowing me to make my option 
in tbe mean time, and to signify it to 10ur Lordsbips, either tbat tbe 
proceedmg. on the trial .bonld be Itopped until the noble Marq_' 
health sbould be lufticientl1 restored to enable him to attend in hie 
place. or that it Ibauld proceed without it • 

•• If this information hsd been given me on grounds or authority, I 
.hOllld not trouble 10m Lordship' at thie time. but rely with implicit 
and moat &II8Dred confidence on luch a pledgt all it wonld be criminal &0 
distrust, since it would be impolISible to admit, (or an instant, the IIUP­

position, that your Lordships would oft'er me an alternative which 
included 10 great a aacriJice, without a moat absolute determination to 
lul61 the condition or it. But I neither Imow the tenns on which tb. 
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dedanbou of your Lordships .... made, DOl' with 4leIiainty do I k.~ 179-1. 
~ it .... made ai all; and, .ben I _ the time 80 nrr _ iD 

.bich it bas been annually customuy for your Lordships to adjourn 
the trial for -y_1.s. to allow for the absmc:e of the Judp on the 
ciftuit,. I flUIno~ but feel the greatc:sl alum lesl the same obstnlC:tiOil 
&hould be ~n to this trial. in this period of i~ .ben the eridence on 
the pad of the p~tion and defence han been finally and declaredll 
d~ and almost a whole ~ elapsed IIince the d_ of the latter • 

.. I need not nmind .JUU r-dabips of the aclifice I made to C'Dt olf 
all possible delay. thai I omiHed evidence on two c:halxes. and gaTe up 
the pIe.dings of my able adrocates on both. This year. it is known to 
JOOI' Lordships With what earnestness IIIld anxiety my ConnseJ. eoliciWd 
J'OUI' Lordsbipe for permissiOn to c:aIl MuquO\1i Com....nia .. an evi­
dence. and thai I ban: d~ from the whole tenor of my oonducS 
throughout this trial.by being the moTel' m,rsclf of these delays of my 
muse to altaiD ~ and I thank your I.onhhips for acceding to it. 

.. }IT ap.-l to thai noble witaesa .... not made on alight grounds. 
When I firsl notified to him my intention of c:alling for his mden~ I 
had nefti' had lilly oommunic:atioo with his Lordship respecting the 
subject. but I knew what .... the truth, and I W'&S confident thai he 
would declare it. I 1._ his had and mind; I knew myaelf; and 
therefore I blew with the most absolute eertainty.hat his testimooT 
would be. Yet I han: made this grea&sacrifi~. added to the past. IIIld 
mrely. my Lords, I am aot 1UII'e&!IODahle in enctmg \his onlJ. as a 
ftCluital" thai my trial may sufFer no further dday. I do. thtnfon:, 
most evnestly supplic:ak your Lordshipi to grant me the indulgence of 
a oontinuatioo of J'OUI' proceedio...a-s in this Court without lilly adjoum­
ment for the eiftW.tl!, or lilly other deJa,.. m:.ept the oth6 bosinesa of 
Parliament should render it unaTOidahle; and \hal yon will afFord me 
nch an assurance of it .. ahall quid my mind from [its present]· 
apprehensions. . 

.. (lly Lords. do Dot think this ftquest pftSUlllptuoos, _ thai it 
J'IOCftda from an imperiinent euri06ity.]· "Ihae an otbs more urgmt 
motins; and pardon me if once mOle I repeal. as my pJa fOl' making 
it, that I am now in \he ~th year ofm,. proeeeution [m \his Cowt1· 
which has ~ before 1Iutre-i lilly trial. (eTeIl of the most c:riminal 
oature, uc:qJi in the times ul originatiog diaorder IIIld rebellioo1· to 

. uceed II period of twent,--two da.fll; thai, as I haTe already been 
Bubjel:Ud to a proeeeuUon -.-hich has noW' endured past six JftI'S, I _y 
yet, if I _y tnmt to my undentaoding of all thai I han: heud thia 
daT and the past, be the oootinued .ubject of it duri.ag six more ,--.. 
if I lin: &0 long." 

Mr. Duke obsened that tbe deJay the ClU .. ~ bad recently ~01 
- llr. Bv\;e. 

• • History of the TrW. • 
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1794. expel'ienced was occasioned by Mr. Hastings' npplication for 
permission to have the Marqucss Cornwallis' evidence. He 
furtllerremarked that Mr. Hastings had made similar com­
plaints of delay from the beginning. of the trial. 

Reply-of Mr. Mr. Hastings replied in these words: "Five years ago, 
llastmg8. 

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 abul!e 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 proeeeded in with as much expedition as their 
Lordships' important avocations might admit, the, Lords 
adjourned to their chamber. 

}'roposed On the reassembling of the Court, on the 1st of March, 
question t<l • _ . 
Mr. Francis the 121st day of the trial, the Lord Chancellor announced 
not allowed 
bytheLords. the deeision of the Lords, assisted by the ollini?1l of the 

J udges,-that it was not competent for the Managers to put 
the proposed question to Mr. Francis. 

Production The next evidence offered by the Managers was a letter 
of evidence • • M B II M ·uTI I d 
by 1I1&na- SIgned by Mr. HastlDgs, r. arwe, r." Ie er an 
gera.. •• .. 

Mr. Franels, but which the Counsel had argued from as 
not signed by MI'. Burwell. 1\1r. 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, ilTespective of the Counsel's assent . 

.... Mr, Hastings refers to bis petiti<ln to the House of Lords, presented on 
the 3d of February, 1789, and wbich is noticed in tbe present" Summary of 
Pr<lceedings;" Vol. ii., p. xv. 
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The reading of this paper was followed by a discussion )'194. 
pn the admissibility of a letter from Mr. Eaton to 
,Mr. fowlte; printed in the Appendix to the Benares 
Narrative; Qut on this the Managers. gave way, on. tl10 
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 1 '188. This 
was eventually conceded to the'Managers, and long extrncts 
were read from the report, occupying' th~ attention of t.he 
Court for the space of two hours. 

After the readinoa of anothllr paper by the Mana!!:ers. Disadcus~io!, - on mlS~lon 

Mr. Grey proposed to read what he designated 1\ pamphlct, ~~ :v;:ce 
written and published by the authority of the court of~~~t ~B~tt 
D· d" h' .. M H . ,rcctorsOIt lrectors, an contammg t eIr oplDlOn upon... r. astmgs !'fr. H ... t- , 

• Ings- trent-
proceedings with regard to Cheyt Sing. Mr. Law objected C~~:t~ing. 
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 couri!e of duty, is a libel-
an actionable libel." Minutes of the court of Directors 
were read, to ilhow that the paper in question was the 
authorised production of the Board; but Mr. La\v still 
insisted that the publication of such a. paper was libellous. 
Mr. Burke was proceeding to observe on "the prostituted 
audacity of the criminal at the bar," in writing an insolent 

. letter to the Directors, but was interrupted by the Marquess 
Townshend. A prolonged 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, a.nd was not communicated 
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,·1794" 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 as follows :-

Interrup-
tion by Mr. "My Lords, I beg that 1 may be allowed to speak one word. I will 
HasLings. venture to flay 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 thought 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 court 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 
iruppose, obliterated all their former censures, 80 'far 8S th,ey 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 Directorl'l, 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 i~, 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. Ha.~tings had published atCalclltta an unauthorised 
p~per,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 lowed them· too much 1794. 
respect:' 

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 again addressed 
them as follo,vs:-

"It is with ~at reluctance I trouble your Lordships, and I lIave Addressor 
only two words to say. I have prayed your Lordships that there may ~~~ast. 
be no further delay in this trial. I have perhaps presumptuously prayed 
your Lordships to alford me some assurance that this cauae 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 circuit. I beseech 
your Lordships not to let me Bulfer 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 Obsel'Vation . .. -~ prepared to' diSCUSS the causes of the delay complamed of ~::ti~ro~"o~ 
by Mr. Hastings, and intimated that he expected to be ~~s~ast. 
allowed to submit evidence in reference to the statements 
contained in a petition of Mr. Hastings recently presented 
to their Lordships.· 

The Court reassembled on the 7th of April, after the 

... The Petition referred to was presented on the part of Mr. Hastings to tho 
House of Lords on the 25th of February. It was in the following terms :_ 
.. That the trialot' the Petitioner having been, by the indulgence of their 
Lordships, already in two instances adjonrned, for the purpose of enabling tbe 
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 trial 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 tile 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 importance, to a 
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1794. usual adjournment during the. absenco of the Judges on 
circuit., when the Lord Chancellor announced, "that it is 
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, nnd 
again read in the court of Directors on the 19th of November 
1783, and amended nnd ordered by them to be publit'hed 
for the informati~n of the proprietors." Mr. Burke state<l 
that the clear expression of their Lordsllips' opinion of the 
inadmissibility of the paper referred to would deter Ilim from 
offering other evidence, with which he was prepared, on the 
same matter, and that the evidence in reply on the fir .. t 
Charge was now complete. 

Mr. Plumer informed the Court that tho Marquess Corn­
wallis was so far restored to health I1S 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. 

~~~:;.hy. Mr. Sheridan then proceeded to give in evidence in reply 
~~~ on the second Charge, relating to the Begums of Oude. 
Charg<>. d, . • I Numerous papers were reu m most tnstance8 t Ie con-

tinuations of documents already partinlly quoted by the 
Counsel; and, although frequent discussions arose between 
Mr. Sheridan and Mr. Plumer, the course of the proceedings 
<luring the day was not materially interrupted. 

On the 9th of April, the 123d <lay of the trial, the Hall Eumiua­
tion or tho 
Marqu.s. Cornwallis. ______________________ _ 

further and indefinite period. Under &hese circumstances, &herefore, Ilnd in 
hnmble confidence that &he evidence nlready laid before &heir Lordships i8 
fully suJlicient for every necessary purpose of exculpation and defence, he bega 
leave, however reluctantly, to waive the benefit of this additional testimony; 
and to request thld the trial may proceed with that degree of acceleration and 
dispateh which a due regard to &he general rights of justice and &he .uft'ering1l 
or.n individual, now in the seventh yeai' or hi8 trial, will undoubtedly indll("e 
their Lordships to adopt."-Printed in the" Journals of the Honse oCLords." 
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presented a fuller attendance or both Peers ana spectatol'8 1794. 
thM 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 provUices in India, and the favourable opinion or 
Mr. Hastings entertained by the natives. The noble 
Marquess was cross-examined by Mr. Burke, with the view 
to show that he had elsewhere, especial)y in his written 
deSpatches,·represented the country in a state of depressilln 
and impoverishment, on his aceession to the Government. 
He was also questioned by Earl Stanhope and Lord Hawke 
respecting the character or the coalition ·or the native 
pow~rs against the British Government, during Mr. Hastings' 
administration, and the unusual exertions it necessitated on 
his part, to contend against it. 

On the conclusion of the Marquess' examination, Mr. ~~n;r. 
Larkin~ the Accountant General in Bengal during the Larkins. 

period of Mr. Hastings' administraiion, was called by the 
Manngers, and examined by Mr. Burke, chiefly with respect 

. to Mr. Hastings' private accounts, or 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 or 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, Q~on9 

h b· d h· •• ·d thi h o\\i""a..t &0 woo ~ecte to 18 golIlg lIltO eVI ence, at 8 stnge or t e :,~b:.: 
proceedings, which ought to have been produced in support eel. 

of the prosecution at an earlier period. 
The remainder or the sitting was consomed in the disc~s­

sion arising from this opposition or the Counsel to Mr. 
Larkins' exammation; Mr. Plomer and Mr. Dallas, on the 

• .. Hi.storJ ot&he Trial 0" rut Ti .. p. 94. 
VOL. IV... b 
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1794. part of the Counsel; and Mr. Burke and Mr. Fox, on the 
part of the Managers, being the principal speakers. I twas' 
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 to . the strong necessity of human affairs •. If we had 
had this witness here 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 neit\ler you nor we 
can pump dry the ocean that is bebyeen' India and this 
countl'y-that we.cannot call evidence here nt our pleasure." 
It was answered by Mr. Dallas that the difficulty complained 
o! by Mr. Burke had been provided against . by a special 
Act of the Legislature, which had given power, under cir­
cumstances like' the' present, to take evidence by a special 
commission s~nt out to .India. The view taken by the 
Managers was very forcibly stated by Mr. Burke in reply. 
He said:-

" If the· prisoner at tM bar had had, or himself shown, the smallest 
compassion to man' 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 
thi. is to cover a transaCtion of theft, peculation, bribery, and everything 
that is mean, base and corrupt, that can enter into the mind of man l 
and, when it is bis interest imdhis 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 bis confidence, 
-and relied upon tbat confidence as a presumption of his innocence­
he abandons tbat innocence completely: he suffers all these calumnies 
under which he sees be is sunk, and has been sunk for years; he suft'ers 
his Counsel to get up, and not to put up his innocence as a screen or liS 

a shield, but to pick up some technical rule, by which they mean to sa\'e 
him .... 'I have constantly contended.' says he, 'that my confidence in 
MI'. Larkins was a proof of my innocence,' .. ' Well, here is Mr. Larkins. 

\ .' .' 
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Defend yourself. Examine M ... Larkins, sift; him to- the bottom: 1794. 
produce everything that may make your innocence appear .. -'No; I 
won't.' 'Wby1'-' Oh, there may be doubts-suspicions.' ••. J have only 
to Bay. after remarking upon the practice, that it would have Bunk him 
in any court Ut the world. JIll complains that winds and Ileal 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 BU1l'er my confidant 
to be examined.' .. 

After further ~isoussionJ the Lords adjourned to their own· 
chamber· for the purpose of deliberation. 

On the 14th of Aprll,the 124th day of the trial, it was Decision 01 
•. the Court 

declared b,the Lord Chancellor that lt was. not competent ~=e~~ 
for the Managers to put the question proposed to Mr.~ar" 
kins. Mr. :Burke immediately proceeded to resume· his &sumption 

... Ph' b • or eJ[aruina.-examination 01 t e same Witness, ut was soon mterrupted tion '?t Mr •. 
Larkins, 

.by Mr. Plumer, who pointed out that the questions put :::,~t~~ 
were open to the same objections as. were made to his ~~~'!,r· 
previous examination. He added, however, that C( so much 
has been said-so often repeated and so. industriously cir­
culated-respecting Mr. Larkins' testimony. if it were ad-
duced, and the motives operating ·upon Mr. Hastings for 
resisting it, that any longer to' forbear ~riDgiDg these bold 
assertions to that tefot which has hitherto been fatal to all 
the accusations a.,aainst 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 cOJisent of .the,Counselshould 
be entered in the proceedings at length. Mr. Burke imme-
(liately insisted that Ii positive assertion of the right of the 
Commons, and their protest against the exercise of it bein~ 
considered an indulgence, should also be entered; and further 

b 2 
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demanded that reference should be made to a preceJent of 
an order of the House, on the 10th of April, 1641. A long 
conversation ensued j Lord Mansfield stating that the re­
ference to the precedent could not be entered without a 

. hearing having been given to the objections e>C 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. 

Mr. Larkins was then questioned by Mr. Burke on a 
variety of points; particularly respecting BUmS ef money 
alleged to have been received by Mr. Hastings, and the in­
dorsement of the bonde, in 1782. Before the adjournment of 
th~ Court, Mr. Hastings made the following short address :-

•• I rise to request yoUI' Lordships would indulge me but ODe moment. 
My Lords, I have been alarmed with inlarmation.l which it may not be 
very material lor yOUI' Lordships to be acquainted with, but which press 
with a great weight 1lpon my mind. and eompel me to repeat the request 
which 1 have already twice made to yOUI' Lordships. and do most earnestly 
make. Indeed, what bas passed this day makes it ,till more neeeasary 
that 1 ,hould address your Lordshipl1lpon the lubject. AD that 1 have 
to ask is-and mOlit earnestly and most importunately I do IUpplicate 
yoW' Lordship5-that you wi1l resolve to finish tm. eternal trial this 
session; that you wi1l come to judgment this eession; and that, by 
whatever means yOUI' wisdom may devise, I may receive lOme assurence 
01 it. My Lords, twice 1 have made thi. request. 1 nOW' repeat it. It 
is not from an idle eurioaity, but it is to guide myself in lome resolutions 
that I. perhaps, may be obliged to form, and which it is impossible that 
1 should make, when the event shall have already puaed which 1 wish 
to deprecate." 

ot.Pmt-On the 16th of April, the 125th day of the trial, Mr. 
tiofUlb,-Mr. d h Co b' h 
Burke _ Burke addres8e to t e uri some 0 senabons on t e end......., or 
If •• Larki .... preceding evidence or Mr. Larkins, and the points be pro-

posed to investigate in hie 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 entire1y in order. 

hrlhft' ft· The further examination of lIr. Larkins was proceeded 
aminatiolt 
~r.lAr- 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 reHected on· the unwillingness exhibited by the Objerllou by 

Defendant and his Counsel to have certain questions put. CoIlUSeL 

This drew from Mr. Law l\ protest against any imputation 
of his being moved to· interfere in what he considered an 
illegal mode of examination by an apprehe~on on Mr, Hast-
ings' account. Wh~t 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 fl:bout to make to your Lordships are granted, I am sure, and will ~~ IW;I-

• answer for my Counsel, that they will object to no questions that shall 
be put. Their apprehension is,aud 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 thtiU 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, at 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 tojudg­
ment. My concession was ·received, but I did not derive any benefit 
from it; the trial was adjourned over to this year. IJ!. 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 80 bad, that it was not possible for him to 
attend ·befoie your Lordships were to adjourn, that the judges might go 
upon their circuits. Even then, material as I thought the evidence flf 
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, so 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, Will it to hi! expected that, for the 
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accommodation of my accusers, I should call this witness 1 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 Use of, and which I felt exceedingly,-when your 
Lordships gave me Counsel for my defence, 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 insinuations thrown out against me, one of my learned 
fli.ends here will, bear me witness that, at that time, I did express an 
impatience to hjm that he would give it up; he made me forego it; and I 
sat down with patience • 

.. I have oonsented tbat Mr. Larkin. may be examined I and now I 
only pray that his examination may be conoluded. I most earnestly 
entreat and implore your Lordships, for that purpose, that you will be 
so'good as to 1Il10w me one day more, or, if it can be, a few hours only 
or 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 

. recollect,.I am sure, the circumstances under which, and the decIare(1 
hope and intention With which" this examination Waa consented to 011 

my' part; and I hope your Lordships will consider how precious and 
how valuable every moment of my time musi be, at this period of the 
trial, When I have peen now 80 many years-nine years almost-under 
accusation, ,a.nd se,'en complete years under trial J and I hope that your 
Lordships will hav!! the goodness to forgive me the length of this 
address, and that it will not have been made ineffectually." 

Examiua- . Mr. Burke continued and completed his examination of 
, t,ion of 1Il r. . 
Larkins. Mr. Larkins; lind the Court was ttdjourned during the cross-

Report"on 
the rauees 
of delay in 
the trial. 

examination on the part of the Defendantl by Mr. Dallas, 
which ensued. 

Ori 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 others. 

Cro.s.exami. On the 28th of April, the 126th day of the trial, Mr. 
nation of D II d d • h h' . . f 'I L k' Mr.LBrkiuR. a as procce e Wit IS Cl'Olls-exammation 0 Ll r. ar mil, 



PROCEEDINGS ON THE TRIAL. xxi 

occasioned by the confederacy of the native powers against 1794. 
the Company, he proposed, in order to rebut Mr. Hastings' 
defence, 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. 

Mr. Law objected to the proposed evidence, on the 0bbjectiLons 
, yMr. aw. 

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 eviaence, 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 Qude, 
before the time of signing the treaty of Chunnr, 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 no state exigency at the' time when' these 
sums of money were specifical1y charged to be received, 
we, to repel that evidence, give the evidence which the 
honourable Manager has commented upon, 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." 

I ' 
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1794. The evidence on the origin and progress of the Mahl'atta 
war, proposed to be now read, had been collected by the 
Select Committee of the House .of Commons, of which 
Mr. Burke Wa! the most active member, in the year 1781, 
and consisted of a. mass of papers, filling several folio 
volumes. Itrefel'red, moreover, ·to transact~ons not brought 

~~~:i:h':; forward 'in the Articles of Impeachment. The Court, BC· 

~~~~h!Oe~·cordinglY.', evinced a manifest disapproval of the attempt 
dence' On the part of the Managers to invol va them in this 

voluminous ·and irrelevant matter. Lord 'Kenyon, who 
waepresiding in place of "the Lord Chancellor, clearly 
indicated this feeling in the Course ·of the discussion which 

ObSel'va.-ensued. Mr. Burke, however, and Mr. Fox insisted on 
tionsofMr. 
ll'!1"ke. the right· of the Managers to put "in all the papers, ill 

answer to the evidence produced by the Defendant. 
Mr. Burke especially exhibited extreme irritation at the 
discouragement given to the production of tlie evidence. 
lIe d~C1ared that every word they heard increased the 
alarm. of the Managers. When a. person. charged a. crime 
with·· a fraudulent inten~ion, 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 courts; nnel it 

,is the strangest and newest thing' [to reject the evidence 
in disproof]. Therefore, I· take it, your Lordship!! will not 
dd it;" that yOUf. Lordships will; not add this exceptional 
novelty to all the other proper nO\'elties you have intro­
duced in this triat" Increasing in excitement, he pro­
eeeded,-" I reltUy have sometimes wished for an audienQe! 
lind the British laws wish for an audience, as a control11pon 
all judgments. I am glad to-day that d. pa1't of youi' 
audience does not understand one word thlit passes here. 
I am glad to find that a part of this auditory [alluding 
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to the Tm'kish ambaesador aud, his suite],' which has COlle 1794. 
fro~ an Eastern part of the world, which is suppo5ednot 
to admlnister the correctest and purest justice, does not 
heal' that there is Rchicane ,in this country, that is worse 
thrtn the. bowstrings of aU the pashas in the ERst. Let 
us hear and sec if, in t~e diwan~ they could be found to 

. try in the way tried herE!. We taka for granted your 
Lordships will, not disgrace'the English justice in ihe eyes 
of foreigners. You, will . take care that it shall be ·pure 
and uncorrupted." 

,Lord Kenyon desired an uplanation of these charges Reflections' 
. on the con. 

against the Cour~ from Mr. Burke ; who stated that they ~~~~r)the 
were conditional on their ;Lordships rejecting the proposed Mr. Bur\e. 

evidence. The Bishop 'of Rochester.;;....Dr; Horsley-re .. 
minded him of the' expressions 'he had uttered j and 
Mr. Burke desired his words might be read. However, 
on the Earl of Carnarvon interfering with b. further ex­
planation that. Mr .. Burke, as . he 'had understood him, 
referred only to what had passed between the Managers 
and Counsel, Lord Kenyon proee{lded to arrange the .form 
of the question to' be decided by the Court s and tile 
Lords withdrew to their chamber. 

On the following day, the 6th of, MaYI the 129th day OfRejec~ionot 
h . K .'. . ~ . the eVldenc0 

t e trial, Lord enyon, w.ho ngaUl, preSided lOr the Lord 8~:: 
Chancellor, announced the judgment of'the Lords; that it 
Was not competent for the Managers· to give the proposed 
evidence relativeof;o the Mahratta.war. 

l\!r; Burke regretted ihat the Lords had given the Mana- Complaint 
• '. _ ...'. of Mr. 

gel'S no inSight into· the grou.nd and reason of thelr Burke. 

determination.. They felt their want the more on this 
oceasion; because they' had heard frOID the Defendant's 
Counsel no aq~ilInent, but; in the, place of it, the' grossest 
nnd most outrageous insult. -He complained that an 

... Mr. Burke here alluded to Mr. Law's reply to the arguments he bad Used 
on the preceding day for the production of the evidenee:-.. that it w~u1d be iw, 
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opinion was suffel'ed to . be .spread among the public, that 
they had offered this evidence with a probable k~ow ledge 
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, isa thing without pre­
c~dent or record in the J ournalsof 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 tpal more than the Managers, who were obliged to 
bear the laborious part of it, and were "obliged to bear all 
that obloquy from the hired pe!ls~I)dvojces which Indian 
delinquency is able to procure,· throughout the whole 
country.~' lIe justified· the Managers from suspicion of 
malice towardsMr: Hastings, who, to the greatest number 
of them, had not been personally known before the impeach­
ment, from whom they had received no injury whatever, 
and with whom they' were no ways concerned upon any 
'party principles. ' And he refuted the presumption that they 
could be misled by ignQrance, sinqe their full acquaintance 
'with all the evidence,'much of which the Court had not 
suffered to be Jlroduced before them, gave them an ~dvantage 
over their Lordships. . lIe 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 have 
heard of, and who has been remarkable for his patience-' 
though, ~ith all his patiepce, he bitterly reprehended those 
that reproached him. I mean Job. He say~' The cause 
I knew not I searched out:' but if. he had told us-' The 
cause I knew not I was redolved to remain ignorant of, and 

insult to their Lordships, and treachery to Mr. Hastings, were he to waste a 
moment ill, further obse"ations on what had been laid by the Managers."­
"ltistoryo( the Trial;" rart •. , p.l07. 
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formed to myseU' rules and principles which fortified me in 1794. 
my ignorance.' he might have given it as a proper answer 
to his "yoke-fellow and friends, of whom he bittedy com-
plains that they became his accusers. No: he says-' The 
cause I knew not I searched out j' and therefore, he says, be 
made the widow's heart to. sing for joy. And why? 
Because she knew ~e cause that he. searched out, and 
therefore the widow and fatherless blessed him. He never 
appeared in .the gat~ withOut having the honour. and 
obedience of all mankind. Now; my' Lords. if there is 
delay in this business. we haTe never reproached your 
Lordships- with jt· once: you have suffered us to be re­
proached with it every day." 

Here Mr. Hastings rose. and exclaimed-" My Lords, I tI!lterrub II-.. lon ,.r. 
do claim your protection. :,:: do reproach the Manager with BBSt~ • 

. this delay. 'In all the time that he has·wa.'Ited, in speaking 
. upon delay. has he said one word by which the trial has 

been accelerated? Has the pr~cess of the trial gone on; or 
has anythlng been said which can be of use to your Lord-
ships in judging my case? I come here to' be tried:" 

Lord Kenyon urged l!r: Bur~e tq proceed in. the reply 
to the' defence: and Earl Stanhope assured him that he was 
in er~or in supposing that the reason for 'rejecting the 
evidence .in question was only tIle delay it would occasion. 
But the words of Mr. Hastings had given fresh occasion for 
Mr. Burke to reiterate his complaint of the imputation 
levelled against the Managers of purposely endeavoui'ing to 
protract the proceedings. He now insisted that the charge 

. I 

was made directly against the Court itself; an~ 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 8uffered.what had never before 
been tolerate<l. by ~he HouBe~ "that the parties in the 
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1794. Court should be regularly,dllily, and without exception of 
one hour, libelled, misrepresented and falsified, in the public 
papers." N9twithstanding efforts of dissuasion from Lord 
Somers and Lord Kenyon, Mr. Burke proceeded to read nn 
extract from a daily paper,~" The Oracle,"-but was 
interrupted by,Lord Thurlow, who said it was impossible 
for the Court to pr9ceed upon anything but the trial; aud 
that, if there were cause of complaint, the proper course was 
for the Commons to appiyto the Lords by message. A 
long conversatioll ensued, at the end of which Mr. Burke 
stated he had been ready to prove tha~ "what protraction. 
there has been in this business has arisen from your Lord. 
ships and the prisoner, and not from UB," imd desired to be 

. allowed_ to enter a protest on their Lordships' Journnl, but 

Evidence on 
. the Charge 
relating to 
preae~. 

which Lord Kenyon declin~ to rec~ive. 
On the termination of this long. discl1E'sion, Mr. Fox pro~ 

ceaded to give in documentary evidence, in r'eply, on the sixth, 
seventh and fourteenth, Articles of the impeachment, reInting . 
10 illegal presents; and the papers produced were read, with 

. little interruption on the part of the Defendant's Counsel. 
Evidence oriMr. Taylor followed with evidence in reply Qll the fourth 
the Charge " . 

~~~;::;:ts~ Article, relating to corrupt contracts, which was also brought 
to ·Il· close without opposition. It was presumed that the 
evidence was now: entirely closed o~ both sides. Mr. Burke, 
however,once more rose, and claimed to put in additionnl 
evidence, in the first place, inreply to evidence of Mr. Hast­
ings 'concerning his circumstan~cB, which was unopposed by 
the Counsel; and, secondly, in rcply to the cel·tificates from 
the inhabitants of Bengal, relative to the character of 
Mr. Hastings, to show the impossibility of .their being bona 
fide testimonials. A portion of the evidence on the second 

. 41 
hend was not at the time 'ready at hand' for production, and 
IA>rd 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 be dispensed with, and the ] 794. 
evidence finally closed. Mr. Burke,howevel',though he Addlii.;nJ 

d c!' d "th I!. f 't' t fi h evidence. e me. to perSIst, m e ~aceo a pOSl lve reques rom t e 
Court, asserted most solemnly the gieatimportance of the 

. proposed evidence; and, after further conversation on this 
point, the book. were brought into Court and the papers read. 

Mr.' Burke' then offered to produce the l'eport of Attempt ot . • Mr. Burke 

Mr. Paterson ooncerning the transactions in Djnagepore' and raie~~~:' 
R d " h" f M H . , rellorton ungpore; . urmg t e· tune 0 r. astmgs government, ~he ~rueltieg 
and th~ir effect on the minds of the inhabitants. Mr. Law, ~~:n~e­
however, opposed the-evidence, as having been already re~ 
jected by the Court, ~fter a special del!ate 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 tb:e state of the country; in opposition to the 
pretended certificate of the inhabitants. 

Mr. Law pointed out £hat the evidence elsewhere oollected ObJeeti~n 
. . : !Jy Mr ... a,v. 

relative to the ,state' of the provinces of Rungpore and . , 
Dinagepore . filled four foliovolumesJ'thut ,their Lordships 
had pronounced ,this matter inadmili!sible, and that it was too 
much t8 'expect the Counsel to reli.nquish th~ advantage of 
that judgment. In answer to further arguments of Mr, Burke, 
Mr. Lttw stated that the Counsel had repeatedly ohallenged, 
the Managers to bring tMB eviaence forward under Ilo 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 which Lord' Kenyon R<ljection of 

repeatedly intima.ted his opinion that the evidence co~ld not t~etr:;:dence 
- . Court, 

• See vol. ii.; p. xxxiii. 
t A complete copy of, the proceedings' in relation' to the disturbances in these 

provinces was purchased for the' Britibh Museum, in tIle year 1634, and now 
tl>rms Nos. 9790-9796 of the Additional MSS. 
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1794. ' be reeeived. he was eventually induced to state the grounds 
ofllli; 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 issu~ and therefore was inadmissible. Whereupon, Mr. ' 
Burke intimated to the Court that, since they refused the 
pl'O~ do:cuments;. ,he-:should m~e no attempt' ta briug 
forward other materW evidence, ,with.which, however, he 

Address 01 
.:.t ... Law. 

was prepared. . 

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 finally dosed. 
it migh~ be permitted us, undf'l' yoU!' Lonhhips' indulgmce, to obsen-e 
at large upon the evidence which has been adduced Ui reply, in the roune 
of the present session of Parliamen~. But. my Lords. in PW'SUaIlce 01 
tha~ purpose which induced us, in the eoune 01 the lasi session of 
Parliament. to forbear to submit to yOU!' Lordships evidence prefatory to. . 
and roncluding observations upon, one entire Article of Charge-the c0n­

tracts; and which induced us likewise to forego the advantage of enforciDg 
the observations which might apply to anotheJ' Article of the Charge-the 
pTeSeIlu; in pursuance of the same purpose of arc:eleration and dispatdl 

, wbichdictated Om conduct in the instances I have alluded to, and -with 
a . \iew to the near and mOle immediate tenDinatiOrL of this trial,-we 
forego an Bdvantage.wbich' can' only be pmchued at the intoluable 
expense 01 furtheJ' protraction and delay. 

" My Lords. we confidently trust that all ihe attempts which have been 
made, in the oourse of the present session of Parliament. to weaken the 
evidence ~hat; baa been produced on the part of the Defendant. and to 
sUengthen that of the Prosecutor, have not only failed of their intended 
e1l'ect. but have produced an efFect directly the contrary. We confidently 
trust, my Lords, that the IItrong and inebagable conclusions which 
result bom the invaluable oral testimony which yon have lately beard at 
yOU!' bu, cannot eitbeJ' have escaped yoU!' Lordships' penetration, or 
fail to have their due efFect heresftu upon yOU!' Lordships' judgment. 
Aftet retuming to yOU!' Lordships OU!' sincere and grstefu1ackno.,ledg­
menta for the invariable patience and eondeeceusion witll which, during 
80 IIlBD1 years, OU!' imperfect but sealOWl endeavo1U'8 to sustain the CIInse 

01 OU!' client. and to give him the benefit of such poor abilities as we are 
possessed or, have been honoured. we have only to add, on the paIt of 
Mr. B~ and in his Dame and on his part to implore, tha, YOU!'-
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Lordships will allot BO much of continued time to the rel!1ii4P;~rJ~~ 
what yet remains of . this trial, as may advance it to its entire and 

. ultimate 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 131.st days ofMr.Grey'8 
. ' reply on the 

the trmt, ~. Grey, on the part of the Manag~rs,.summed ~ 
up the evidence in reply on the Bc;lnares·Charge. . . 

On the 14th of Mar, the 132d day of t~e trial, Mr. Mr.Sheri-
. dan'. reply 

Sheridan replied on the second Article, relating to the on the 
Chargere-

Begums of Oude. * • " ~~ the 

On the 20th and 21st of May, the 133d and 134th days Reply of Mr. 
, • ~oothe 

of the trial, Mr., Fox rep~led . on the sixth; seventh and g,~:r tore-

fourteenth, Articles, relating to illegal presents: As the presents. 

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 AddnosR of 

to your Lordships? Your Lordships cannot be surprised if, at this late :~ Hast- ' 
period, I must feel myself exceedingly alarmed at the frequent adjourn-' 
ments which have been made; and those adjournments prolonged on 
the p1e84 of sickness, and inability to carry on the prosecution. Wi~ 

. respect to the first instance, I will do the gentleman to whom l- allude 
that justice which I am !lure he will never allow to me, bt saying that I 
acknowledge his plea was·a just one. :1 saw that he was unable to pro-

• Sheridan's yeply will be found to ~uch 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 JUising 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 atl'orded in the earlier stages 
of the proceedings. Moore says of Sheridan that, on the occasion of his reply, 
he came purposely into 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 
II Sheridan, previously ~ the delivery of his speeeh, passed. two or three 
days alone at Wanstead, so occupied from morning till mght in Writing IIIId 
reading of papers, as to complain in the evening that he had motes before his 
eyes."-Life of Sheridan; VoL ii. p. 249. Adolphus'" History of England; .. 
VlIl.vi.,p.216. 
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ceed. It was reai 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 ob~ained 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 riot speak; My Lords, on the day on which he 
ought to have been in this Court and doing his duty, I saw him riding 
in the burning sun-ilel'tainly no cure for a cold or a fevel'-'-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 sao the very small peri~d that yet 
remains of this month, in which I am told not only the session, but this 
Parliament must conclude-I see it daily wasting away, and so little 
done. • 

My Lords, I have been accused with delays. :r our Lordships, I am 
sure, well know that it. is true that, in all this period, 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 attendance i and yet you wi.il 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 can tell you, my Lords, 
that there were two days in which I rose from a bed of sickness, and 
with a fe,'er 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 a 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 ma.ny 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 right to crave, is what I most humbly implore your Lordships to 
grant me." . 

To this address Mr. Fox m~de the following reply:-
.. It becomes absolutely necessary for me to trouble your Lordships 

with a 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 
t;lecessary 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 MUIy 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 a very wise conduct those who advised me thought 
proper - I could attend this House on a subsequent day, BUch as 
yesterday or Saturday, with greater ease than on Friday. I stated then 
that I was ready to go on; but I did state truly that, having been indis-
posed, I could with more satisfaction to myrself 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 unfa.ir and improper state of my own health." 

Mr. Bllrke.-" These complaints have so often come. before your 
Lordships from this criminal, that I think it is necessary to sa1 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 ~ons. 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 diJl'erence. that we have not got 90,0001. of R&Jah 
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,~lor'a 
of the ,trial, ,Mr. Taylor replied on the fourth Article of:.!1 ~,::,e 

, atmgto 
the Charge, relating to con'upt contracts. . oontracts. 

On the .28th of May, Mr. Burke commenced his final Final rep17 
, by Mr. 

reply, on the part of the Commons, on all the Articles of the Burke. 

Charge. He. continued his speech on the 30th of the same 
month, and on the 3d, ,5th, 7th, 11th, 13th and 14th, oE 
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 th~ prosecution, 1\Ir. Burke reviewed the who!: 
series of circumstances included in the severai 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. 



1794. 

Petition of 
:&Ir.Hast­
ings to the 
House of 
Lorlh. 

xxxii PROCEEDINGS ON THE TRUI •• 

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 aiId .correlative circumstances altogether passed 
over, or but slightly noticed, during the process of esta­
blishing the more substantial facts of the impeachment. 
The un:Hagging eagerness with which he unravelled all the 
intricacies of transactions complicated lit 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 pf the Charge. So intolerable was 
the bitterness of his demmciations to the Defendant himself, 
in whose presence they were uttered, that in one instance 
they drew from hlm a passionate exclamation of dissent 
from the assertions of the orator, occasioning an interruption 
in his address." . 

It will. be observed that J,\fr. Burke was stopped by the 
Lord Chancellor in an endeavour to introduce and comment 
upon' a portion of the ($3ige which had been abandoned 
by the Commons during' the progress of the trial, or, as 
Mr. Burke himselfe~plitined it, had not been supported by 
"Cvidence because ad~itt'ed by the Defendant himself. t . 

The extraordinsry length of Mr. Burke's final reply 
excited apprehensions in the mind of Mr. Hastings, during 
its delivery, that it was intended to be extended over the 
prese~t session of Parliament; and he, accordingly, on 'the 
6th of J une~ after the adjournment of the Lords to their 
chamber, presented to' the House the following petition, 
through Lord Hardwick :-

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

• See Mr. Burke's speech of the 11th of June, infra, p. 612. 
t Speech of the 12th of J one, infra, p. 636. 
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subject of his long'depending triat Your Petitioner begs leave to lay before 1 '194; 
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 
limits of the presllnt session of PDJ'liament. YoUr Petitioner hopes he: 
may be allowed to bring to your Lordships' 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 )farquess Cornwallis; has been 
employed by the honourable Managers, notwithstanding that your 
Petitioner has, for the purpose of despatch, in addition to the sacrifices 
made for a 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 Lordships the 
unexampled duration of his trial, the indefinite period to which it may. 
be still further protracted, and the extreme vexation and injury to 
which he would be suhjected, if the intention on the part of his 
prosecutors should be suffered to h",ve effect. He implores, therefore, 
of your Lordships' humanity and justice, that such measures be adopted, 
on the part of your Lordships, as may assure to your Petitipner the 
speedy termination of this ·painful and unparalleled proceeding; and" 
further, if need should be, that your Lordships will graciously COll~ 
descend, in such a manner as to the'wisdom and (lignity of your 
Lordships 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 
.House of Commons shall be fully and finally closed • 

. ;, Westminster Hall, June 5th, 1794." * ' 
On the opening of the Court, on the 7th of June, ~;~r~t 

Mr. Burke complained of the conduct of the Lords in l:t':.~JIII'· 
recording in their Journal this petition of Mr, Hastings, petition. 

which he sugmatised as "an, audacious libel;" adding that 
he passed it by at present, in order to have the opportunity 
of consulting the House of Commons on the course to be 
Pllrsued in reference to it. 

We have aiready stated that, on the 6th of March, in RceporytOtf omml ee 
this year, Mr. Burke moved in the Rouse of Commons for ~=,!~ of 

the appointment m- a Committee, to inspect, the Journals of ~ in the 

• "Ristory of the Trial;" Part v .• p. 129. 
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1794. the House, and to report the occurrences of t~e trial, and 
the CllUses 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; aud 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, ~as again presented to the 
House on the 30th of April 

It had been drawn up by Mr. Burke 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 conteet 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 refu.sal 
to accompany their jud.,<YIDents 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 cOllduct of the proceedings, that a statement 
of its conclusions, chapter by chapter, will be an useful 
addition to the short account we have attempted to give 
of the incidents of the trial.· 

Elritomeof The Duration oft/£e Trial-The Report pointed out that 
~Bepori. . 

the Court had held, up to the 1st of March, inclusive, one 

• The Report wu printed for the H01llle at C4mm0ns; it wu published at 
the time by Debrett, and baa since been frequently reprinted. An lIIIB1I'er to it 
wu given, in the form of a pampblel, intitled .. O~0D8 on the Bepon at 
the Committee appoDrted to Report the CaU1e8 of the Delay in the Trial ot 
WarreD Hastings., Esq.," Debrett, 1194 ; but which avoided the qaatioDa 01 
CODStituUODallaw diaeu.saed in the Report. 
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17940. and also the rights and powers of the House of Commons, 
Epitomn of in their impeachme~ts. These observations. are distributed 
the Report •. 
onthe., under the folloWInO' heads :-
causes or do. . . '" 
~ t~e Relation of the Judges, ~c., to the Court of Parliament.-

The Judges are no integrant .and necessary part of the 
Court. _ Their writs of summons are different; and they 
.have no deliberative \'oice in the j'i!d,gme;nts given in the 
House of Lords. Their attendance in the Court is for the 
purpose of answering questions, and -ad vising 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 C}ourt~, in 
reference to receiving or rejecting eVidence. 

Law of Parliament.-The .Lords, in matters of appeal 
or impeachment in Parliament, are not Qf right obliged 
to proceed according to the rules of any law, except only 
the law and usage of Parlia,plent. Reference is made to 
at! appeal in Parliament, in the year II Rlchard II. 

Rule -of pleading.--The rules of pleading observed in the 
inferior 'courts .have no authority in causes where $e whole 
procedure has been within the jurisdiction of the House 
of Lords. Non 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. III. 
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 ~ase 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. 
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having been alleged. The exception was overruled, on the 1194. 
ground that "the impeachment is sufficiently certain in Epit;;;;; of 

. f' din" th ~ f .' hm t . theReporli pbmt ·0 tIme, accor g to ,e lorm 0 Impeac en s m on the 
. causes of de-

Parliament." The law of Parliament, and the 13W of Par-~ the 

liament only, shonI'd prevail in a trial of the impeachment 
of the' Commons. 

Publicity of the Ju4!J.es' opinions.-It is argued at great 
length, and with references to several precedents, that" from 
the 3Qth year of Charles II .. 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 beed the pre­
valent custom to state the "same in open Court." 

Publicity general.-Althougb.no positive-law is found 
w:hich binds the Judges of the courts in Westminster 
Hall' to give a r~asoned 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-writers, and argues 
on the value of the practice. It then states that, in the 
present trial, a marked 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 th~ true state of ' the question, as PlIt an'd 
argued by them;" and that the Managers have never been 
able to form a clear opinion upon the ground' and principle 
of the decisions on these questions. 
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1 '194. Mode of putting the Question •• -On this head, the Report 
Epitome of charges the Lords with followin~ an unprecedented course, 
theReporfi . ~ 

:'.!:otde- striking at the vital privileges of the House of Commons, 
~ the inasmuch as the form of the questions submitted to the 

Judges was always, after statement of the case, "What 
evidence is it c.ompetent 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 tha.t medium, 
to transfer to them the ultimate judgment on the cause 
itself ana 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 not 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 tht:l 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 I!oD.d decisions were, in 1'194. 
many of the points, not the determination of any law ~l~~~ 

. whatsoever, but mere arbitrary decrees, to which we could :ut,:'.,: orde­
not, without solemn protestation, submit," Mter references ~ the 

to precedents in earlier impeachments, and to opinions of 
writers on civil law, it is asserted that "the Committee 
can -find nothing to ~upport anyone 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 JU"e "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 Jiberality 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 Hasting"', 
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 truth, 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." 

Circumstantz'al Evidence, ~c. It is complained that tne 
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 to com­
ply with it; viz" in proving their charges of secret crimes,· 
peculation, pecuniary frauds, ~xtortion and bJ;ibery: "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 
Epitome~r offered on this trial (especially on the latter cLarges) has 
the Bepon • tial ' 
~Ofde- been Clrcumstan :' .and precedents are quoted to show 
~ the the value of circumstantial evidence when properly pro-

duced. Referring particularly to the trial of Captain 
DoneIlan, 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 cnnnot 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 
usu~ and particularly not observed in the trial of Done1lan." 
The Report proceeds to illustrate the difficulties to which 
the Managers were subjected, in this respect, by detailing 
the circumstances of the refusal of the Lords to. receive in 
evidence a paper containing the charges brought against 
Mr. Hastings by the Raja N undcomar, and drawn up by the 
Members ~f 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 proclucing Etlidence.-The Managers 
~c found great impediment in the prociuction of evidence, not 
only on account of the general doctrines supposed to exist 
concerning its inadmissibility, drawn from its ~wn alleged 
natural incompetency, or from its inapplicability, unller 
the· pleading of the impeachment of this House, but also 
from tbe 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 DOtice of the circumstances referred to in a prniolJl part of the 
Swnmlll"J of l'roeeedinsl 011 the Trial; VoL ii., p. Do 
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nation in clUe! and cross-examination, and upon supposed 1794. 
rules forming ,. distinction between evidence originally pro- Bpi;;;;; of 

duced on the charge and evidenee offered on the reply. On :,e~ 
all these your Committee observeS in general that, if the iiF:.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 con~ience, much more are those 
subordinate rules which regard the order, the manner, and 
the time or the arrangement. These are purely arbitrary. 
without the least reference to any :fixed principle in the 
nature or thin~ or to any settled maxim of jurisprudence, 
and consequently are variable at ~very instant, as the con­
veniences or the cause may require.- It is argued at length 
that it Was the duty or the Court to receive evidence, at 
whatever st&cae or the proceedingS produced, if apparently 
material; and, after quoting numerous precedents, the 
Committee state that " exclusion oC evidence brought Cor the 
discovery or truth is unsupported either by Parliamentary 
precedent, or by the rule as understood in the common law 
courts below,- and they think. cc they had a right to see such 
,. body or precedents and arguments for the~jecti()n-or 
evidence during trial in some court or other, before they 
were in this matter stopped and collcluded.-

Practice klotO.-TheCommittee .. not having learned that 
the resolutions or 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 praetice of the courts in 
ordinary trials by commission or. Oyer and Terminer." The 
ReP9rt points out the difference in the constitution or the 
court-of. &en £rom that oC the ordinary courtS; where, as 
the case is decided by,. jury taken promiscuously from the 
mass 'or the peopl~ the jud.,ae properly decides on the 
competency of the evidence to be set before them. The 
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'1794. Lords, on the other hand,' are by law fully and exclusively 
Epitome of equal to decide on the competency of evidence, and ou!!ht 
the lleport. • ~ 
on the not to' BubDllt themselves to the authonty of the Judges . 

. causes of de-
~~~ the The Report concludes with an argument to show that" this 

final and independent judicature (exercised by the House of 
Lords) oecause it is final and independent, ought to be very 
'cautious with regard to the rejection of evidence." 

tlr:a'!~rt~ 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. 

0tibserva-
th 

The strong reflections contained in this Report upon the 
onson e . 

t~1:J;.. -principles on which the trial. had been conducted were not 
~!U:-:le suffered to pass altogether unnoticed by the Peers. In a 
Lords. 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 ~at-" 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. heinous nature, most 
destmctive 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 cormpt, it 
tended to lessen their respect for, and their obedience to, the 
laws 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 1 '194. ' 
other. member of the House; Qut, 0n the following day; Noti~f 

" Lord Thur-
Mr. ~urke called the attention of the House of Commons ~t 'r 
to. what had passed in the Upper House. IIi. ref~ience to what ~~h~~~~se 
Lord Thurlow had said, of· the necessity of preserving the of Commons. 

authority of the Judges, he said he. agreed with him; but, 
added-U 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, t~o, depends 
upon ourselves. Ii 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 caBe; and he reiterated the statement 
it conveyed, that the Managers ware U extremely dissatisfied 
with those opinions, .andthe consequent determinations of 
the Lords. The Report," he said," speaks for itsel£ 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 oil. 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 unflagging zeal through this protracted period. Mr~ ~~~1~::8ot 
Burke, above all, the leading M$Dager of the prosecution, ha~ ~~~e:~ 

peaohmcnt. 
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1794: urged on the proceedings '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 u. 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 uuder the labours and discouragements his self-imposed 
task brought upon him. He had to bear to see political 
friends fall off from hUn, and those who had warmly seconded 
him in urging on" the House -of Commons the necessity of 
the impeachment grow lukewarm; at the moment when in­
creased zeal was needed to work through the'details of the 
trial. He had, to 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 w!lOse 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
mded, with the astuteness of trained lawyers,always watching 
to bafHe him iB. his pursuit of evidence with all the intricacies 
and wiles of technical practice. All tOO- 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, espetliaIIy in his 
eyes, than any recorded i~ the page of modem history j 



.PROCEEDINGS ON THE TRIAL. I xlv 

yet to the last moment \lis energy never flagged. His 1794. 
portion .of the labour was at length finished. He had 
;ucceeded in bringing the cause he had devoted' so much 
of his time and genius to up to'its final staget wher~ only 
the judgment of the C~urt remain~d to' terminate the 
trial. The prorogation of Parliament was impending; and 
the House of Commons could not decently defer to ~nother 
session the duty of honouring -those who hadgiveri such 
great talents and so much gratuitous' labour tQ the task 
imposed on'them. • 

On the 20th of Junet Mr. Pitt moved" that the. thanks of Mr, Pitt·s 

h H b · th be h '. dmotionot t couse e gIven to e mem rs w 0 were appolDte thanksoC 
, the House 

ltIanagers of the impeachment against Warren Hastings. 'Esq., ~~r.J. 
for their fait.hful management in their discharge of the trust 
reposed in them." He p~efa.Ced his motion with arguments 
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 . 1\ 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. repetitioq -of the practices which marked his. 
administration. He exculpated the. Managers from the 
charge of having unduly protracted the triw, 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 unanimou~ 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 debat~ on the motion of the minister gave to R:~t~:n 
VOL. IV. d \ orthanka. 
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1794. the friends of Mr. Hastings the opportunity they desired 
of blackening the character of the impeachmcnt, by 
denouncing the conduct and languago of the prinoipal 

Spoocllot Mannnoer. Mr. Sumner lead the wav in this' attack on 
Mr. Sumner "'0 J 

~~i~·~rke. Mr. Burke. After objecting to the motion, o.s being pre-
maturely proposed, while neither t.he verdict nor judgment 
of the Lords had been pronounced, he snid that, though lIe 
th'ought the charges ill founded, he, if the time wel'e proper, 
should be willing that the., Managers should receive the' 
thanks of the House for doing their best to support them, 
provide4they could exoept" the l~ading Manager, who 
had by his conduct disgraced and degraded the House of 
Commons." Although called to order by the Speaker, the 
member proceeded to cite instances in w Mch Mr. Durke hnd 
gone beyond the intentions of the lIouse, by criminating 
other parties, by persisting in the prosecution of Articles of 
the Charge which the House had ordered to be dropped, 
and; by charging Mr. Hastings with murder, and repenting 
the charge, even after he !lad reeei ved the reprimand of the 
House for exceeding his instructions ~ and he . quoted the 
most violent passages in Mr. Durke's speeches' addressed to 
Mr. Hastings. 

Flproolle8 in Other members urged similar objections; which were 
dt.~f('nco or 
Mr. Dllrko. answered by Mr. Windham, a Mannger, :Mr .. Francis and 

Mr. Fox. Mr. Francis showed that Mr. Sumner had 
misunderstood some of t.he expressions of Mr. Durke, which 
he had denounced RS most objectionable; nnd Mr. Fox, 
disclaiming all separation between the lentling Mannger and 
his colleagues, . assuDled to himsdf the blame, if there WIIS 

any, in porsisting to think the fate of N undcomar It murder, 
after the censure passed on Mr. Burke· by the House of 
Commons. . 

Mr. Ewn.n Law, a brother of Mr. Hastings' COllnsel, 
took up the debate on tho side of, the opposition. lIe 
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repeated in the coarsest terma the charge against Mr. Burke 1 '194. 
of unjustifiable violence of language i 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 Dnd' 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. Burk~. ,He accused Mr. Burke 
of purposely protracting the trial; and particularly criticised 
his final speech in.rc:plj. ' 

<Mr. Anstruther, one of the Managers, spoke ehol'tly 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 divided, when Division. 

the Totes in favour of ihe qu~stion were 55 against 2t in 
the n~gative. 

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 =.: 
House to the Managers; adverting, iQ the c.ourse .of his ~vS=k~. 
address, to the incre.ased security given to the constitution, 
" by the recognition and full confirmation of the principle, 
tbatau impeachment is not discontinued by a dissolution of 
Parliament. " 

Mr. Burke, in the name of the ~anagers, expressed their ~\t:ke. 
gratification, at the, acknowledgment their labours bad 
received from the House, a.nd at the dignified and elegant 
manner in which the Speaker had conveyed it. He entered 
into a' short defence of the conduct, of the impeachment. He 
explained that he had thrown M general rellections on 
the Company's lIervants, but had mere11. re~eated wha~ 

d2 
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1795. Mr; Hastings bad himselfsaid of the troops serving in Qude: 
as for the other expressions complained of, they had been 
very much, misrepresented. He attl'ibuted the bitterness of 
the personal remarks upon his conduct to the prejudices 
of private friendship" !lnd assured the House that.no asperity 
'Of language should provoke him to say a word in recrimin­
ation.*, 

Mr.llurke's 
retirement 
from Par­
liament. 

This was the. last speech that M~. Burke made in the 
House of Commons ; and ·indeed his last appearance there. 

f 

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, 
the Lot'ds' " 
ont the'edform atter a short adjournment, on account of the indisposition of oproc uro ' iJ . 

l~~~~t. 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. 

f~:';~~t~n 'On the23d of January, Lord 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, an~ was taken into consideration on the 26th. 

Course ~f Lord Thurlow,. after stating that the precedents collected 
proceedmg • 

, t~rW'&~~~lD the Report had no resemblance to the case under the con-
low. ,sideration of· the House, observe~ 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 h~ thought it impossible to put.one ques­
tion only on each Article, as had been the general practice; 

,"" P,arliamentary History ;" Vol. xxxi., 9311. 
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. and he thought. it might be neces~ary to put a. separate 1795 • 
. question upon each allegation. He proposed, therefore, that Com-;Utee 

the House should resolve' itself into a.. Committee of the ~;~~h01C 
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 openinll the dis~ Speech of 
~ LOrd Thur. 

cussion on the mode of proceeding, -entered into a consideration ~t'!.:t!~eot 
or the character ot· the impeachment. He . complained' of =~cnt. 
the looseness and .inaccuraey with which the Articles had 
been' drawn, and that' they 'contained many assertions. that 
could not be substantiated. The impeac,hmElDt, in its present 
form, rested on the following points-breach of faith, op-
pression and injustice, as charged iIi the two first Articles; 
corruption, as charged ill' the .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 been 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, iii. some instances done by 
others,in other instances in which others participated. , 

He proposed that, in' discussina: among. themselves the d1'!oPo.ai
h
tO 

. - lSCUSS t 0 

merita of the prosecution, they should debate' on the several :tr~ f~e-
allegations in the. Articles on which evidence had been ~:rticle 

• given, seriatim, because, although, if the whole House were. Chargo. 

of opinion. that no part of an Article had been: proved, a 
lIingle v.ote would suffice on that Article, yet, if any in .. 
divid~al Peer thought that some allegations in the. Article 
were made -out, though others were' not substantiated, it 
wOlild be necessary to vote on eltch all~gation •.. The Benarelt 
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179fS. Articl-e, for instance, contained many charges, on each of" 
which, if a difference of opinion existed, the House must 
give a separate vote. 

~~cfo':fgh. . The Chancellor, .Lord Loughborough. concurred in the 
borough. proposal of Lord Thurlow, who fQrthwith opened the discus­

sion on the Benares Charge. In this, he said, no q'Uestion 
would arise till they came to the demand made on Cheyt Sing 
of a. war subsidy, in 1778. The criminality cl:mrged in this 
measure consisted in the malice imputed to Mr. Hastings in 
originating it. In reviewing the subjec.t, he justified the 
measure, imd exculpated Mr. Hastings from, any malicious 
motive in co~exion with it. 

Discus.ion 
on the de· 

After a few words from Lord Carnarvon and Lord Moira, 
the Committee reported progress. 
. On the 3d of March, the attention or the House was 

~nac~~~"de engaged in hearing the evidence read on the subject of the 
N7t~~r8, demands made on Cheyt Sing in the years 1778,1779 and 
1780. 1780. . 

-Right or 
Lord. to 
vote on the 
verdict. 

Division on 
the first 
QU6.,t.iOn. 

On the 5th of the same month, the discussion was re-
newed, but was interrupted by a proposal from the Earl of 
ClU'narvon to the House to . consiller which Lords had, and 
which had not, the right to vote j 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 Bubject, Dut the 
House tacitly acquiesced in the view expressed by Lord 
Thurlow, that it must be left to the conscience and sense of 
honour or every Peer to determine how many days' attend-
ance on the trial inti tIed him to vote on the verdict. • , 

After observations by Lord Loughborough, in which be 
acquitted Mr. Hastings of criminality in the demands made 
in the years 1778 and 1779, but imputed a certain degree 
of blame to him in respect of that made in 1780, the ques. 
tion was put-n That the Commone bad, made good their 
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• charge in respect to the tribute claimed anq.received from 1(95. 
Cheyt Sing, in 1778 and 1789," and .the motion was unani. 
mously rejected. 

In the course of the discussion, it· was clearly explained ft.=~ 
that the~r presen.t proceedings were merely designed to siollll. 
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 remainiilgfor future consideration. 
• On the -6thof March, the Lord Chancellor proposed a Discussion 

on the exae­
motion in reference· to several of the allegations in the t,ion in 1780. 

Benares Charge, onaIl·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 ~f 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 nextDiscnssion on the 
part of the· Charge, relating to the deml!-nd of cavalry in ~:~~Of 
November 1780, and reviewed the whole of ~he. evidence. 
mostnlinutely, arguing throughout in defence of Mr. Hast-. 
ings. Lord Carnarvon and the Lord Chancellor supported 
the Charge; but the iIloti~n- that theCommona had made 
good the Article in respect. to the demand of cavalry from 
Cheyt Sing was negatived. Division, 

The next· question moved by Lord Thurlow was· in SaJeofCheyt . Sing's pro-
respect to the charge of- conspiracy for the sale of Cheyt ~!pc~s tothe 

, "azll'. 
Sing's provinces to the Wazir; and the motion. was nega-
tived unanimously. 

The motion which- followed was to approve· the Charge Un~unc-
. . ·tnalityof 

relating to the allegatIOn by Mr. Hastings of Cheyt Sing's r~b,::::.t of 

unpunctuality in the payment' of his kishI, in 1780. The 
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1795. Charge was again refuted by Lord Thurlow, and supported. . 
by the Lord CLancellor. The motion was negatived. 

~~~tSi~g; On the 10th of March, Lord Thurlow moved the next 

Remainder 
of the 
Benares 
Charge. 

question-"That the Commons had made good the first 
Article, in so far as" it related to Mr, Hastings' preferril!g 
false and, malicious charges against· Cheyt Sing, and ar­
resting his person." The circumstances and the evidence 
on either side were ve,ry 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 t.he motion; which, however, was 
negatived. 

On the 13th of March, Lord Thurlow went through the 
evidence on the remainder of the Benares Charge, l'elating 
to the expulsion or-Cheyt Sing, and the siege and plunder 
of Bjdjey 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 
~~r:r':~he of Oude, was discussed under one motion, on the 16th and 
Begums, 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. 

Division. 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 pi'pceeded to the 1795. 
co~sideration of the sixth Article, relating to corrupt pre- Disc-;;;ion 

" • • on the 
8ent$. Lord Thurlow opened the discussIOn. He dlVlded the lCht!""get're-, . a lDg 0 

Charge into what related to presents received by Mr. Hast- Presents. 
. , • '.' Speech of 

ing~ in the years 1772, 1773 and 1774, and those taken ~:~ Thur· 

in the years ~i80,1781, 1782 and 1783. The presents 
'received in, the earlier period, and before the passing of 
the Act regulating the affairs of the Company, were stated 
to have: been given as consider~tion. for corrupt appoint­
ments to offices in Bengal; and by which Mr~ Hastings 
added IOO,OOOl.to his private fortune. With respect to 
the presents from the Rani Bowani and from Khan J chan 
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 andflfty-four 
thousand rupees, or nearly 40,0001., from ~undcomar 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 government, by com­
mitting to Mohamed Reza ~han the entire' management of 
the revenues, and the administration of civil and criminal 
justice, under the title' of Naib Subahdar. This system 
continued till the year 1772, but with results so unf'atis­
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 11 new 
system for collecting the revenues, by 'the agency of the. 
Comp~ny's servants. The arrangements he formed were 
submitted to the inspection' of Parliament; in i 773 i and: 
the approval of. the Government was strongly expressed, 
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1795. by the appointment of Mr. Hastings .as the.1irst~ Governor 
Gen!)ral of Bengal, under the regulating Act of that year. 
The new Goyernment commenced In Bengal, .in October, • 
1774. Lord Thurlow ·proceeded to state the eircumstances 
of Nundcomar's charges against Mr. ;Hastings, of wb1ch 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 tQ Mr.JIastings' expenses while Itt 

Mool'shedabad; and was the customary aUo.wance received 
b:r previous Governors under similar circumstances. Finally, 
he considered the character of the Munny Begum, from 
Mr. Hastings' aUeged partiality to .whom the Managers 
had inferred a corrupt understanding between them. He 
went-through her history, in order to clear her from the 
reflections of the . Managers, and concluded by stating 
that, after. Mr. Hasting.s' retirement, she received from 
Lord Cornwallis, on the ground of her own representations 
of her services,· a pension of about 12,0001. a year. 

!~:'£o':!'sh .. The Lord Chancellor concurredi,n 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 DO proof of 
his having taken it ~s a consideration for a corrupt appoint~ 
ment . to office. He added that he ·was ip,duced to think 
that, if this Article had stood alone, the Commons would 
not have charged it; but that it WaS mixed with othersJof 
w bich j under tbeir Lordsbips' rules, no . eyidence could be 
given, In preference to a motion of Lord Thurlow's, hEl 
moved..;.;.." That the Commoiis bad made good the sixth 
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. Article. as far as it.relatEid to a (lorrupt receipt of presents, 1795; 

in the years 1772, 1773 an.d 1774. :..This motion was put R:~::t:~t 
and negatived by a unanimous vote. . .g~e. 

. . The discussion on the Charge of. presents.was' renewed' on Discussion 
. ' on the 

the '23dof March. Lord Thurlow. e~plained that the remain- secohnd part 
. .. ~te 

ing part ofthe Charge referred topresentsoflarge amounts Charge. 

received by Mr:. Hastings iIi and subsequently to. the year ~:C~:!r. 
1780, for the use of the, Company; ascantended on his part, low. 

but, as imputed by the Managers, fot hisowti...us6; 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 Ml';Hastings of Cheyt ~ing, 
in 1780, and urged that, having declined it, when ofl'eredaa 
a present to 'himself, he 8ubsequentlyaccepted it, in order to 
apply the sum to the carrying out an important act of 
policy,. in which he was thwartedby.tbe· refusal of the 
Council of Calcutta to . agree 'in furnishing the funds 
requisite for its. execution. lIe next pointed· out that 
Mr; Hastings bad communicated' the receip~ of the present, 
for toat purpose, to Mr. Markham, shortly after its receipt, 
as stated by 'that witn.ess in his evidence before the Commons 
and referred to by him in Westminster Hall, Ilnd that he 
had· subsequently communicated it to Mr. Sullivan. He 
dw.elt on an-expression used by Mr. Hastings, in a letter 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 communication of the present was made jn a 
letter from Mr. B;aetings to the court of Directors, dated 
the 29th of November, 1180. , An intention of converting 
the money to his own use Jl.adbeen inferred from his paying 
it into the 'treasury D.s iJ. deposit; bnt in this 'letter hee:a-
'pressly Eays~"'Themoney waS not my ownj and I neither 
could . nor would .have received it but for your benefit. if 
Lord Thurlow dien stated the subject of. the remainirlg 
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1795. 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 j 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 j 
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 ~een able, to this 
moment, to procure a tittle of evidence beyond what 
Mr, Hasthigs· himself has furnished them with j" and that 
wilen 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 
t.he subject of . the date of indorsement of the. bonds, he 
dwelt on the substance of :Mr. Larkins' evidence, as being 
favourable to :Mr. Hastings, and concluded with the motion 
-" That the Commons had made good the sixth Article, in 
so far as related 10· the sum of two lacs of rupees, ~orrupt]y 
received from Sadanund, the boxey of Raja Cheyt Sing:" 

Speech of Lord Chancellor Loughborough began a very long speech 
Lord LoUl!h. hood f h d' ° b I' d h boro~h. on t e OppOSIte I!J eDt e 18CUESIOn, y aymg own t e 

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 Jaw of England; as 
I11so, in like manner, to give or accept a bribe was a crime 
at common Jaw. :Mr. Hastings had received various sume 



l'ROCEEDINGS ON" THE TRUL. Ivii 

from .different persons, which having been given to procure 1795. 
general favour, the acceptan~e of them was highly criminal. 
His Lordship proceeded to examine the circumstances of 
the re~ipt of each present. That received from Cheyt 
Sing Mr. Hastings deposited in the hands of the Company's 
Bub-treasurer, where it remained for years, unapplied to the 
public service. The letter of Mr. Hastings to the Directors 
of the 29th of November,17BO, 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 preserit 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 or rupees 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. H~ving 

dilated much at length on every part of the Charge relative 
to the DiDagepore peshcush:. and the transactions of 
Mr. Hastings with Kelleram, with respect to which he 
contended that a small portion only of the suml\.received had 
been accounted for, his Lordship went minutely into the 
Charge relating to the present from N obkissin, and declared 
that it appeared to him that not a shadow of excuse 
~ould ~ pleaded in palliation even, much .less in defence of, 
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1795. conduct so open to the i.mputation of corruption as that 
of Mr. Hastings, in this instance. 

~~~r~f The Earl of. Mansfield said that, according to his con. 
ofMansfiehLstruction' of the law, Mr. Hastings had broken it in every 

. instance .charged of receiving l'resents; but he co~idere<l 
that the circumstances of his situation justifi.ed him in every 
case, excepting that of the .present from Nobkissin. lIe 
received them with the express determination of applying 
them to the public service: they certainly were so 
appropriated; and the numerous contradictions in the 
accounts seemed. to proceed from excessive carelessness, not 
from guilt. :aut as to the present from Nobkissio. it stood 
on different grounds. There was no state necessity pleaded 
for this breach of the law. 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. Hastingi!, for no man had a higher opinion of 
the ~ervices he had rendered his country; and, when he 
considered the. many hardships he had suffered since his 
return . from India. as well f.::om the circumstances as from 
the extreme length of the arduous trial he llad undergone, 
and the calm (lignity 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. / 

Reply of Lord Thurlow replied that he WIl.S ready to stake all his 
Lord ThUl" 
loW. 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 B bribe in the impeachment, because the person giving 
the present could ooly give it with a hope of procuring general 

- -
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favour. "The' Commons, to sho" corruption, ought to have 1795. 
charged, some act ,done by 1\lr.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 tQ correct the statements of Lord, Longhborougb. ' 
After . a. . short answer from the Lord Chancellor, and 

a promise by Lord Thurlow to discuss the question 'of-Iaw 
in dispute between them at ,their next meeting, the Earl of Speech or 

, '. the Earl of 
Carnarvon. rose. He declared that he consldered the argu- Carnarvon, 

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 had taken, he could 
not' have used more art; or' exercised more skilful.,cu~ning 
:to provide against detection, than he had used in every 
instance of receiving pI'esents. He therefore, believed him 
guilty of the Charge. 

The Bishop of Rochester saw nothing in the evidence to The Bishop 
, of Rochester • 

ind'Q.ce him t() believe that Mr. Hastings had been actuated 
by bad' or corrupt motives, and he fully concurred in aU 
the reWi!oning of Lord Thurlow.' 

On the 24th of March, Lord Thurlow resumed the dis- FurtllPl'ob-
servations 

cussion on'the Charge of presents, by nn argument against ~h~[:W. 
the principle of law laid down by Lord Loughborough, that, 

, at 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 brthe Charge which he 
had not i.'!l0ticed In his previous speech, concluding, with 
respect to the presents from Kelleram 'and Cullian Sing, 
from Nunduloland 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 
)Ir. Hastings had ,never tbeintention. to appropriate them 
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1795. to his own use. He then entered into the circumstances of 
N obkissin's present, w hich s~ far differed 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 bim 
on behalf of the Compl1ny. After going through all the 
particulars' of, the transaction, his Lordship argued that 
criminality could only be established by proving thM 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. lIr. 
Hastings had left it to them to allow them or not. By not 
dis~lowing 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 bis'own use, or did not, as alleged by 
him, bonafide, 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, 1787; 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. 

Reply of After a ahort reply by the Lord Chancellor. who argued 
Lord Lough- ....... 
borough. that, according to the statements to be collected from the 

evidence, and from the clefence of Mr. Hasting, it did not 
appear that the whole of the money rec~ived from Killleram' 
and CuUian Sing, from NunduloI, 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 tlle 1795. 
sixth, Article, in so far as relates to a present or obligation Divi;';; re-

• d fi K ]1 ~. ~ If" I h spectinll the teCelve rom .~e eram lOr lour acs 0 rupees j W len t e l{';ille~~m 
non-contents were declared the majority. ' 

The following question respecting the 
from Nundulol was immediately put; 

money received and from 
Nundulol. 

and was also 
negatived. 

IJord Thurlow then moved the third question, on the Observation 

subiect of the present from the Nawab Wazir. The Lord ro~~ 
J . bOMughAn 

. Chancellor stated that he had already discussed the evidence ~r. ?Jd'''''tba' 
1111'S ur r 

011 this charge, on a previous occasion; he would, therefore, elWges. 

only now reply to Lord ,Thurlow's statement respecting 
, Mr. Hastings' dlU"bal" clmrges. It appeared to llim that a 

balance of nearly a lac and Ilr half' was still unaccounted for, 
and that the account was not sent over till Octoher, 1783. 
,It was clear that, up to that time, Mr. Hastings bad the 
money in his hands j nnd, for alight that appeared, he had it 
at that moment. 

After a further explanation on t!lis subject by Lord :lr::~g! 
Thurlow, the Archbishop of York made some observations ~~~~ of 

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 tbe first 
offices in the state. with the highest reputation, was im­
peached. He. was impeached forty times, and was attacked 
by a fl~etiol1S demagogue of his day relative to 'the items of 
all account. What was the case of Mr, Hastings? No 
consideration for his high character, no consideration for his 
splendiu amI. important services-for the esteem, love anel 
venel'ntion, in which he was held by the. millions that he 
governed fctt so many years t No; he is treated, not as if 
be were a. gentlemen whose cause is before you, but as if 
you were trying a horse-stealer." 

VOL. IV. 
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After It few observations in reply by the Lord Chancellor. 
the question was called for, and negatived. 

The question was t~en 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, tIle 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 tranl'ac· 
tions between the several contractors, Sullivan, Benn and 
Young; and tha.t there was no crime charged which couM 
be properly cognisable by impeachment. It was rather a. 
matter ,between Mr. Hastings nnd 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 Directort!. He Ilbimadverted 
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 immedia.tely 
disposed of it, at a considerahle 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 
smi:Iggli~g trade which he suffered to be carried on in opium, 
IIgainst the strict enactments of the Chinese Government. 

,·The Earl of. Mansfield stated that, having been too much Earl of 

1· d 1 k' I' h'd th d'Jr Mansfield . . emp oye to 00 mlDute ymto t e eVI ence on e Iuerent 
contracts,he suspended his judgment on them. With 
regard, however, to the ex.tra allowances granted.to Sir 
Eyre Coote, he conceived the conduct of Mr. Hastings to be 
not only justifiable but stt~ictly.meritorious. 

Lord I .. oughborough said that, in every instance except Lord Lough. borough. 
that of the bullock contraot-but which was too high-
the evidence clearly proved that the Defendant had acted 
profusely and improvidently, as well as oontrary to the 
expresl:l orders of the Dit'ectors. He' was of opinion, there~ 
fOl'e, that the Commons had mnde good their charge. 

Motions were put on the several allegl.\tions in the Charge, Division on 
h d· • . b . II' II f th t theOharge t e IVISlons elDg a 1D ravour 0 e non-con entll. relating to 

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

• • . the remain-
made good the remamder of the Impeachment; nnd the !ler of the Impeach., 
resolutions.were read over and ordered to be reported on. ment. 

The Report was presented to the House, on the 13th PresentA. 
of April, by Lord Walsingham, the Chairman of the Com- ~~o~~~he 

. h 'h' b d b d ·th . 'I r . ., Speech of nl:lttee, w 0, avmg een e arre e prIvl ege 0 JOIlllDg the Ohair-
• h d" h l' b f h' ffi man. Lord In t e ISCUSSlon on t e resomtlOns, y reason 0 . IS 0 ce,.WaJ.ing. 
now- delivered himself at length of his opinion on the merits 

ham. 

of the several Charges. When he, had ceased speaking, Proposal of 
. . , ' Lora Thur· 

Lord Thurlow moved that the several resolutIOns ag' reed low to vote 
• on each of 

to in Committee should be voted on seriatim by the House. r~~='" 
This course was objected to by Lord Loughborough, the ~~:~ to. 

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 an.d in another in Westminster Hall. Lord. 

e 2 
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1'195. Thllrlow's proposhion was rejected on a..dh·ision, and the 
Resolutions resolutions were agreed to. 
~ ... ~. O~ the 17th of April, the House of Lonls took into 
f~~~ent. consideration the order to be followed in Westminster 

Adjoun\. 
ment to 
Wcstmin· 
.terBall. 

Votesont.he 
verdiot. 

Hall, in giving their verdict on the several Charges; and 
it was agreed that, on each of. the two firt1t Articles, a 
single nrdict would suffice; but that distinct questions 
should be put on the six allegations contained in the sixth 
.Article, relating to presents, anel seven distinct questions 
should be put on. the fourth Ar~icle, relating to contracts.-

On the 23rd of April, after II. discussion on the fOI'm 
of putting the several questions, the House of Lord::! was 
adjourned into 'Vestminster Hall. 

Proclamation having been made in the usual way, :Mr. 
Hastings and ~s bail were called into court. Mr. Hastings 
having knelt, and been directed to rise, was ordered to 
withdraw. 

The Lord Chanceller then rose, and said, cc Your Lord-
ships, . haying fully heard and considered of the evidence 
and arguments in this case, have agreed upon several ques­
tions, which are severally 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 Lord.;, of this session, on the sub­
ject of the impeachment, aro' not recorded in the .. Parliumenlary His. 
tory." They are reported in a volume intitlej" Debates of the House of Lords 
on the E\'idence delivered on the Trial of Warren Hastings, Esquire l l'ro. 
ceedings of the East India Company, in consequence of his Acquittal; Bnd 
Testimonial$ of the British and Native Inhabitauts of India, relative to his 
Character and Conduct whilst he was Governor Geueral of Fort William, in 
Bengal." 4to. 1797. DebretL It was compiled and distributed under Mr. 
lIastings' directions, and at his expense, but not published. The contents, how. 
ever, are given, almost verbatim, iu the" History of the Trial;" Part viii. 

: See Mill's" History of lndi,;" ed. Wilson; VoL v., p. 273, Rotll. 
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on the verdict, and stood unrobed ab9ut the throne, as 179.5. 
Bp'ectatora of the solemnity. To those who had taken Voto~ the 

their seats, in their robes, the Lord Chancellor addressed verdict. 

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 ()r not guilty of the said charge ?" 

Whereupon, Lord Douglas stood up, uncovered, and, 
laying his right hand on his brea~t, pronounced-" Not 
guilty, upon my honour." 
, "James, Lord Fife, how says your Lordship?" " Not 
guilty, upon my honour." 

In the same form the question was put to the other 
Peers in robes, and their "erdiets given" in the following 
order :-Lord Sommers, ~, Not guHty;" Lord Rawdon, Earl 
of Moira in Ireland, "Notguiltyj" Lord 'Walsingham, "Not 
guilty;" Lord TllUrlow, "Not guilty ;'~ Lord Hawke, 
" Not guilty j" Lord ,Boston, "Not guilty j" Lord Sandys, 
" Not guilty j" Lorq Middleton, " Not guilty;" Dr. Hors­
ley, Bishop of Uochester, "Not guilty;" Dr. 'Wllrren, ' 
Bishop of Bangor, "Not guiltyj" Viscount Sidney, U 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;" 
End of Suffolk, "Guilty;" M:U'quess Townshend, "Not 
Guilty;" Duke of Bridgewater, " Not Guilty j" Duke' of 
Leeds, "Not guilty;" Duke of Norfolk, "Guilty;" Earl 
of Mansfield" "Not g\lilty;" Dr. Markhl\~n, Archbishop of 
York, "Not guilty."The Lord Chanceilol', Lord LOllgh­
borough, pronounced his own verdict of "Guilty:" 
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1795. Upon the remaining fifteen questions, the Peers voted in' 
Vot;;" the the following manner :-
verdict. 2d Question: the second Article of the Charge:-

re 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 Quesiion : the same Article: Charge of talting a 

present from Sadanund, the Buxey of the Raja Cheyt 
Sing:-" Guilty," 4. "Not guilty," 23. 

5th Question: the same Article: Charge of tnking a 
present from Kel1eram and Cullian Sing :-" Guilty," 3. 
U Not guilty," 23. 

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

7th Question: the same Articie: Charge· of taking Il 

present from the Nawab "\Vazir of Oude:-"Guilty," 3. 
" Not guilty," 23. 

8th Question: the same Article: Charge of taking a pre­
sent from Raja Nobkis~in :_rc Guilty," 5. "Not GUilt.Y," 20. 

9th Question: the fourth Article": ChRrge of granting a 
contract for -provision of opium to Stephen SUlliVllD, Edq., 
1Il)on extravagant terms :-" Guilty," 5. "Not Guilty," 19. 

10th Question: the same Article: Cllarge of engaging thc 
Company in a smuggling adyenture to China:-" Not 
guilty," 25. 

11 th Question: the same Article: Charge of granting a 
contract for bullocks to Charles Croftetl,Esq., corrnptIy:­
" Guilty," 3. "Not guilty," 23. 

12th Quest.ion : the same Article: Charge of granting the 
provision of bullocks by the mode of agency:-" Guilty," 3. 
U Not guilty," 23." 

13th Question: the same Article: Charge relating to the 
allowances granted to Sir Eyre Coote :_U Guilty," 4. .. Not 
guilty," 22". 
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14th Question: the same Art.icle: Chargel.'elating to the 1795. 
anpointment of James Peter Auriol, Esq., to be agent for Vot;;ntbe 

r verdict. 
the purchase of supplies for the Madras Pl·esidency:...:. 
"Guilty, 4." .. Not guilty," 22. 

15t.h Question: the same Article: Charge relating to the 
appointment of John Belli, Esq .• to be agent for the supply 
of proyisions for Fort ,Villiam: _fC Guilty /' 3. .. Not 
guilty:' 23. 

16th Question: the residue of the impeachment:­
"Guilty," 2. "Not guilty," 25. 

The nanies of the Peers who gave the votes of guilty Names of 
Peers votin/t 

were as follow:- guilty. 

Lord Loughborough, Lord ChancellOr, voteu" 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 ] Oth. 

The Earl of Radnor, "Guilty" on the 1st, 2d, 8th, 9th. 
13th and 14th; questions. 

Earl Fitzwilliam, "Guilty" on all t~e questions, except 
the 3d and 10th. 

The Earl of Suffolk, "Guilty" on the 1st, 2d and 4th, 
questions .. 

The Earl of Mansfield, .. Guilty" on the 8th question. 
The Lord Chancellor then addressed the Court in these Acquittal of 

Mr. Hast-
words :-" I am to inform your Lordships that a majority o(ings. . 
your Lordships have, upon each {)f the' questions, found 
'Vanen Hastings ,not guilty. I have, therefore, in conse-
quence of your Lordships' directions. only now to declal;e 
Warren Hastings, Esq., is acquitted of the Articles of the 
Impeachment exhibited against him. and all the things 
eontained therein," 

Mi'. Hastings was then brought to the bar, where he 
knelt, but was bidden to rise. The Lord Chancellor imme­
diatelyaddressed him as follows :_rt Warren Hastings, Esq., 
1 ani to acquaint you that you are acquitted of the Articles 
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1795. of impeachment exhibited against you by the House of 
Mq;;ut..lof Commons, and of all things contained therein; and you al'e 
Mr.HIISt. d' h d . 
ings. 18C arge ,paymg your fees."· 

• It is impossible to fCc:lrd this termination of the. trial without referring to 
the ... ffeet of the verdict on the principle mover of the impeachment. 'l'h" 
result had been long foreseen. As early 88 the beginning of the year 1789, 
Fox had declared his opinion or the hopelessness or obtaining a conviction. 
But the ardour or Burke suffered no abatement, and the .incerity of his own 
belief in the truth of the charges probably made him incredulous of eventual 
failure. He 11'88 deeply mortified by the verdict. He resented the obstructions 
he considered to have been placed in his way in pressing the evidence of the 
Charges in Westminster Hall; and after the struggle was over, and the acquittal 
declared, he turned his thonghts to the means of Ilppealing to futnre agee 
against the eqnity of the judgment. With this view, he nursed the project 
of composing a complete history of the proceedings. But, again, he W8S 

doomed to disappointment. A species of torpor sncceeded to the great excite­
ment his public life had sustained in-him, and he Eoon became conscious that 
he had no longer the strength requisite for this last effort in the calise he 
had 80 much at heart. Still he clung to his design, which, if he was uuable 
to realise it by his own exertions, he trusted to engage the assistance-of others 
to accomplish for him. He pressed this tssk, with the ntmost 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 
months before his death, exhibits the intensity of bfs 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 yon to call to your recollection the 
solemn charge and trust I gave yon, on my departure from the public stage. 
I fancy I must make yon the sole operator, in a work in which, even if I were 
enabled to nndertake it, yon 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 88 eareless as the present 
race, without its due animadversion, which will he best found in its own acts 
and monuments. Let 1I1y endeavours to save the nation from that shame and 
guilt be my monument; tbe only one I will ever have. Let everything I 
have done, said or "'rittcn, be forgotten, bnt this. I have struggled with the 
grt'llt and the little on this point, during the greater part 0' 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 on incomprehensible 
dispensation of the Divine Providence into our hands 88 nothing JIlore than an 
opportunity of gratifying, for the lowest of their purpose., the lowest of their 
passions--and that for such poor rewards, aud, for the most part, indirect and 
silly bribes, a8 indicate even more the folly than the corruption of thc6c 
infamons and contemptible wretches • 

.. I blame myself exceedingly for not having employed tbe last year in this 
work. and beg forgiveness of God for 8uch a neglect. I had strength eno'Jgb 
for it, if I had not wasted some of it in compromising: grief witb 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 Sfm.,lIlI
be
es5 t 

. 0 Dum ro 
voted on the verdict. The reason w.as twofold: First, ~~~~ov:e~~g 
because only a small proportion of the wllOle Ho~se had diet. 

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 had 
taken place in the members of the House of Lords since the Changcsin 

thePeerago 
opening of the tdal; viz.; forty-nin~ successions by descent ~I.ngthe 
in place of Peers deceased, and· forty-four new creations, 
new Bishops, and new Scotch Peers. The effect of time 
was similarly shown in redpect to the :Managers. Nine of 
the twenty originally appointed had been replaced.· 

aad forgetfulness, and employing some of the moments In which I have been 
roused to mental exertion in feeble endeavours to rescue this dull and -thought­
less people fro~ the punishment., whieh 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 ali, make out the cruelty of this pretended acquittal, but 
in reality this lIarbarous and inhuman condemnation of whole tribes. and 
natiolls, and of all. the classes. they contain. If ever Europe recovers its 

. civilization that work will be useful. Remember! Remember I Remember!" 
, .. Dated the 20th of July, 1796. "Corre~ondence with Dr. Lawrence," 

8vo., 1827, p. 53. 
... The most noteworthy of the absences from the verdict, and the most to 

be regretted, was that of Earl Stanhope. Fl'om the commencement of tht! 
proceedings till the end of May 1794 he had never fuiIed in his attendance, 
nor suffered himself to be absent for an hour. He had taken notes of the 
evidence, lind had always ~hown candour and impartiality in dealing with the 
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1795. Some curiosity maybe felt to learn at what cost to the 
Cost~he public pUl';'e pl"Oceedings of such solemnity and on so granli 
proceedmgs 
~rt~ee;~ a scale were carried through. We are able to meet the 
IIOOlI.tiOO. inquiry by an epitome of the account of the solicitol"S 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 t? the Managers, was 
61,695l., of which amount a sum of 16,996/. was disallowed 
by the examiners appointell by the Lords of the Tre~ury 
to investigate the account, leaving a balance of 44-,6981. j 

to which was added a further sum of 1,8581., as interest on 
the balance, which had remained due on the first settlement 
of the account, on the 25th of May, 17115, up to the date of 
the audit,-

difficult questions frequently arising during the course of tlte trial. But, in 
consequence of tlte suspension of the Habeas Corpus Act, the Bill for which 
passed at the period above mentioned, he declined further attendllnce, on the 
ground that the Courts of Justice had lost their dignity. 

.. The following is extracted from the abst.ract of the Account presented to 
the Treasury by the Commissioners for Auditing Public Accounts :-

II An abstract of the Account, duly attested, of Richard Troward, Esquire, 
of monies received and disbursed for carryiog on the Impeachment of Warren 
Hastings, Esquire, before the House of Lords, pursuant to orders of the 
Commons House ofParliliment, between the 1st March, 1787, and23dApril, 
1795 i which said Account having been examined and andited by us, C.om­
missioners for Auditing the Public Accounts, and II statement thereof approved 
by warrant of the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury, dated the 
12th day of January, 1814, was declared before the Lords Commil!5ioners of 
the Treasury, the 4th day of February, 1814. 

" The Accountant is allowed the following sums :-

.. AUe/lda/lces.-Charges for his attendance at coostUta\ 
tions with the Maoagers, for his attendances at the 
House of Lords, and on other occasions, ti-oDl Mllrcht 
1787, to 28th August, 1794. In all, for attelldances, 

£ •• d. 

(whereof is surcharged 2,0271. 12&. 6d.) - 5,988 7 8 
.. Fees io Counsel and their Clerks.-Charges for fees to 

Counsel and their Clerks who were employed dUriog 
the trinl of Warren Hastings, Esquire, from March 
1787,to28thAugnst,1794. In all, for fees to Coun-
sel and their Clerks (whereof is surcharged 61. 58.) .;; 10,585 0 II 
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, If the costs on the side of the Prosecution~ the principal 1795. 
conductors of which gll.ve their services gratuitously, were so '!IIr. !'Iut. 

, ' ' Ings costs. 

.. Fe,s at'the Exchequer and Treasurg.-Charged for fees 
paid on monies received1'y thE! Account8J!.t ,a~ the 
Exchequer, between Marcb, 1787, and 28th August, 
1794. In aU, for fees at the Exchequer and Treasury 

£ •• d • 

(whereof is surcharged 7221. 4s. 3d.) - 2,817 15 9 
" Other PagmenlB.-Paid to Mr. Gurney, the short-hand 

writer, for taking minntes of the evidence at the 
trial, &c. -; paid, ro 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
mons, and the East India Honse, for divers expenses 
incurred by them, and for gratuities 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, amounting, 
between March, i787, and 28th August, 1794, in aU, 
for other payments (whereof is surcharged 582[; 15B.) 9,460 16 2 

"Drawing Briifs.--Charges for drawing briefs in the 
, several matters proceeded on in the trial, between 

Marcb, 1787, and 28th August, 1794. In nIl, for draw-
ing briefs (whereof is surcharged 3,8261. Os. 12d.) - 6,765 17 2 

.. Copies of BrilifB.-Charges for making copies of briefs, 
between March, 1787,and 28th August, 1794. In all, 
for making copies of briefs (whereof is surcharged 
4,411L 15s. 8d.) - 11,985 4 8 

.. Drawing other Papers.-Charges for drawing other 
papel·s, between lIfarch, 1787, and 28th August, 1794. 
In all, for drawing other papers (whereof is sur-
charged 411. 16s. 4d.) ;. - 1,192 6 8 

" Copies of oIlier Papers.-Charges for making copies, 
between March, 1787, and 28th August, 1790. In all, 
for making copies of the last.mentioned papers, 
(wbereofis surcharged 3,7061. 7s. '1d.) • 5.443 16 2 

" Conlingencies,~Money claimed for examining, revising 
and correcting, the Accountant's own work; for exa­
mining short-hand writer's minutes of evidence I- for 
perusing and examining minutes of the sessions I 
perusing and examining Parliamentary records, and 
making extracts thereof I perusing Reports of the 
Committee of the House of Commons, and herein 
surcharged, amounting" between March, 1787 rand. 
and 21st August, 1794, in all, for contingencies 
(whereofis surcbarg~d 1,2391.78.) - • 1,562 11 B 
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1795. heavy~it may be easily inferred that those on t.he part.of the 
Defendant were not trifling. And if they had f:LlIen on 
:Mr. Hastings' unaided resource!!,. the object of his pro­
secutors would have been gained, in so far as his ruin would 
have been effected. But the East .India Company, who 

£ •. d. 
" In an, the sums charged by this Accountant, the sum of 

(including 16,242~ 0 •• Id. sW'Charged) - 65,802 2 
.. The Accountant is allowed the following IUms, viz :-

" For compensation for articles undercharged, and in lieu 
of a sum of 751. per annum, charged for coach hire 
and incidental expenses, the sum of - 327 2 0 

" Deducted by mistake - 52 10 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 Denares Charge, 
the Cbarge 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 and correcting the chronological list 
of documents (including 321. lIB. surcharged) - - 2,585 4 5 

"For fees paid by the Accountant on the sum of 
I ,8241. lIB. 6el., imprested to him Crom His l\Iaj~sty'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 3621. a year, 
for rcnt of house Bnd furniture, Bnd 
wages for servant., fur 6 years and 
257 days, provided for the usc of 
the Managers of the Impeachment. 2,426 17 9 

.. An allowance for coals, at the rate of 
12 chaldrons a year, at 21. 10 •• per 
chaldron, for the same period 201 II 5i 

" A n allowance for incidental expenses, 
viz., candles and other small articles, 
during the same period, at 301. per 
annum 

.. In all, for the above allowances or 
honse rent, wages or servants, coalsl 
Bnd incidental expense..., appear. the 
Bum or 2,92' 2 8 

.. '.total discharge (including lurcl.argea) - .£6f,6116 8 8" 
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could not .ba insensible at least to the pl·omoti.onof their 1'195. 
material prosperity, effected by Mr. Hastings in his long 
and arduous laboUrs in their service. as' Governor Gimeral 
of India. 'showed no backwardness torelie\'e him from 
the effects produced by the struggle he had p~sed through 
on the fortune he had secul'ed for hi~self dUl'ing his. tenure 
of office. Immediately on the close of the trial, a gencral tho East 

. . .. b India CoOl' 
court of the proprietors \vas assem Jed, to take .into con- pan)'. 

sideration his services, and to "ward him suitable re­
compcnce. It was resolved that be should be indemnified 
for the legnl eX'penses incurred by him in his· defence, 
est.imated at 71,0801., and that an annuity of· 5,0001. should Grant ot 

be granted to him. The first parl . of the resolution was ~i::.~it)' to 

referred to the decision of a ballot, on the 2~ of June, 1 '195, 
and was affirmed by 554 votcs agl\inst254; and the latter, 
on the following day, hy 508 votes agl\inst 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 Borne months in carrying them into execution: but 
on the 2d of March, 1796, the Chairman announced to the 
general court that a l'esolution of the court of Directors 

• granting to Mr. Hastings an annuity of 4,0001. for the 
period of twenty-eight yenrs and a halt to commence from 

"The Accountant is allowed the following sum in con­
sideration of the long period the Account has bet!n 
depending, and that there was a balance due to the 
Accountaut, on the 20th May, 1795, of the sum of 
3,2651. 128. 2d., and that no issue was made to him in 
reduction of this balance till the 3d June, 181.2, and that 
no allowance for interest thereon has been made to the 
Accountant, pursuant to Warrant of Declaration of the 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury, bearing 

£ •• d. 

date the 12th January, 1814 - 1,858 3 9i 

" Public Record Office, 
.. Exchequer, No. 273, General Accounts. 

.. ri1l' Office. Miscellanea." 
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179tl, June 24th; 1785, and llayable for that period to his hcirs 
and executors, had been confirmed by the Board of Control 
The liquidation of the debt incurred by the costs of his do­
fenoe was effected by a. loan fl'om the Company, free of in~ 
terest, of fifty thousand pounds, assisted by the first payment 
of forty-two thousand pounds, on accollnt of his pension.-

The speeches contained in the present v.olumo 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, thpugh not so numerous 01' important os 
in the case of his first speech, in opening the prosecution, 

,. . A few words rcspecting Mr. IIastings' history, subsequent to his trial, 
will not, I trust, be considered out of place. Though never calJed from 
his retirement 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 tbe Peerage, which he had solicited 
from ~be Prince Regent, in a personal intervicw, on the 14th .of March 1806. 
In the year 1813, on occasion of discussions in Parliament on tbe re­
newal of the East India Company's charter, Mr.llastings was summoned to 
give information to either House on Indian aft'airs. TIIUS, at the age of eighty­
one, he again appeared in the presence of those assemblies before wltich be had 
once knelt in the character of a prisoner accused of crim~s against the State. 
But he was now received with unusual marks of respect. JIe 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 degt'ee of Doctor of Laws 
was conferred on him by the University of Oxford. On the 5th of May, in 
the folJowing 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 sub~cqucntIy presented to the Emperor of RURAiB aud the 
the King of Prussia by the Prince Regent, at the public banquet in Guildhall. 
He died on the 22d of Aurst 1818, in the eighty-ninth year of his age. 
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Recapitulation, 52 i-Second demand on Cheyt Sing, 54 ;-Report of 
war with France, ib. ;-Cheyt Sing's plea of inability, 55 ;~En­
forcement of the demand, 56 ;-I..e\·y of additional sum on Cheyt 
Sing, 57 ;-Employment of a military force, ib. ;-Alleged acqui­
escence of Mr. Francis, 58 ;-Letter of the Council, 59 ;-Sign!l" 
ture of Mr. Barwell, 60;-'-Third demand on Cheyt Sing, ib. ;-,.,. 
His present to Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-Mr. Hastings' clefence before 
the Commons, 61 ;-His explanation of the present, 62 ;-Inten­
tion, to conceal the receipt of it, 64 i-Part payment of the 
subsidy, 65 i-Order to Mr. Fowke to insist on complete payment, 
66 ;-Alleged acquiescence of Mr. Francis, ib. ;-Mr. Hastings' 
threatened imposition of a fine on Cheyt Sing, 68 i-Payment of 
the balance of the SUbsidy, 68;-Demand . of cavalry, 69;­
Exclusive demand on Cheyt Sing, ib. ;-Number of troops main­
tained by him, 70 ;-Evidence of Mr. Graham, 71 ;-Evidence of 
Mr. Markham, ib. ;-Expenditure of Cheyt Sing for 1780, 79;­
Conduct of Mr. Francis, 74 i-Objection to his examination, ib.;­
Recapitulation, 75 ;-Mr. Hastings' proposal to \·isit the Upper 
Provinces, ib. ;-Irrespective of Cheyt Sing, 76 ;-Authority sub­
sequently given to him to make arrangements with Cheyt Sing, 
77 ;-His intention to levy a heavy fine, ib. i-Conversation with 
Mr. Wheler, 78 i-Corrupt principle of the project. ib.;-Visit to 
Benares, 80 ;-Alleged delinquencies of Cheyt Sing, ib. ;-Evasion 
of demand of cavalry, 81 ;-Defective police, ib.;-Evidence of 
Mr. Markham, 82 ;-Inconsistency, fl3 ;-I..etters of Mr. Graham, 
84 ;-Letter of Sir Eyre Coote, ib. ;-Disorders after the expul­
sion of. Cheyt Sing, 85;-Distress of Colonel Camac's detach­
ment, 86 ;-Cheyt Sing's delay in paying his tribute, 88 ;-His 
rebellion. 89 i-Silence of Mr. Hastings on the subject, ib. ;-His 
visit to Benares without troops, 90 ;-Interview with Cheyt Sing, 
ib.;-Submission of Cheyt Sing, 91 ;-His arrest. 92 ;-His 
flight, ib. i-Offer of submission, 93 ;-Indignity of tbe arrest, 
ib. ;-Recapitulation, 95 ;-Char~e brought by Nundcomar 
against Mr. Hastings, ib. ;·-AdmIssions of Mr. HlIStings, 96;­
Right of Government to make the demand on Cheyt Sing, 97 ;­
Alleged defect in the terms of the Article, ib.;-Disproportion of 
punishment to offence, 98 :-Non-infliction of the penalty, 99 ;-­
Responsibility of Mr. Hastings for the insurrection of Benares, 
100 ;-Maliciousness of motive, ib.; -Cheyt Sing's offence 
towards Mr. Hastings, 101 ;-Alleged acquiescence of Parliament 
in Mr. Hastings' conduct, 103 ;-Effects of the disorders in 
Benares, 
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SPEECH OF RICHARD BRINSLEY SHERIDAN, ESQ., MANAGER FOn 

THE HOUSE OF COMMONS, IN REPLY ON THE SECOND 

AR.TICLE OF THE CHARGE, RELATING TO THE BEGUMS OF 

OUDE; 14TH MAY, 1794. 

Complaints of delay, 105 i-Prolixity of the Counsel, 106;­
Figurative style used by Counsel, 107 i-Story of Saadat Ali, 108; 
-Right of the Wazirto the treasure, 1l0;-Unimportance of the 
question, ib. i-Custom witli Indian princes of providing for their 
widows, 112;-Sacredness of the zanana, ib.;-Respect of Suja­
ud-Dowla for the Begum, ib. ;-Dislike of his son, ib;;-Control 
of the 'treasure held by the Begum, ib. i-Place of custody of the 
treasure, 113 i-Counsel's effort to ridicule the Manager's speech, 
1l4;-Their quotations from the Hedaya, 115;-'1'he Nawab's 
claim to the treasure, 116 ;-The Begum's right, Il7 ;-The 
Begum's jagirs not resumable, 118 ;-Treaties of 1775 and 1778, 
ib. ;-Guarantee to the Be/tUm, 121 ;-Answer to imputation of 
perverting evidence, 122 i-Prevarication of Mr. Middleton, 125; 
-Character of Counsel's reasonings and statements, 126 ;-Rela­
tive positions of Managers and Counsel, 127 i-Source of Counsel's 
error, 129 ;-Accuracy of the short-hand notes, ib. ;-Question 
of the violation of the treaty by the Begum, 120 ;-Needless 
citation of authorities, ib. ;-Affidavits taken before Sir Elijah 
Impey, 121 ;-Idle reports respecting Saadat Ali, 132 ;-Alleged 
disaffection of the Begum, ib. ;-The result of conspirscy of 
Mr. Hastings and others, ib. ;-Examination of Sir Elijah Imgey, 
133;-The Council imposed upon by Mr. Hastings, 134 ;-Evi­
dence of Sir Elijah Impey, 135 ;-Reluctance of the Nawab to 
act against the Begum, 136 ;-Evidence of innocence of the 
Be.gums from the private correspondence with Mr. Middleton, 
137 ;-Abstract of the correspondence, ib. ;-Misrepresentatioll,ll 
in the ostensible letters of Mr. Middleton, 139 ;-Success of 
Mr. Hastings, ib.;-Charges against the Begum, 140;-Disturb­
ances at Baraiteh and Goruckpore, ib.;-Assistance to Cheyt 
SinA', 141 ;-Testimony of the wounded najibs, ib. ;-The nlfuir 
at Tanda, 142 ;-Capt. Gordon's letter of thanks to the Begum, 
143;-Mutilation of Mr. Middleton's letter book, 144 ;-His 
knowledge of the aid rendered by the Begum, ib. ;-Imputation 
against the Be/tUm of interested motives, 145 ;-Intercepted 
letter, 147 i-Violent language of the Begum towards the Wazir, 
148 ;-Retention of the treasure on the part of Government, 150; 
-Duty of restoration, ib. ;-Protest- against mercenary motives, 
152;-Evidence from private correspondence not impugned by 
the Council, 153. 

SPEECH OF THE RIGHT HON. CHARLES JAMES Fox, MANAGEn 

ron . THE HOUSE OF COMMONS, lN REPLY ON THE SIXTH, 

SEVENTH AND FOURTEENTH, ARTICL'ES OF THE CHARGE, 

RELATING TO PRESENTS; 20TH MAY, 1794. 

Nature of the Charges, 154 i-Counsel's manner of dealing 
with them, 155 ;-Receipt of presents' by Mr. Hastings previously 
to 1773, 156 ;-The restrictive oath not taken by him, ib.;-

VOl.. IV. f 
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Appointment of Munny Begum as successor to Mohammed Reza 
Khan, 157 ;-Her unfitness, 158 ;-Perversion of evidence im­
puted to Managers, ib.;-Reply, 159 i-Specification of the 
Charge, 161 ;-Mr. Hastings' opinion of the qualifications re­
quired for the guardian of the Nawab, 162 ;-Attempted distinction 
of offices of naib subabdar and guardian, ib. ;-Requisition on 
the part of Munny Begum: 163 ;-Not confined to matters con­
nected with the household, ib.;-Partial suppression of office of 
faujdar of the city, 164 ;-The appointment of the officer left with 
the Begum, 165;-Application of Yetteram-ud-Dowla for the 
office, ib.;-Reticence of Mr. Hastings on the subject of the 
Nawab's mother, 166 ;-lnjustice of substituting the Begum as 
his guardian, 167 ;-Mr. Hastings' evasion of the Directors' orders 
with respect to the appointment, ib.;-Pretext of.Mr. Hastings 
for the suppression of the office of Naib Subahdar, ib.;-Argu­
ment of the Counsel on the powers given to the Begum, ib. ;­
Cause of the Nawab's insignificance, 168 ;-His dependence on 
Mr. Hastings, 169 ;-The receipt of bribes imputed to Mr. Hast­
ings, ib. ;-His tardy admission of receipt of allowances for 
entertainment, ib.;-His denial of tbe receipt of further sums, 
170 ;-Charge against him by Nundcomar of receiving presents, 
171 ;-His suspicious conduct under the imputation, ib. ;-He 
declines to deny the charge, 172 ;-lnconsistency of bis conduct 
with respect to Nundcomar, 174 ;-His vindication of him in 
] 772, 175;-Explanation, according to Counsel, of his defence of 
Nundcomar, 178 ;-Letter of Mr. Hastings to the Directors re­
specting the employment of Nundcomar, 179 ;-Its incompatibility 
with' the Counsel's atgument, 181 ;-Appointment of Raja Goor­
dass, ib.;-Vindication of Nundcomar by Mr. Hastings a proof 
of guilt, 182 ;-Recapitulation, 184 ;-Omission by Mr. Hastings 
to keep account of the Nawab's expenses, 185 i-Confused state 
of the account relative to the Nawab's stipend, ib. ;-Excess of 
allowance' paid to the Nawab, 186 ;-Statement of the Directors, 
ib. ;-Reappointment of Munny Begum and Raja Goordass evi­
dence of Mr. Hastings' guilt, 187 ;-Case of the Duke of Grafton, 
189 ;-Duty of Mr. Hastings to sift the charges of cornlption 
brought against him, 190 ;-The receipt of the presents criminal, 
191 ;-Receipt of presents subsequent to the Act of Parliament, 
ib.;-Meaning of the Act, ib.;-Misquotation of the Act by the 
Counsel, 193;-Perversion of its meaning, ib.;-Mr. Hastings' 
admission of the receipt of the presents, 195 ;-Variable nature of 
misdemeanours, ib. ;-Aggravating circumstances, ib. 

CONCLUSION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RlGHT lION. CHARLES 

JAMES Fox, MA~AGER FOR THE HOUSE OF COllMONS, IN 

REPLY -ON THE SIXTH, SEVENTH AND }'OURTEENTH, ARTI­

CLES OF THE CHARGE, RELATING TO PBESENTS; 21ST MAY, 
1794. . 

Misquotation of Section of the Act, 197 i-Pretended miscon:' 
ception of the Act by Mr. Hastings, 198 ;-Alleged prevalence of 
the error, 199 ;-Mr. Hastings' interpretation opposed by the 
Council and the Directors, 200 ;-Incompatibility of Mr. Hastings' 
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Defence with the evidence, 203 ;-General inaccuracy of Mr. Hast­
ings, ib. ;-Recapitulation, 204 ;-Enumeration of presents re­
ceived by Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-Defences set up by him, 205 ;­
Effect of Mr. Larkins' evidence, ib. ;-His denial of having been 
privy to the receipt of the presents, 206 i-Confidence reposed in 
Mr. Larkins, 207 ;-Process of the transactions, 208 ;-Misstate­
ment of Mr. Hastings respecting the endorsement of the bonds, 
209 ;-Mr. Larkins' ignorance of the bonds being the property of 
the Company, ib. ;-Assertion to the contrary by Mr. Hastings, 
210 ;-General falsity of his statement, 211 ;-Importance attached 
by Counsel to Mr. Larkins' alleged privity to the transactions, 
213 i-Payment of the money into the hands of the Company 
not immediate, 214 ;'-:"Evidence of Mr .. Hudson, ib.;":"'Sums re­
ceived from Dinagepore and Patna, 215;-From Nuddea, 216;­
Present received from Sadanund, 217 ;-Mr. Hastings' application 
of it due to fear of betrayal, ib. ;--Pretended explanation to the 
DirectorB, 218 ;-Probability of Mr~ Hastings being aware of the 
puhlic rumour of sums received from Keller8m and Cullian Sing, 
ib. ;-His letter of 22d May, 1782, 220;-The r"al datc doubtful, 
ib. ;-Fear of Mr. Hastings of an inquiry, 222 ;...,..His pretext for 
the receipt of the present from Sadanund, ib. ;-Mystery con­
nected with the present from Dinagepore, 223 ;-Receipt of three 
lacs by Gunga Govind Sing, as agent fo~ Mr .. Hastings, 224;­
Misstatement respecting the three lacs sent to the Raja of Berar, 
ib. ;-Demand of Mr. Hastings for a further sum of 10,0001., 
225 ;-Balance of the sums received from Dinagepore, 226;­
Alleged disposal of tlie 10,0001. in presents to Mrs. Hastings, 
227 ;-Evidence of guilt from employment of Gunga Govind 
Sing, 228 ;-Mr. Hastings responsible for the whole sum of 
40,0001., ib.;-His detention of the security, 229 ;-Further defal­
cation in respect of the Patna money, ib ;-Falsehood in statement 
respecting the Raja of Berar, 230 ;-The Mahratta peace, 331 ;­
Disgraceful nature of Mr. Hastings' instructions, 232 ;-False 
pretext for receipt of present from Dinagepore, ib. ;-Ability of 
the Company to' raise money by loan, 233 i-Present from Patna, 
ib.;-Not a peshkush, 234 ;-A portion still due to the Company, 
ib.;-Present of 100,0001. from the Wazir, 235 ;-Mr. Hastings' 
attempt to obtain it as a gift from the Company, ib. i-Present or 
loan from Nobkissin, 2a6 ;-Examination of Mr. Larkins, ib. ;­
Mr. Hastings' account of the transaction, 237 ;-Evasive cha­
racter of Mr. Larkins' evidence, ib .. ;-His declaration that bonds 
were given to Nobkissin,238;-Contrary statement by Mr. Hast­
ings, 239 ;-His pretext for applying the money to his own use, 
ib. ;--'Charge of grant to the. Mohammedan College, ib.;-For 
houses of aides-de-camp, 240 i-Corrupt nature of the transaction, 
241 ;-True character of Nobkissin's payment, 242;-Different 
accounts of the transaction by Mr. Hastings, ib.;-He leaves India 
without having explained ~t, 243 ;-Reference to Mr. Larkins, ib.; 
-His imperfect knowledge of the transaction, ib. ;-Instructions 
from Mr. Hastings to Mr. Larkins as to his evidence, 244 ;-No­
torious dishon,esty of Gunga Govind Sing, 245 ;-Application in 
his favour by Mr. Hastings, 246 ;-Fourteenth Article of the 
Ch&rge, 247 ;-Argument of the Counsel, 248 ;-Admission of 
fraud on the part of Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-His guilt aggravated by 
breach of faith, 249 i-The seventh Article, 250 i--Power of tilt' 

£2 . 
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amina, ib. I-Corrupt motive in the appointment, 251 ;-Abolition 
of provincial councils, ib. ;-Forbidden by the Directors, ib.;­
Disobedience of Mr. HlI8tings, 252 I-Perversion of Mr. Francis' 
opinion, ib.;-Establishment of the Board of Revenue, ib.;­
Evidence of Sir John Shore, 253;-Dependence of the Board' on 
Gunga Govind Sing, ib, I-Contradictory reasons for the abolition 
of provincial councils, 253 ;-:-Enormity of the appointment of 
Gunga Govind Sing, 254 I-Facilities for corrupt dealing, 255;­
ltecapitulation, 256. 

SPEECH OF MICHAEL ANGELO TA.YLOR, ESQ., MANAGER ~'OR 
THE HOUSE OF COMMONS, IN REPLY ON THE J!'OUR'fII 

ARTICLE OF THE CHARGE, RELATING TO CONTRACTS; 23RD 

MAY,1794. 

Purport of the Charge, 260 j-Defence by Mr. HlI8tings, ib. ;­
RegUlating Act of 1773, ib. i-Order for advertising contracts, 
261 i-Offence imputed to Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-His .corruption, 
262 i-Contract for opium given to Mr. Sullivan, ib.i-Argument 
of Mr. Law, 263 j-Progressh'e value of the contracts, 264 j-' 
Advantage of advertising them, ib. i -Attempt to implicate Mr. 
l~rancis, ib. i-Mr. Sullivan's profit on the transfer of the contract, 
266 i-Evidence of Mr. BennandJ.lr. Young, ib. i-Mr. Hastings 
reprimanded by the Directors, ib. i-Argument of Counsel from 
the contract with Mr. Mackenzie, 267 j-Corrupt intention in 
Mr. HlI8tings, ib. ;-His reason for offering the contract to Mir 
Munnir, 26!l j-Unfitness of Mr. Sullivan, 'ib. ;-Sale of contract 
by him, 269 i-He accompanies Mr. HlI8tings to Benart's, ib. i­
Abolition of the office of insJiector, 270 i-Further indulgence 
shown to Mr. Sullivan, 271 i-Re-establishment of the office of 
Inspector under Sir J. Macpherson, ib. i-Omi8sion of tbe revo­
cation clause by Mr. Hastings, ib. i-Flor's report, 272;­
Smu~gling of opium into China, ib. i-CorruPt motive in Mr. 
Hastmgs, ib.i-Pretended aprroval of the Directors, 273 i-Their 
prohibition of the traffic, 274 i-Letter of Col. Wat80n, ib. i­
Bullock contract with Mr. Crofts, 275 i-Di8solution of prcvious 
contract, 276 j-Similar contracts held by Mr. Hastings, ib'i­
Number of bullocks required by Air Eyre Coote's plan, ib.;­
Excess provided by thc contract, 277 i-Censure of the contracts 
by the Directors, ib. i-Disobedience of Mr. Hastings, 279 j­
Number of bullocks required by Lord Cornwallis, ill. i-Change 
in Sir Eyre Coote's plan effected by Mr. Hastings, ib. i-Protest 
of Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler against the contracts, 280 i­
Silcnce of Mr. Hastings, 281 ;-Further protests of Mr. Francis 
and Mr. Wheler, 282 ;-The victualling contract, 283 i-Mr.' 
Crofts the T\ominee of Mr. Johnston, 284 j-Contract undcr Lord 
Cornwallis, ib. j-Case of Col. Pearce, 2!l5 i-His letter, 21:1(; j­
RClluction of the estahli8hment on ces8ation of the contract, ib. ; 
-Letter of Gen. Stibhert,ib. ;-Exorbitance of charge for bell8ty 
bullocks, 287 i-Refusal of Mr. I'rancis and Mr. Whcler to sign 
the contract, ib. ;-Duration of the contract, ib. ;-Disobedience 
of Mr. Hastings in continuing the contract for three years, 2!l!l; 
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-His dishonesty, w. ;-Agency of Sir C. Blount, ib. ;-Transfer 
of the contract to Mr. Ferguson, 289 ;-Inconsisteney of Mr. 
Hastings' opinions, w. ;-His denunciation of the system of 
contracts, 290 ;-Evidence of S~ C. Blount, ib.;-Objection of 
Mr. Stables to the system of agency, 291 ;-Bribes given by 
Mr. Hastings to Sir Eyre Coote, W.;-S~ Eyre Coote's allowances 
fixed upon the Waz~, 292 i-Specification of the Charge, 293;­
Pay and allowances of the Commander-in-Chief, ib. ;-Extra 
allowances granted by Mr. Hastings to S~ E. Coote, 294 ;­
Objections of M.r. Francis and Mr. Wheler, 295 ;-Disapprobation 
of the Directors, 296 ;-Alleged offer of the Waz~ to double the 
allowances, ib. ;-His letter of expostulation, ib.;-Avowed cor­
ruption of the transaction, 297. 

CONCLUSION OF THE SPEECH OF MICHAEL ANGELO TAYLOR, 

ESQ., MANAGER ¥OR THE HOUSE OF COMMONS, IN REPLY 

ON THE FOURTH ARTICLE OF THE CHARGE, RELATING 

TO CONTRACTS; 27TH M.A.Y, 1794. 

Demand of payment by the W BZ~ of allowances to S~ E. 
Coote, 298 ;-Inconsistent statements of Mr. Hastings, 299;­
Alleged avarice of S~ E. Coote, 300 ;-Mr. Crofts the reco~nised 
agent of S~ E. Coote, 301 ;-Interest of S~ E. Coote m the 
bullock contract, 302 ;-Mr. Auriol's agency, w. ;-Defence of 
Mr. Hastings, 303 ;-Famine at Madras, ib. ;--Exorbitance of 
charges under the agency, 304 i-Cases quoted in support of the 
commi.ssion allowed, 305 ;-Mr. Livin's commission, 306 ;-Com­
mission on the ll.rovision of gun-carriages, ib. ;-Mr. Cumming's 
commission, 307 ;-Evidence of M.r. Brodie, w. ;-Evidence of 
Mr. Crofts, w. ;-Reduction of Mr. Auriol's commission, 308;-

. Prodigality of the allowance, ib. ;-Apologetic letter of Mr. Auriol, 
309 ;-General disapproval of the first commission, ib.;-Vouchers 
dispensed with, 310 ;-Account passed on honour, 311 i-Check 
on char~es for demurrage, etc., w. i-Cases adduced as precedents, 
312 ;-Case of Mr. Vanderhagen, 313 ;-Resolution of Directors 
against passing accounts upon honour, ib. ;-The agency given 
as compensation for reduced salary, 314 i-Evidence of Mr. Auriol, 
ib. ;-His unfitness for the agency, 315 ;-Mr. Belli's agency for 
victualling Fort William, w. i-Opinion of Mr. Francis, w.;~ 
General Claveriug's objection, 316 ;-Reply of Mr. Hastings, ib.;­
Amount of commission referred to a committee of merchants, 
317 ;-The~ recommendation set aside by Mr. Hastings, ib_;­
His proposal of thirtl per cent., w. i-Protest of Mr. Francis, 318; 
-Disapproval of Dlrectors, w. i-Conversion of the agency into 
a contract. W. ;-Proposition of Mr. Hastings, 319 i-Opposition 
of Mr. Francis, 320;-Reply of Mr. Hastings, ib.;-Corrupt 
system advocated by him, 321 ;-Character of Mr. Belli not in 
question, ib. ;-His accounts, w. ;-Insolent reply·ofMr. Hastings 
to the Directors, 322 ;-His charge of 10,0001. for sundries, W. l­
His omission to produce Mr. Belli for examination, 323.-Al­
leged profit on the stores supplied by Mr. Belli, ib. ;-Recapitu­
lation. 324,;--:-1'he transaction corrupt, 325;-EJfect of .Colonel 
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Morison's death on the conduct of Mr. Hastings, 326 ;-His dis­
obedience of orders not explained, ib. ;-1.08ses 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, 3:30. 

SPEECH OF .THE RIGHT HON. EDMUND BURKE, MANAGER ~'OR 

THE HOUSE OF COllIMONS, IN GENERAL REPLY ON THE 

SEVEnAL CHARGES; 28TH MAY, 1794. 

Uncompromising character of the prosecution, 332 ;-History of 
the impeachment, 333 i-Personal influence of the Defendant, 334 ; 
Plan of the impeachment, 335 ;-Heads of the Charge, ib.;­
Demeanour of the Defendant, 336 ;-Demeanour of .accused 
persons among the Romans, ib. ;-Recriminatory charges of 
Mr. Hastings, 337 ;-His charge of ingratitude against the 
Commons, ih. i-Services of Mr. Hastings not in evidence, 338; 
-Necessity of removing false impressions, 339 ;-Unjustifiahle 
language imputed to the Managers, ib. ;-Responsibility of the 
Managers, ib. ;-Vmdication of language of the Managers, 340; 
-Case of Lord Macclesfield, ib. ;-Case of Lord Bacon, 341 ;­
Further justification of the languoge of the Manngers, 342;­
Causes of disapprobation of thli course pursued by them, 343; 
-Imputation against them of vindictiveness, ib. ;-Motives by 
which the Commons are actuated, 344;-Case of Sir Walter 
Raleigh, 363;-Charge against the Managers of delay, ib.;­
Deaths of peers, 347 i-Omission of Mr. Hastings to apply for 
evidence from India, ib.;-Readincs8 of Managers to facilitate 

. examination ·of witnesses, 348;-Mr. Hastings' reluctance to 
·-examine Mr. Larkins, ib.;--His omission to produce Mr. Belli, 

ib.;-Alleged expenditure of 30,0001. on the defence, ib.;-Par­
ticulars communicated by Lord Suffolk, 349 ;-Alleged pay­
ment of 6,0001. to the clerks in the India HOlUe, 350 ;-Security 
for the expenses_of the defence provided by the friends of 
Mr. Hastings, 351 ;-Alleged introduction of irrelevant mnttcr 
into the charge, 352 ;-·Petition presented to the Lords, ib. ;­
Readiness of thc Commons to grant an inquiry, 35:3 i-Petition 
of Mr. Hastings to the HOllse 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 ;-Prin­
ciples of the arraignment, ib. ;-The forty-five resolutions, tb.;­
Principles of the defence, 356 ;-Arrogation by Mr. Hastings of 
arbitrary power, ib.;-Quotation from his defence, ib. ;-Essential 
illegality of arbitrary power, 358;-Contaminating nature of 
Mr. Hastings' principles, 359 ;-Repudiation by him of his 
defence, ib. ;-His res:ronsibiiity for its contents, 360 ;-Nature 
of tbe authorities cite by him, 361;-Importance of a just esti­
mate of the condition of the people of India, ib. ;-Division into 
tbree races, 36:3 ;-Gentu law, ib. ;-Castes, ib.;-Privileges of 
the Brahmans, ib. ;-Inheritable property, 364;-Title by pre­
scription, ih. i-Penalties, 365 i-Protection from arbitrary power, 
ib. ;-Ignorance of the Counsel, 366;-Principles of Tartar law, 
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ib. ;-Genghis Khan, ..'367;-His institutes, ib. i-Contrast of 
conduct of Mr. Hastings, 369 ;-Institutes of Tamerlane, ib.;­
His greatness and moderation, ib. ;-His renunciation of arbitrary 
power, 370;-The Hedaya, 371 ;-Divisions of the Mohammedan 
law, ib. ;-Responsibility of the Caliph, 372 i-Obligations of the 
Mohammedan sovereign, 373 ;-Absence of arbitrary power, ib.; 
Sensitiveness of the nati,"es of India to disgrace, 374 ;-Cha­
racter of Mr. Hastings compa.red with that of Genghis Khan and 
Tamerlane, ib. ;-Tyrannical character of recent govemment in 
India, 376 ;-Testimony of Mr. Halhed, ib; ;-Civilisation of the 
people, 377 i-Usurpation of arbitrary power, ib. i-Sanctity of 
the law,ib. 

CONTINUATION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RIGHT RON. EDMUND 

BURKE, MANAGER FOR THE ROUSE OF COMMONS, IN 

GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; '30TH MAy, 
1794. 

Recapitulation, 379 i-Principles of government avowed by Mr. 
Hastings, 381 ;_Issue to be tried, 382 ;'-Authorities cited by the 

,Managers, ib. i-Obligations of sovereignty, 383 ;-Refinement 
of the Indian codes, ib. ;-Spurious liberality of Mr. Hastings, 
384 i-Obedience to the laws of dependent countries obligatory 
on British officers, ib.;-Precedents pleaded by Mr. Hastings, 
385 ;-Fraud on Nobkissin, ib. ;-Limited nature of the Com­
pany's authority, 386 i-Sovereign .power not to be delegated, 
ib. ;--Subordinate condition of liiuja-ud-Dowla, ib. ;-Necessity 
of dealing with facts on fixed principles, 387 i-Character of the 
demands on Cheyt Sing, 388 i-Offence imputed to Cheyt Sing, 
389 ;-His relation to the Company, ib. ;-Co'ntracts between 
sovereign powers, ib.;-Treasonable designs imputed to Cheyt 
Sing, 390 ;-Duty of Mr. Hastings, 391 ;-Mode of proceeding 
according to Gentu law, ib. i-Silence of Mr. Ha$ings 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. Hasting!! as to the origin of the 
rebellion, 397 ;-Distinction of several kinds of fines, 399 ;-In­
fliction of a fine of 500,0001. upon Cheyt Sing, ib. ;-Illegal 
mode of proceeding, 400 ;-Employment of torture, ib. ;--Secret 
designs of Mr. Hastings, 401 i-Proposal of Asoff-ud-Dowla to 
purchase the zamindary of Benares, ib. i-Character of Asoff-ud­
Dowla., ib.;-Mr. Hastings' . threat of seizing the forts ef Cheyt 
Sing, 402 i-Offers of money by Cheyt Sing as a compromise, 
ib. ;-Rejected by Mr. Hastings, 40a ;-Inconsistency, 405;­
Nundcomar's charge respecting the forts held by Cheyt Sing, 
406 ;-Reply of Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-Admission that the claim of 
the Company to the forts was unfounded, 407 ;-His acquiescence 
in the grant to Cheyt Sing in 1775, ib. ;-Nature of precedents 
quoted by Cheyt Sing, 40~ ;-Negotiations respecting the sove­
reignty of Bulwant Sing, ib. ;-Mr. Hastings' doctrine of corrup­
tion, 409 ;-Inconsistency, ib. ;-Unjustifiable mode of proceeding 
against Cheyt Sing, 410 ;~Illegal delegation of power, 411 ;-



lxxxiv CONTENTS OF THE SPEECHES. 

P.owers committed to Mr. Wheler, 412 ;-Instance of Lord C.om­
wallis, 413 ;-Inapplicability t.o the case .of Mr. Halltings, ib.;­
Plea of convenience, 414 ;-Rashness of JOUl'ney to Benares, 416; 
-Disgrace inflicted on Cheyt Sing by arrest, 417 ;-Appointment 
.of Oossan Sing all Naib, ib.;-His disgraceful character, ib.;­
Formal charge against Cheyt Sing, 418 I-Proceedings adopted 
by Mr. Halitings, ib. ;-Justifiable resistance of Cheyt Sing, 419; 
-Resp.onsibility .of Mr. Hastings for the murder of the sepoys, 
ib. ;-Illegal exercise of arbitrary power by Mr. Hastings, 420;­
Renewed offer of submission by Cheyt Sing, 421 ;-Mr. Balfour's 
rep.ort .of alleged treallonable conversation between Cheyt Sing 
and Saadat Ali, 422 ;-Treasonable message alleged to have been 
despatched by the Begum, ib. ;-Idle nature of the reports, 423; 
-Omission of Counsel to call Mr. Balfour, ib. ;-Barren result 
.of the .outrage .on Cheyt Sing, 424 ;-Necessity .of vengeance 
advocated by Mr. Hastings, ib. I-Pecuniary loss inourrcd, 425;­
Plunder .of the Rani at Bidjey Gur, ib. ;-Directions to Colonel 
P.opham, 426 ;-Disobedience of orders.of the Directors respecting 
prize money, 427 ;-'-Violation .of the proclaimed indemnity, ib. ;­
Terms of surrender agreed to by the Rani, 428 ;-Disposal of the 
plunder, ib. I-Suit for the recovery of it from the soldiers, 429;­
Negligence of the Indian Government, ib.;-Disastrous results 
.of the attack on Cheyt Sing, 430 ;-Revenue of Benares, ib.;­
Demands on it by Mr. Hastings, 431 I-Malicious motives, 432. 

- CONTINUATION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RIGHT RON. EDMUND 

BURKE, MANAGEll POll THE HOUSE OF COMMONS, IN 

GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAl. CHARGES; .3D JUNE, 

1794. 

Statement of the Charge, 433 ;·-Illegal appointment .of Mr. 
Markham, 435 ;-Av.owed object of the appointment, 436;­
Connexi.on between tyranny and rebellion, 437 I-Clandestine 
proceedings of Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-Interest inspired by the fate 
of exalted personages, 438 ;-Confiscati.on of the estates of the 
babooB, ib. ;-Foundation of eh8.1·itable jagirs, ib. ;-Appointment 
of Mehipnerain t.o 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 reyenue of Henares, 443;­
Mr. Duncan's estimate, 444 ;-Deficiency in the collection, ib. ;­
Overrating of the country, 445 I-Condition of remission proposed 
to the Raja, ib.;-His reduced authority, 446;-His dread of 
Oossan Sing', ib.;-Changes in the commercial system of the 
country, 4·17 ;-Mischievous effects of them, 448 ;--M r. Hastings' 
ignorance of the principles o,f trade, 449 j-Ignorance of the 
Couticil of the transactions at Benares, ib. ;-The tribute in 
arrear, 450 I-Clandestine correspondence between Mr. Hastings 
and Mr. Markham, ib. i-Partial communication t.o the Hoard of 
the cllnrgea against Durhejey Sing, 452 ;-Assumption by Mr. 
Hastings of separate authority, ib. I-Severe measures against 
Durbej~y. Sing advised by Mr. Hastings, 453 ;-Previ.ou8 exeeu-



CONTENTS OF THE SPEECHE~ lx:xxv 

tion of them, 454 ;-l11egality of proceedings, ·ib. J-Delegation 
of authority M Mr. Markham, ib. ;..,..Office of Resident, 455 j­
Dissection of Mr. Hastings'letter, ib. j-Imprisonment of Dur­
bejel Sing, 456 j-Charges against him by Mr. Markham, ib. j­
Omission of inquiry, 457 j-Uniform injustice of Mr. Hastings' 
conduct towards him, ib. j-Petition of the Rani, 458 j-Petition 
of_ Mehipnerain, ib. ;-Neglect of pl'evious petitions from the 
Raja, 459 i-Omission to inquire into Durbejey Sing's complaint 
against Mr. Markham, ib. j-Arrears due from Durbejey Sing, 
460 j-Rigorous measures of··Mr. Hastings, 461 ;-Imprisonment 
Bnd death of Durbejey Sing, ib. i-Confiscation of hill property, 
462 ;--Succession of Jagger Deo Sing, ib.l-Practical supremacy 
of Mr. Markham, 463;-Departure of Mr. Markham, 464 j­
Appointment of Mr. BeDn &lid Mr. Fowke, 'h.;-Prosperity of 
Benu.rtl$ under its native rulers, ib. ;--Its ruin under English rule, 
465 j-Indulgent treatment of Jagger Deo Sing, 469 i-Corrupt 
nature of testimonials adduced. by Mr. Hastings, 470 j-Respon­
sibilit, for the death of Durbejey Sing, ib. j-Withholding of the 
constitution, 471 i-False statement respecting the condition of 
Bena.res, ib. j-Report of Mr. Barlow, 472 ;-Evidence of Mr. 
Duncan, 473;-Terror inspired by Mr. Hastings, 475;-Fatal 
effects of oppression, ib. j-Debasement of the people shown by 
their testimonials to. Mr, Hastin~, 476;-Condition of Oude, 
478 ;-Ruinous effects of British mterference, ih.j-Outrages by 
the military collectors, 479. 

CONTINUATION OF THE SPEECU OF ·THE RIGHT lIoN. EDMUND 

BURKE, MANAG:KR FOR THE HOUSE OF COlllMONS, IN 

GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES j 5TH JUNE, 

1794. 

Arrogance of vulgar tyrants, 480 ;~Character of Suja-ud­
Dowla, 48l;-Calumnies respecting the chief families in Oude, 
ib.j-Unauthentic character of Dow's History, 482 ;-Family of 
Suja-ud-Dowla., ib.;~Mr. Hastings' apology for the mismanage­
ment of Oude, 483;-Death of Suja-ud-Dowla, 484 j-New 
tJ-eaty with Asoff-ud.Dowla, 485 j~lIis alleged vassalage, 486 j­
General dread of British dominioll, 487 j~System of Gen. CIa· 
vering, Col. Monson and Mr. Francis, 488 ;~Scheme for paying 
the Nawab's arreal'S, 489 ;-His compromise with members of his 
family, ib. ;-Guarantee proposed by Mr. Hastings, 490 J-His 
general responsibility, ib. ;-His command' of !to majority in the 
Council, 491 I-Hilt suppression of the Persian correspondence, 
492 ;-Report of Mr. Colebrook, ih.;-Practical annihilation of 
the power of the Council, 493 I-Secrecy in dealings with Uude, 
ib.;-Illegal appointment of 0. Resident, 494 I-Contempt of legal 
authority, 495 ;-First removal of Mr. Bristow, ib. j-Reinstated 
!-Iy order of the Directors, tb. ;-Minute of Mr. Hastings, 496 j­
DIsobedience to the Directors, 497 I-Character of Mr. Middleton, 
600 j-Alleged disqualification of Mr. Bristow, ib. ;-Joint ap-­
}lointml'nt of !lh-. Bristow and Mr. Middleton,lb.;-Rea,Ppointment 
of Mr. ,!lrietow as Bole Resident, 501 i-Mr. Hastings account of 



-lxxxvi CON'r1!:NTS OF THE SUEC1t1!:S. 

the transaction, ib.;-Humiliating. position of the Company's 
servants and the princes of the count2' 505 ;-Employment of 
Gobind Ram, ib. i-Servility of the Nawab, 506 ;-Fraudulent 
character of correspondence produced by Mr. Hastings, 507;­
Letter of Hyder Beg Khan, ib.;-Demoralising effect of Mr. 
Hastin/{s' system on the Company'.! servants, 509 ;-Appropriation 
of Oude, ib. ;-Maladministration of the revenue, 510 ;-Appli­
cation of the Nawab for the assistance of British officers, ib.;­
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, ib. i-Protest of 
the Nawab against his reappointment, 516 ;-Desolation of the 
country, ib. ;-Appointment of Major Osborne, 517 i-Complaint 
of the Nawab against British officers, ib. ;-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;­
AUegea corruption of members of the House of Commons, 523,; 
Responsibility of Mr. Hastings for the appointment of the civil 
servants, 524 i-Protest of Gen. Clavering, 525 ;-Remonstrance 
of the Wazir, 526 ;-Appointment of Major Palmer, ib. ;-Reca­
pitulation; 527. 

CONTINUATION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RIGHT HON. EDMUND 

BURKE, .MANAGER FOR THE HOt/SE OF COMMONS, IN 

GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CUARGES; 7TU JUNE, 

1794. 

Letter of Mr. Middleton, 529 ;-His submission to the dictation 
of Mr. Hastings, 530;-Treaty of Chunar, ib.;-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, ib.;-Guarantees given to the relationa of the Nawab, 
535 ;-Pretended compensation to thejagirdars, ib.;-The Nawab's 
objection to the confiscation, 536 ;-Slander of the Nawab, 537; 
-Case of .the orderlies, ib.;-Opposition of the Nawab, 53R;­
Conduct of Mr. Middleton, 539 ;-His letter to Mr. Hastings, 
ib. ;-Comfulsion of the Nawab, 540 ;-Letters of Mr. Mid­
dleton, 54 ;-Tyranny of Mr. Hastings, 542;-Resumption of 
the jagirs, 543;-Compulsory treatment of Mr. Middleton, 544; 
-Imperious letter of Mr. Hastings, 545 ;-No compensation 
ghoen to the jagirdars, 546 i-Concealed treasure of the Begum, 
547 ;-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. ;-IIl~gal manner of pro­
ceeding of Mr. Hastings, 550 ;-Omission to take advice on the 
question of title, ib.;-Question submitted to Sir E. Impey, 552; 
-Justification of the seizure founded on the lIedaya, ib.;-Pro-



CONTENTS or THE SPEECHES. lxxxvii 

perty held by eastern lll'incesses, 553 ;-Incompetency of the 
court to try the question of title, ib.j-Probable sources of the 
Begums' wealth, 555 ;-Refusal of the Nawab to claim the 
treasures, 556 ;-Dignity of the Begums, 557 j-Evidence of 
Major Brown, lb. i-Sums requisite for marriage portions for the 
princesses, 558 j-Crimin&lity not charged against the Begums, 
ib. j-Arrest of Behar and .Tcwar Ali Khan, 559 j-Pretext for it, 
ib.;-Letter of Mr. Middleton, 560;-Exaction of a bond for 
600,000/. from the eunuchs, 562 :-Further exaction of 60,000/., 
ib. ;-Mr. Middleton's account of the transaction, 563 j-Demand 
on the Begums to surrender their house, 564 j-Further severities, 
ib.j-Remonstrance of Capt. Jaques, ib. i-Statement of MaJor 
Gilpin, 565 j-Refusal of Mr. Middleton to communicate with. 
the Begum, lb. ;-Letter of Mr. Johnson, 566 j-Order for the 
inlliction of corporal punishment on the eunuchs, ib. j-Infliction 
of the punishment, 567 j-Real perpetrators of the outrage, 568; 
Threat to imprison the eunuchs in the fort of Chunal', ib.;­
Alleged payment of the money to Hyder Beg Khan, 569 j-Pro­
longed imprisonment of the eunuchs, ib. j-Suppression of Mr. 
Bl'l.stow's repor~, 570 ;-'-Order to Mr. Bristow to continue the 
se\'erities, ib. ;-Malicious motives attributed to Mr. Haatings, 
571 ;-His alleged quarrel with the Beg.ums, ib. ;-Insulting con­
duct of Mr. Middleton, 572 j-Character and object of the rebellion, 
573 ;-Innocence of the Begums, 574 ;-Nature of the e\.jdence 
brought against them, ib.j-The charge not madS! known to 
them, ib. 

CONTINUATION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RIGHT lION. EDMUND 

BURKE, MANAGER FOR THE HOUSE OF COMMONS, IN 

GENERAL R.;PLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; 11TH 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 Manngers, 579 ;-Examination of Ma,jor Gilpin and 
l\fto. Middleton, ib. ;-Agents employed by Mr. Hastings, 580;­
Collection of affidavits by Sir E. Impey, ib. j-Illegality of his 
proceedings, 581 j-Transmission of the affidavits to Calcutta, 
582 ;-Nature of the evidence, 583 j-Testimony of Sir E. Impey, 
585 j-Omission of giving notice to the accused of the charges 
against them, ib. ;-Rejection by the Court of evidence against 
Mr. Hastings, 586 j-Forfeiture of credit by witnesses for the 
defence, ib. ;-General corruption' imputed to them by Mr. Hast­
ings himself, 587 j-Case of Capt. Gordon, ib. ;-Dlsclosure by 
Major Gilpin, 588 ;-Letter of the Begum to Mr. Hastings, 589 j­
Ingratitude of Capt. Gordon, 590 i-Suppression of evidence by 
Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-Letter of thanks from Capt. Gordon to Jewar 
and Behar Ali Khan, 591 ;-His address to the Begum, ib .. -
Omission of Mr. Hastings to institute an inquiry, ib. j-Atte~Jlt 
of Capt. ~ordon to invaIidat~. his previous testimony, 592 ;-AI­
leged eVidence of the naJlbs,· 594 ;-Documentary evidence 
adduced by Capt. Williams, 595 ;-I~ tendency to prove the 



lxxxviii CONTENTS OF 'l'HE SPEECHES. 

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 t.o the 
Begums, ib. ;-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. 
Bristow and Mr. Stables, in the rebellion, 605 ;-Compulsory 
treatment of the Nawab, ib. ;-Order of the Directors for an in­
quiry into the charges against the Begums, 606 ;-Disobedience 
of Mr. Hastings, 608 ;-Motion of Mr. Macpherson, ib. ;-Minute 
of Mr. Hastings, 609 ;-Its insolence, 610 ;-Pretended reasons 
of Mr. Hastings for avoiding an inquiry, ib. ;-His attempt to 
ignore the order of the Directors, 611 ;-Mr. Hastings' assump­
tion of sovereign dignity, 612 ;-Intemlption of the proceedings 
by· Mr. Hastings, ib. ;-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 tl1e jagirll, 
ib. ;-Mr. Hastings' habitual disobedience, ib. ;-Letter of the 
Nawab, 617 ;-His willingness to restore the jagirs, 618 ;-Right 
of the Commons to demand justice, 619 ;-Case of the Khurd 
Mahal, ib. 

CONTINUATION OF THE SPEEcn OF THE RIGHT liON. EDMUND 

BURKE, MANAGER FOIl THE HOUSE OF COMllONS, IN 

GENERAL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; 12th JUNE, 

1794. 

Cruel treatment of the women and children of Suja-ud-Do",la, 
620 ;-Family of Snja-ud-Dowla, 621 ;-The Khurd Mahal,622 ;­
Respect of the N aWllb towards its inhabitants, ib. ;-Various 
defences of Mr. Hastings, 623;-His acoount of the women of 
the Khurd Mahal, ib. ;-Sympathy due to their misfortunes, 624 : 
-Guarantee of the Company for their maintenance, 625 ;-Con­
trolof the establishment vested in the Begums, 627 I-Impover­
ishment of the Nawab, ib. ;-Consequent distress in the Khurd 
Mahlll, ib. ;-Letters of Captain Jaques, 628 ;-Letter of Ml\ior 
Gilpin, ib. ;-Evidenee of Mr. Holt, 629 ;-Mr. Hastings cogni­
lant of the distress, ib. ;-Account of the disturbances in the 
Khurd Mahal, 630;-Interference of the Begums, 631 I-Respon­
sibility or Mr. Hastings, 632 ;-Number of the sufferers, 633;­
Assistance o.fl'orded "y Captain Jaques, ib. ;-Recapitulation, 
ib. ;-Moral suffering, 634:- Alleged want of authenticity of 
the intelligence from Fyzabad, ib. ;-Inolfensive character of the 
women of the Khnrd Mahal, 635 I-Seventeenth Article of the 
Charge, 636 ;-Objection of the Court to its production, ib.;­
Condition of Oude under Mr. Hastings' gO\'crnment, 637;­
Recommendation by the Begums of Elija Khan as Minister, 
in 1775, 640;-Success of his ndministmtion, ib. ;-Ruinou8 
ltate of the country under Mr. HlL8tings, 641 ;-Letter of Sir 



CONTENTS 011' THE SPEECHES. 

E. Coote, 642;-Distresses from -1779 to 1781, ih.;-Deter­
mination of Mr. Hastings to visit Oude. ib. ;-Lawless condition 
of the country after his return, 643 ;-Annihilation of the Nawab's 
authority, 644 ;-Extortion of the farmers-general, ih. ;-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, 
ih. ;--Continued embarrassment of the . Nawab, 648 ;-Maladmi­
nistration of Hyder Beg Khan, ih. i-Personal outrages on 
the Nawab, ih. ;-His letter of remonstrance, 649 ;-His abject 
denial of his own statements, 650 ;-His testimonial to 
Mr. Hastings, ih. ;-Incompatible with admissions of Mr. Hast­
inge, 651 ;-Testimonial of Hyder Beg Khan, ih. i-Authorship 
of the testimonial, 652 i-Pernicious influence of Mr. Hastings, 
653 ;-Nature of testimony adduced on his behalf, ib. ;-His 
government of Bengal, 654 ;-Social systems of Bengal, ih. ;­
The Mohammedan, ib. i-The English, 655 i-Position of the 
Mohammedan Government, 656 ;-Political division of the coun­
try, ib. ;-Gradual increase of the Company's power, 657;­
Appointment of Mohammed Reza Khan as Deputy Viceroy and 
Deputy Diwan, ib. ;-His prosperous administration, ib. ;-His 
alleged misconduct, 658 ;-His imprisonment by Mr. Hastings, 
ib.;-'-Order of the Directors for the appointment of his suc­
cessor, 659 ;-Importance of the office, ih. ;-Appointment of 
Munny Begum, 660 ;-Deposition of the Nawab's mother, ib.;­
Letter of the Council denouncing the transaction, 661 ;-Duty of 
the Governor General to shun corrupt precedents, 663 i-Origin 
of the regulating ·Act, ib. ;- Additional objections to the appoint­
ment made by Mr. Hastings, 663 ;-History of Munny Begum, 
664 i-Acquittal of Mohammed Reza Khan, 665 ;-His reappoint­
ment, 666 ;-Reversal of the appointment by Mr. Hastings, ib. ; 
-Case of Roy Radachurn. ib. ;-Question of the Nawab's 
sovereignty tried at Calcutt&, ib. ;-Affidavit of Mr. Hastings, 
667 ;-The Nawab's want of power, ib. ;-His dependence on the 
Company, 668 i-Responsibility of the Council in acting for the 
Nawab, 669 ;-Corrupt use of his name by Mr. Hastings, ib. 

CoNTINUATION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RIGHT RON. EDMUND 

BURKE, MANAGER FOR THE HQUSE OF COMMONS, IN 

GENElUL REPLY ON THE SEVERAL CHARGES; 14TH JUNE, 

1794. 

Mr. Hastings' affidavit, 671 i-Practical deposition of the Nawab, 
672 ;-Mr. Hastings' defence of the policy pursued towards the 
Nawab, ib. i-Consistency of conduct, 674 ;-Reinstation of 
Mohammed Reza Khan, 675 ;-Dignity of the nizamat, 676;­
Suspicions in the Directors of Mr. Hastings' designs, ib. ;-Ap-' 
plication of the Nawab for the restitution of Munny Begum, 
677 ;-Decision of the Council, 678 i-Division of the salary, ill. ; 
Mischievous influence of Munny Begum, 679 i-Complaints of 
Sudr-al-Hak Khan, ib. ;-Maladmimstration of Munny Begum, 
ib.;-Mr. Hastings'interfcrencll in behalf of the Chief Justice, 



xc CONTENTS OF THE SPEECHES. 

680 ;-Illusory character of Mr. Hastings' interference, 681 ;-His 
letter of remonstrance to the Nawab, 682 ;-Disastrous results of 
Munny Begum's supremacy, ib. i-Order of the Directors fOl' the 
reappointment of Mohammed Reza Khan, 683 ;-Resistance of 
Mr. Hastings, ih. i-Compromise with Mr. Francis, 684 ;-Re­
appointment of Mohammed Reza Khan, ib. ;-Sir John D'Uyley's 
account of the transaction, 685 i-Pretended restoration of autho­
rity to the Nawab, 686 ;-Rapacity of Sir J. D'Oyley, 687 ;-His 
virtual supremacy, ib. ;-The Nawab's alleged offer of redemption, 
6S8 ;-Mr. Hastings' denial of the offer, ib. ;--His previous 
silence, ib .. ;-Refusal of Sir J. D'Oyley to give evidence before 
the Committee of Managers, 689 ;-Letter of Mr. Hastings to the 
Directors in behalf of Munny Begum, 690 ;-Letter of Munny 
Begum, 691;-Hermonopolyofthe spirit trade, 692 ;-Mr. Shore's 
account of the administration of justice under Mohammed RezlI 
Khan, 693 i-Pernicious effect of European interference, ib. ;-Ab­
sence of account of 8ums receil'ed by Sir J. D'Oyley, 694 ;-Pub­
lic auction of the lands of Bengal, ib. i-Occupancy of the farms 
b~ Mr. Hastings' servants, 695 ;-Corruptmotive in Mr. Hastings, 
696; -Aminy commission under Gunga Govind Sing, ib.;­
Hatefulness of crimes and criminals, 697 ;-Inquisitorial nature 
of the commission, ib. ;-Con'Upt motive in its appointment, 
698 i-Character of the Company's servants, 699 i-Corruption 
of the service by Mr. Hastings, 700;-Letterofinstructions from 
the Directors, ib. i-Unfitness of Mr. Hastings for the reform­
ation of abuses, 701 ;-His frauds in the bullock conti'acts, 702; 
-Reply of Mr. Hastings to the Directors, 703 ;-His pretended 
inability to introduce reforms into the service, 704 ;-His demand 
for arbltrary power, 705 ;-Declaration of Mr. Sumner, 706;­
Recommendation of Mr. Hastings that the office of Governor 
General be held in permanency, ib. ;-His self-condemnation, 
707 ;-Importance of example of the Govemor General, 708;­
Prohibition of giving or taking bribes by the farmers. ib. ;-The 
five contracts, 709 i-Corrupt object, ib. ;-Threat of granting 
Jeases to the holders of the contracts, 710 ;-Mr. Hastings' 
demand for increased patronage, 711 ;-Apology for prodigal 
expenditure, ib. ;-A vowal of corrupt principles, 712 ;-Sys­
tematic corruption of the Company's servants, ib. ;-EstabJish­
ment and suppression of the provincial councils, 713 ;-High 
position of the members, 714 i-CorruPt motive for suppression 
of tlle councils, ib. ;-Illegal appointment of a committee of 
rel'enue, 715 i-Presidency of Mr. Shore, ib. ;-Inefficiency of 
the committe~, 7I 6 j-Evil consequences of the suppression of 
the provincial councils, 717 ;-Extortions of Gunga Govind Sing, 
718;-W ant of control over him, 719 ;-Loss of revenuE', ib. j­
Political and moral results, ib. ;-The Dinngepore bribe, 721;­
Corrupt attempt by Mr. Hastings to provide for his dependants, 
ib. ;-Departure from· India, 722 ;-Demand of provision for 
Gunga GOI'ind Sing, ib.;-Fallacious character of the Indian 
testimonials, 723 ;-Razinama of the Raja of Dinagepore, ib.;­
Receipt by Mr. Hastings of a bribe from the Nawab, 725;­
Its discovery, ib. i-Charges of Mr. Hastings against Mr. Middle­
ton, 726 i-Collusive prosecution of Mr. Johnson, 727 ;-Omis­
sion of explanation by Mr. Hastings, 728 ;-Reference of the case 
to the Court of Directors, ib. ;-Illegal receipt of entertainment 



CONTENTS OF THE 'SPEEC,'HES. xci 

money, 729 ;-Bond to Nobkissin, 730 ;-Foundation of 11 

Mobammedan college, ib. ;-Falsity of accounts, 731 ;-Mr. 
Chapman's report on the college, ib. 

CONCLUSION OF THE SPEECH OF THE RIGHT HON. EDMUND BURKE, 

MAN~GER FOIt THE HOUSE OF COMlIIONS, IN GENERAL REPJ.Y 

ON THE SEVERAl. CHARGES; 16TH JUNE, 1794. 

Recapitulation, 733 i-Object of proceedings against Mr. John­
son, 734;-Receipt of entertainment money by Mr. Hastings, 735; 
-Nundcomar's cbarge against bim, ib.;L-Dependence of tbc 
Nawab, 736 ;-CO'Venant against the receipt of presents, ib.;­
Breacb of it by Mr. Hastings, 737 ;-Danger of admitting plea 
of custom, 738 ;-True nature of his alleged justification, 739;­
Poverty of those making the presents, ib. i-Position of Mr. 
Hastings at Moorshcdabad, 740 i-Corruption of the committee 
of circuit, ib. ;-Mr. Hastings' acceptance of 18,0001., 741;~ 
Futility of plea in defence, ib. ;-'-Object of Mr. Hastings' visit to 
the Nawab, 742 ;-Presents returned by General Clavering, ib. ;­
Receipt of presents by Mr. Hastings from the farmers of 
revenue, 743 ;--Orations against Verres, ib. ;-Transactions witb 
Raja Nobkissin, ib. ;-Fraudulent conduct, 744 ;-Insolence of 
defence, ib. ;-Appointment of aides-de-camp, 745 ;-Follnda­
tion of tbe Mohammedan college, ib. ;-Falsity of college 
accounts, 748 ;-Ignominious character of tbe fraud, 749;­
Testimoniol of Mohammed Reza Khan, ib. ;-E-vidence of Lord 
Cornwallis on the condition of the Company's territories, 750 ;­
Synopsis oftbe evidence, 752 ;-Act of the 24th Geo. IlL, 753;­
Testimoniols adduced by Mr. Hastings, 754 i-Uniformity in 
style, ib. ;-Indian gratitude, 755 i-Plea of merit only of force 
for mitigation of punishment, lb. ;-Criminal character of 
Mr. Hastings' alleged senices, 757 ;-Mr. Dundas' resolutions, 
7.')8 ;-Abolition of the tribute due to the Mogul, ib. ;-Its con­
demnation by the House of Commons, 759 ;-l~mud in Mr. 
Hastings' revenue accounts, 760 ;-Examination of Mr. Crofts, 
ib.;-His evasive replies, ib.;--Enormity of Mr. Hastings' pecu­
lations, 761 ;-Disapproval by the Commons of Mr. Hastings' 
conduct, 762;-'l'ra.nsfer of Comh and Allahabad to tbe Wazir, 
ib. ;-Disgraceful terms, 763 ;-Stoppage of the pension of 
Nujif :Khan, ib: ;-Sale oftbe Rohilla nation to the Wazir, ib.;­
Reprobation of the sole -by the Company and the Commons, ib. ; 

- -Corrupt character of the transaction, 764 ;-The Mabratta 
peace, ib. ;-Evil cQnsequences of the breach of tbe peace of 
Poorunder, 765 ;-Letter of Beneram Pundit, 766 ;-Origin of 
the war attributable to Mr. Hastings, 767 ;-Dishonourable cha­
racter of the peace, ib. ;-Advantageo1ls terms of tbe treaty of 
Poorunder, ib. ;-Restricti"e Act of 24th Geo. 111.,769 ;-Insult­
ing letter of Mr. Hastings toBeneram Pundit, ib.;-Recapitulation, 
771 ;-Peroration, 772. 

THE END. 
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ACH1IlUTT, Colonel. 
Examination or. II. x. 

ADAIR, James, Serjeant·at-law. 
Case snbmitted to him, n. '8. 

ADAM, William, bIanager. 
Speech ot; I. 368. 

ADJI SING, 
Treachery of, III. 261. 

ALLAHABAD. 
Cession of, 1. vii, xiii. 
Restored to Suja-ud-Dowla, II. 583 I 

III. 178; IV. 652. 
Treaty of, Lvi, 310, 450; II. 564, 

597; III. ] 1,31,177; IV.8. 

ALLEA BEGUM. See OUDlil;Begums of. 
ALLEGIANCE. 

Legislativeexposition of, m. 52. 
ADOLPHUS, John,Barrister. 

His collection of the reports of the ALLEN, Robert Steere, LieutenaNt. 
Speeches, I. xli. Letter of, IV. 566. 

His history of the trial, I. xl. 

AFFIDAVITS. See I~PEY, Sir Elijah. 
ALMAS ALI KHAN. 

Oppression of, IV. 644. 
Colleoted by Mr. Hastings, I. 348, 

423, 468, 556, 562, 578, 629; AMILS. 
In. 285; IV. 582. Exactions or, IV. 465. 643. 

AGENCIES, Commercial. 
Disapproved by the Directors, n. 458. 
Corrupt agencies, II. 467. 

AIILAND SING. 
Affidavit of, I. 564; II. 264, 924. 

AIDES-DE-CAMP of Mr. Hastings. 
Hire of honses for, III. 648; IV. 240, 

745. 

AKBAR KHAN, Mogul Emperor. 
GUL EMPERORS. . 

SeeMo-

ALEM, SHAH. See MOGUL EMPERORS, 

ALEXANDER THE GREAT. 
. Parallel between him and Mr.. Has­

tings, I. 245. 

ALGIERS, DEY OF. 
Saying of, I. 11. 

.6.LxIBRAHIJI[ KHAN, Darogha OJ' Chief 
JUl/tice. 

Notices or, I. 628; IV. 551. 

AMINS. 
Appointment of, to inquire into the 

value oflanded estates, II. 392, 606, 
610; m. 664,667; IV. 250, 696. 

Condemned by the Directors, II; 397. 
Jnstification of, IL 606, 667. 

ANDERSON, David. 
Head of the aminio oommission, II, 
~L • 

Approval of the abolition of the 
provincial councils, III •. 677. 

Informs Mr. Hastings of reports to his 
disadvaBtage, III. 622. . 

Presideutof the committee of revenue, 
L 161 ; II. 221,406. 

Removal of, II. 222. 
Testimony to the character of Gunga 

Govind Sing, III. 68a. 
Deposition of, IT. 876 . 
Evidence of, L 169; II. xxxiii! 

IV. 708. 

A~RDY KHAN, Nawab of Bengal. See ANSTRUTHER, Sir John, Manager. 
BENGAL, Nawabs of. Speeches of, I. 807 i II. 210. 
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AnnlTRARr POWER, I. 76,79, 92, 103; 
IV. 358. 

ARMY OF INDIA. 
Mr. Hastings' action against, I. 292 ; 

IV. 429, 430. 
Necessitous condition of, IL 514. 
Uapacity of, L 521, 540; IV. 466, '70. 

ARREST. 
Practice of in India, II. 913. 

ARTICLES' OF ,IMPEACHMENT. See IM· 
PEACHMENT. 

ASOFF-UD.DOWLA, Nawab of Ouae. 
01;IDE, Nawabs o£ 

AURIOL, James Peter. 

See 

Agency held by,H. xl, 441,467,648; 
IV. 302, 709. 

-- commission on, IV. 305, 308. 
__ condemned by the Dfrectors, II. 

470. 
-- extravagant terms of, II. 467; 

DALFOUR, Dr., Fanner gel/eral of Bohil-
cund, IV. 517. . 

Letter of, n .. 864; III. 228, 398 ; IV. 
421. 

Omission to call him as witness, IV. 
223. 

DANSI, RANI 011'. 
Case of, III. 263. 
Overtures made to by 
··m.41S. 

DANYAS. 
Description of, L 24. 

the Begums, 

Corrupt practices of, I. iii.; II. 9, 241. 
Occupancy of farms by, II. 217 ; IV. 

695. 

DARAITCII, Province o£ 
Disturbances in, I. 601; III. 397 ; 

IV. 140, 573. 

DARKER, Sir Robert. 
Offer made to him by the Wazir, IV. 

764. 
IV. 304. D 

__ granted by way of compensa- ""RLOW, G. H. 
tion, IV. 314. Ueport of, IV. 472. 

-,-' - his unfitness to undertake it, DARNET, Jacob. 
IV,315. Letter of, I. 580, 595. 

__ justification of, II. 470, 507. 
-- loss on, II. 468. 
Accounts of, to be passed on honour, 

H. 441, 469, 471, 509, 648; IV. 
310,312. ' 

Apologetic letter of, IV 309. 
Examination of, II. xxiii; ;III. xix, 

xxvii. ' 
Observations on evidence of, III. 

471 ; IV. 305. 

AURORA, The Ship. 
Loss of, I. 7:J. 

AURUNGZEBE. See MOGUL EAIPERORS. 

AYEEN AKBERY, or Institutes of the Em. 
peror Akbar. 

Quotations from, II. 720 ; III. 23. 

BACON, Francis, Lord VeI·ulam. 
Trial of, IV. :141. 

BAILUtBUND, Zamindary of. • 
Alienation of, I. 172, 174. 

BAILLIE, Colonel. 
Defeat of, II. 631,,856. 

BALDWIN, George. 
Leiter of, announcing war with France, 

n. 781. 

DAR WELL, Richard, Member of tlUl Supreme 
Council. 

Concurrence of, in the demands on 
Cheyt Sing, II. 800 ; III. 65. 

Objection to demand of military aid, 
III. 47. 

Motion of, for the increase of lIh. 
Croft's salary, Ill. 549. 

Opinion of the danger of invasion, 
IV. 42. 

-- on the annexation of Denares, 
III. 65. 

DASSEIN. 
Cession of, II. 613. 

)JEllAU, Province o£ 
Cession to the Company, I. vii., 13. 
Let to lCelleram, I. 178; .11. 228,357. 

BEllAR Au KUAN and JEWAR Au KHAN, 
Eunuchs,Ministers of the Begum of 
Oude. 

Evil influence of, n 93. • 
Ill-treatment of, I. xxxii; 418, 692, 

697,702; III. 280,466, 469 I IV. 
559, 562, d. seqq. 

Activity of, in the cause of Cheyt 
Sing, III. 414, 419. 
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BIlJY SING. 
Affidavit of, I. 568. 

BELLI, John. . 
Agency granted to, II. xl, 243,473, 

475,509,671; IV. 315, 318, 710. 
-.- discussion respecting it, IV. 

811!, 820. 
-- extravagant terms of, II. 443, 

473; IV. 317. 
-' - censured by the Directors, II. 

444; IV. 318. 
-- profit to the Company on it, n. 

671; IV. 323. 
Accounts of, 11.474 j IV. 322. 

BENARES. See IMPEACHMENT, ARTICLES 
OF. 

Offer of the Wazir to purchase it,I. 276. 
Cession of, I. xvii, 196,317; II. 601, 

738 j HI. J 2, 180; IV. 4, 11,408. 
Hastings' journey to. See HASTINGS. 
Insurrection in, I. xviii, 252, 282, 286, 

347; II. 655; III. 897; IV. 84. 
Police of, III. 136; IV. 82, 84. 
I'rosperity of, under native princes, 

IV. 464. 
Subsequent condition of, I. 80!), 359 ; 

II. 944; IV. 104,464,471, 666. 
Revenue of, IV. 430, 443. 
Sett.lement of, I. 298, 356; II. 746; 

IV. 447, 448. 
. Sovereignty of, l't'served to the Com­

pany, I. 77; IL 744, 758, 935; 
111.37,89; IV. 12,857. 

Treaty of, I. xvi; III. 11, 178. 
. Tribute of, I. 296, 350; U. 493; IV. 

441, 448, 450 •. 
Troops ordered to, n. 828, 833, 849. 
Disuse of the title of Zamindar ot 

IV. 463.' 
Narrative of the insurrection in, by 

!\fl'. Hastings, I. xxiv, 211, 348, 
404,409. 

-- extracts from, I. 267, 586, 597 ; 
ill. 390. 

-- forged dates introduced, I. 615, 
. 616,720. 
-- mis-statement in, I. 334, 721; 

n.262. 
-- transmitted to the Directors, 

1.720. 
-- value of it u evidence for the 

, Defence, ill. 131. 
BENEBAM PUNDIT. 

Grant of a pension to, n. 938. 
Hastings' interview with, IlL 221. , 
Insulting letter of, to Mr. Hutings, 

IV. 769. 

BENGAL. See" COUNCIL GENERAL." 
Cession of the diwani to the Com­

pany, I. vii, 13, 7I ; IlL 526; 
Dismemberment of, I. 62. 
Corrupt disposal of the subahdary of, 

n.13. 
Auction of the lands of, IV. 694. 
Apprehended invasion of, ill. 68, 

106; IV. 40. 
Impoverishment of, n. 268; IV. 750. 
Political divison of, IV. 656. 
Revenues of, committed to Moham-

med Reza Khan and others, IL 566. 
Revolutions in, I. iii, 49, et seq'}. 
Social system of, IV. 654. 

BENGAL, Nawabs n£ 
Allowance~ to, for entertainment, IlL 

535,568. 
Suraj-ud-Dowla. 

Accession ot; I. 42. 
History of, I. 47. 
His attack on the English settle-

ment, n. 5'6. 
Treachery of, n. 548. 
Death of, ITI. 339. 
Splendour of his widow, ill. 339,341. 

Mil' Jaffier AliKhan. 
History ot; I. iii. 
Administration of, U. 540. 
Treaty with, 11.549. 
Appropriation of the treasure- of 

Suraj-ud-Dowla, Ill. 340. 
Misgovernment of, n. 555. 
Plots against, I. 49, 59 . 
Resignation of, II. 556. 
Restoration of, I. 67. 
Treachery of, I. 48 ; n. 549. 

Baboo Begum, wife of Mir JajJier Ali 
Khan. 
Claim to the guardianship of Mo­

baric-ud Dowla, II. 316. 
Uemoval of from office. IV. 665. 

Munny Begum, widow of tlUJ Nawab 
Mir JajJier Ali Kllan. 

History ot; n. 81; IlL 528; IV. 
165,564. 

Treatment of, IV. 691. 
Supported by 1\11'. Hutings, II. 95, 

108. 
Her charge against Mr. Hastings, 

1.119. 
Her presents to Mr. Hastings, n. 

39, 52, 63, 282, 284. 
Examination of, respecting sums 

given to Mr. Hutings, II.' 55 , 
285, 291 i IlL 561, 562, 569. 
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BENGAL-continued. BENGAL-continued. . 
Munny Begum, &c.-continued. 

Appointment of as guardian 'of 
Mobaric·ud-Dowla, II. 31,32,89, 
96,278,314; III .. 520, 5l!5; IV. 
157,660,661; IV. 678. 

-- her qualifications for it, II. 
315; III. 530; IV. 158. 

-_. impropriety of it, II. 294. 
-. - opposed by the Council and 

directors, III. 532, 
Salary of, IV. 678. 
Powers committed to her, IV. 162, 

]63. 
Patronage entrusted to her, IV. 165. 
Her monopoly of the spirit trade, 

IV. 692. 
Maladministration of, II. 94 i IV. 

679,682. 
Dismissal ot; II,290; IlL 559, IV. 

666. 
Her memorandum of disbursements, 

III. 550. 
Petition of, IV, 691. 
Letters ot; to Gen. Clavering, II. 

284. 
-.. - obje<:ted to, II. xxii, xxvi. 
_._ in reply to the queries put to 

her, II. 287. 
ll'orgery of a -letter from her, II. 118. 

Cossim Ali Khan. 
Establishment of, L iv, 354. 
Proposal of treaty with, I. 61. 
His abolition of duties, II. 551!. 
Extortions of, I, 63. 
His disputes with the British, II. 

557. 
Intrigues of, I. 49, 59. 
Massacre of English by him, I. 66 ; 

II. 563. 
War with, I. 70. 
Overthrow of, I. 67 ; II. 561. 
Takes refuge with Suja-ud-DowIa, 

III. 176. 
Character of, II. 556.. 

Nujem-ud-DowIa. 
History of, L vi. 
Corrupt nature of his appointment, 

IV. 661. 
Charges British officers with em­

bezzlement, IV. 662. 
Bribes the Board of Calcutta, II. 13. 

Seyf-ud-DowIa. 
SuccellBion and death, U. 22. 

Mobarie-ud-Dowla. 

Mobaric-ud-Dowla-continlled. 
Committed to the guardianship of 

Sir John D'Oyley, IV. 687. 
Office of guardian of, II. 29. 
His dependence on the Company, 

IV. 668, 672, 736. 
Reduction of his stipend, II. 23, 36 ; 

III. 54ft. 
-- delay in, II. 311. 
-- reasons fur, 1I. 587. 
Reduced to insignificance, II. 98 ; 

IV. 168. 
Reduction of his list of pensioners, 

II. 311. 
Application of, for the control of 

his affairs, IV. 677. 
-_ for the removal of Mohammed 

Reza Khan, IV. 677. 
_ for the restoration of Munny 

Begum, II. 90, 92; IV. 677. 
Petition against the demands of 

Gunga Govind Sing, IV. 723. 
Refusal ot; to restore Mohammed 

Reza Khan, II. 98. 
Restoration of Mohammed Reza 

Khan by him, II. 100. 
Retrenchment of his expenses, II.59. 
Question of his sovereignty tried at 

Calcutta, IV. 723. . 
Order for an account to be kept of 

his expenditure, II. 35. 
-- eyaded by Mr. Hastings, ibid. 
Accounta of his stipend, II. 301. 
__ contradictions in, II. 305; 

IV. 185. 
Importance of his aeeounts, II. 309. 
Desperate state of his affairs, II. 284 ; 

IV; 739. 
His alleged offer of redemption, 

IV. 688. 
Excess of allowance paid to, IV. 186. 
Corrupt use of his name by 

Mr. Hastings, IV. 669. 
His presents to Mr. Hastings and 

others, II. 3 Ill. 
Deposition of hi8 mother, IV. 660. 

BEJIIN, John. 
4ppointed assistant Resident at Be­

nares, 1. 344, 356. 
Evidence 0( I. 356, 362; n. vii, 944 ; 

IV. 266. 
DEQUESTS. 

Mohammedan law relating to, m. 195. 
Minority of, II. 22. 
Nature of his granta to Gunga BEBAB, Raja ot: See B08U. Chimnaji ; 

Govind Sing, IV. 721. B08LA, Mudaji. 



INDEX. 779 

BIlRNum, F1'nR~oi&. 
Extracts trom wOI'ks of, U. 539 I ill. 

24. 
BUATA. 

Allowance of, II. 506. 

BIDJIlY GURII. 
CaptUI'C and plunder of, I. xix, 284, 

469, 544; II. 999. 931 ; ill. 164, 
167; IV. 495. 

BIJA NAUT. 
Death of, II. 1103. 

BIRRBL, David, Lieutellallt. 
A ttempt of. to reintbI'C8 IieuteDlint 

Stalker, 11. 918 I ill, 163. 

BLAIR, WillilllD, ColQnel. 
Evidence of, III. 430. 

BLOUNt', Sir Charles. 
Agency g1"llDted to, IV. 288. 
Evidence of, IV. 290. 

BOMBAT. . 
Colonel Leslie's expediuon to, II. 

616. 
Force sent from, to POOlla. II. 617. 

BONDS taken of the Company by Mr. 
IIII~tings. 

Story of, Ill. 594, et. seqq. 
Indorsement of, II. 250, Gill I ill. 

605, et Bcqq. 
BOSLA, Chimnnjl, Rai" of Beror. ill. 

583 ; IV. 232. 
BOBLA, lIIudnji, Raj" of Bcreir. 

Negotiations with, lind conduct of, 11. 
132, 280, 540, 554, 583, 619, 626, 
628,641,647; IV. 224,230,766. 

Bow BIlGl/II. See OUI>Ii1. Begums of. 
BOYLE, Mr. 

Head of the IIminic comnlission, II. 
60S. 

BRAHMANS. 
Dignity of, I. 35. 
Privileges of, IV. 363. 
The lll'llhminical era, II. 532. 

RRIIIERY. 
Prevalenoe of, &0., I. 103, 106, 123; 

II. 12, 127. 
Lawl relating to, IL 367. 

BRIDGE BOOKUlIf. 
Overtures made to, by the Bl!gwns, 

III. 41S. 
BIUSTOW, John, Political Resilient,'n OU/le. 

Appointment of, 1. xv. 6621 II. 595; 
111.215. 

Recall of, I. 397,8991 U. 671; m. 
illS; IV. 4911. 

BRISTOW, John--4lOlitillued. 
Ueappointmont, I. 339; ill. 216 ; IV. 

501. 
I'osition of in Bengal, IV. 6511. 
Visit to Fyzllbad, Ill. 202. 
Approval of his oonduct by the Board, 

ill. 203. 
Censure of, I. 504. 
Evidence of, I. 380. 
l\IediatiOll between the Waair and the 

llegwn, ill. 199. 
Guarantee to the Begum. I. 498 ; TIl. 

8113. . 
Admission of the Wazir'. right to the 

trellSUre, ill. Sll2. 
Disopprovnl of the system of Jagirs, 

III. 310. 
Disbelief of the Begum'. guilt, IV. 

605. 
Memoriul to the Nawab Walir,L 821. 
Negotiations with the Bcguln, ill. 

354. 
Treatment of the W lIIir, II. 677. 
InterfCl'ence of, in behalf of Cheyt 

Sing, U. 737. 
Interference of, respecting the trea-· 

sure of 8uja-ud-Dowla, III. 180, 
353. . 

Letters of.-
In exculpation of himself, III. S60. 
On the condition of Oude, &0. IV. 

6i10, 643. 
On the mutiny of the Nawab'. 

troops, III. 3i19. 
On the 1'elcl\se of the eunuchs, ill. 

468. 
On the sufferings of the inmates of 

the Khourd Mahal, I. 4l10. 
On the treasul'e of Sllja·nd-Dowla, 

Ill. 8111, If seqq. 
l>roduction of hi. oorrespondence. 

ill. ~ii. 

BRITAIN, GREAT. 
EI"R of the British In Hlndustan, I. 43. 

et Sfqq. 
Interference of the British In the ad-

ministration of justice, IV. 693. 
l\{nssacre of Britisb tl'OOPR, n. 553. 
Reverses of the Bl'itish, III. 105. 
Successes of the Bl'itish against Cheyt 

Sing, II. 404. 
General tl!ar of, IV. 487: 
Heputation of in India, I. 4S4. 
Purity of British Justice, I. il16. 

• 
BnoDu:, Alexander. 

Evidence of, IV. sot. 
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BROWN, James, Major. 
Examination of, II. Xj IV. 557. 

'BuLLEAu. 
Heport from, IV. 473. 

BULLOCKS. See CROFTS, Charles. 
Contracts for, XL 434. 
Number of, required by Lord Cornwal­

lis, IV. 279, 285. 

BULWANT SING, Raja of Benare8. 
History and character of, I. viii, 350 ; 

If. 722,726, 735 jill. 333; IV. 3. 
Contract with, I. 72, 309; IL 728; 

III. 5,8. 
His tenure, I. 314; IL 726. 
Connection with Suja-nd-Dowla, XL 

565; m. 8; IV. 6. 
Included in the treaty of Allahabad, 

n.564. 
Military service rendered by him, XL 

565,733; III. 21; IV. 5. -
Services of, I. 195; IV. 2. 
Obtains terms from Sir Hector Munro, 

m.s. 
Services against the aompany, XL 728. 
Order for his arrest, m. 6. 
Proceedings against, L 349. 

--Widowof. 
Petition of, I. 297; IV. 458. 

DUNDOO l{uAN. 
. Grant of a pension to, II. 939. 

BURDwAN, Province of. 
Cession of. I. iv. 62. 
J~t to Nobkissin. II. 228. 
Government of, I. 38. 
AITest of Raja of, n. 91~. 

BURGOYNE, John, General, one of tire· 
Committee of Managers, Lxxxix. 

BURKE, Rt. Hon. Edmund, one of tAe Com-
mittee of Managers. • 

Appointment of, as Member of the 
Select Committee for inquiry into 
Indian affairs, I. xxxi. 

Motion of, for the impeachment of 
Mr. Hastings, I. xxxv. 

-- for a report of progress from the 
Managers, III. xxxiv. 

-- for redncing the articles of 
charge, IL xxxv. 

Observations on evidence of the first 
charge, II. 362. 

Protest against the decision of the 
• Judges, II. xxiii. 
-- against the decision of the Lords, 

II. xxvii. 

BURKE, Rt. Hon. Edmund-colltinued. 
Reflections on the rejection of ed­

dence, II. xxxi. 
Reply to Earl Stanhope's interruptions, 

III. iv, xxv. 
Reply to Mr. Hastings' address, III. 

xxii. . 
Insistance of, on the examination of 

Mr. Francis, IV. 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, J. xxxii, 

xxxiv. 
Charge against Mr. Hastings of the 

murder of N undcomar, II. xviii, 
xx, 47, 112, et seqq. 

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

Rebuked by the Chancellor, II. xxiv. 
His altercation with Mr. Pitt, II. xiv. 
His quan'el with the Archbishop of 

York, m. 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 fl.-om. Parliament, IV • 

xlviii. 
His desire to write the history of the 

trial, ib. . 
Speeches of, I. 1, 45, 101, 152; II. 1, 

62, 109, 171; IV. 331,379, 433, 
480, 522, 576, 620, 671, 733. 

Character of his speeches, I. xxiv; II. 
xvi; IV. xxiii. 

Publication of his speeches, I. ii. 
BURKE, Richard. 

Counsel for the prosecution, I. xxxix. 
BURKE, William. 

Hostility to Hastings, Lxxxii. 
BuXAR. 

Battle of, 1.375; U. 561,7281 ill. 6, 
177. 

Meeting of Cheyt Sing and Mr. Hast­
inga at, L 277 ; IlL 141. 

CAILLAUD, Colonel.. . 
Implicated in the affair ot the th 

seals, I. 50.; II. 553. ree 
Defence o~ I. 66. 
Acquittal o( I. 58; IL 555. 
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CALCRAFT, Henry Fox. 
Examination of, II. '!ii. 

CALCIITTA. See COUNCIL OF BENGAL. 
Black Hole of, I. 47. 
Destruction of the factory at, II. 542. 
Agency for provisions for Fort Wil-

liam, IL 472. . 

CAMAC, John, Colonel. 
Detachment servillg under, L 341. 
-- distress of, I. 333 ; II. 872,874 ; 

m. 151; IV. 86. 
-- -- not attributable to Cheyt 

Sing, IV. 8S. 

CANTEMIR. Demetrius. 
His History of tile Ottoman Empire, 

m.191. 

CANTOO BAnoo. 
Banya of Mr. Hastings, L l12. 
Character of, I. 3S. 
Memoranda kept by him, 11.184. 
Summoned before the Council, II. 52. 

CARNATIC, The. 
Occupation of, by the enemy, Ill. 441. 

CARNAnvoN, Earl of. See HERnERT. 
CARTIER, John, President of tile Council of 

Calcutta. 
Oath taken by him, II. 274. 
Omits the restrictive oath, III. 508. 
Appoints the mother of the Nawab his 

guardian, &c., IV. 660. 

CASTE, Nature of. L 35, 171. 
Loss of, I. 149. 
ViolatioR of, by Mr •. Hastings, I. 36. 

CATROU, Fran~ois. 
His General History of tile Mogul Em­

pire, II. 539. 

CRAMPION, John, Colonel. 
Mr. Hastings' advice to him, II. 321. 

CRANDERNAOORE. 
Capture of, II. 78S. 

CHAPMAN, Mr. 
Heport on the Mobammedan College, 

IV. 731. 

CHAROE, Articles of the. See 1111-
PEACII)IENT, ARTICLES OF THE; 
See HASTINOS. 

CUARNOCK, Job, Cl.iej' of t~ Company'. 
factory. . 

His removal to the coast of Coroman­
del, II. 542. 

CrunTREs, Samuel, Member of the Com­
mittee 01 Revenue, II.221, 40S. 

CHESTER, Earl ot 
Prerogatives of, .II. '152. 

CHEVALIER, M. Le, Governor qf C/,ander­
Ragore. 

Delivered up to Mr. Elliott, II. 625. 

CHEYT R.UI, Servant 01 M? Mar""am, 
1.348. 

CUEYT SING, .Raja '!f Benare •• 
Succession of, I. xvi. 40, 195, 312; 

11.734; 111.9; IV. 7. 
Caste of, L 366. 
Dlegitimacy of, IL 73·&' 
Wealth and resources of, I. 273, 497 ; 

II. 792, 802; III. 116; IV. 73. 
Rank of, II. 436, 743, 754; IV. 19, 

389. . 
Expenditure o( I. 780; IV. 72. 
F01"OOll of, I. 584; III. 115; IV. 70. 
Tenure of, I. 200, 26S, 312 ; II. 6:l2, 

720; Ill. 9,41,50; IV. 6, 18,20. 
-- secured by treaties, L 266. 
Exceptional position of, II. 792; III. 

74. 
Privileges granted to, I. 199; II. ~45, 

751; III. 38; IV. 16. 
Treaties with, II. 722. 
-- Mr. Hastings' acquiescence in, 

IV. 407. 
Interpositions in bis behalf by the 

British, III. 10, 35. 
Transfer of his allegiance to the Bri­

tish, III. 12. 
The Company's agreement with, I. 

206; II. 447, 491, 738, 741, 747, 
755. 

His engagements with the Company, 
I. xviii; IV •. 19. 

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

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

His independence proposed by Mr. 
Hastings, IL 738; IlL 3S. 

His meeting with Hr. Hastings at 
Buxar, II. 903; m. l41. 

Fixed tribute of, I. 198, 200 ; IV. 9, 22. 
-- remw'ks on, II. 762. 
Payment of his tribute, I. 320, 425, 

et seqq. 
-- punctuality of, I. 228; II. 87g. 
-- rule relating to, II. 875. 
Injurious method of receiving his tri­

bute, I. 235. 
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CHEYT SING--contiuued. 
Demands upon, I. xviii. 214,328,330, 

332; n. 492; IV. 388. 
-- debate upon, n. 799, 807. 
-- acquiescence of the Council in, 

IV. 45. 
,-- approved by the Directors and 

MiniRters of the Crown, 1.221 ; 
II .. 799; III. 17. 

~- assent of Mr. Francis to. I. 221. 
-- documentary evidence relatiug to, 

II. 709; IV. ii,viii. 
-- exemptiou from, olaimed,by him, 

n. 825; III. 44. 
-- exorbitance of, IV. 431. 
--- his compliance with them, I. 225. 
-- legality of, I. 218, 269; II. 713, 

736, 768; In. 21, 709. 
-- limitation of, n. 799. 
Demand upon. for cavalry, 1780, I. 

230, ;I23, 335; n. 852.1 III. 105; 
IV. 17,21,69. 

-- injustice of, IV. 69. 
-- justification of, r. 20S; n. 651, 

721,753,861. 
__ unanimous assent of the Council 

to, n. 1153. 
-- his evasion of, IT. 863, et seqq. ; 

III. 153. 
-- his proposal in lieu of, I. 230. 
Demand upon, for the maintenance of 

three battalions of sepoys, 1778, 
II. 620, 716, 767, 801; III, 15; 
IV. 26. 

-- his reply to, IL 804: 
-- justification of, n. 620, et seqq; 
-- sanctioned by the Directors and 

Ministers of the Crown, n. 620. 
Demand upon, of a subsidy, in 177S, 

III. 79. 
-- .his assent to, ibid. 
_ payment of, n. 820; III. 89. . 
Demand npon, of a subsidy, in 1779, 

n. 822; III. 89; IV. 54. 
-- acquiescence of lIIr: Francis, 

IV.5S: 
--concurrence of the Council,n.823. 
-- enforcement of, IV. 56. . 
-- hiB refusal to comply, II. 82~, 

831; IV. 55. 
-- payment of, II. 83~. 
Demand upon, of a 8ubsi,ly, in 1780, 

II. 836, 8~3; III. 95; IV. 60. 
-' - unanimous consent of the Coun­

cil to, II. 843 1 IV. 64. 
-- hiB submission to it,In. 97. 
-- immediate payment insisted on, 

IV. 66. 

COEYT SING-continued. 
Demand upon,ofa subsidy, in 17So-cont. 
-- payment of, n.841, 845, 850; 

IV. 65,68. 
His offer of 20 lacs, I. 241, 3~5; 

II. 838, !102. 
--rejected by Mr.Hastings, IV. 403. 
Question of right to inflict fines upon, 

L 1103; III. 144. 
Proposed infliction of a fine of 50 lacs 

upon, 11.4921 III. 139, 147. 
-- its extravagance, IV. 98. 
--justillcation of, II. 652, 707. 
Charges against, I. 272; II. 778, 8;7, 

907; IV. 80, 389, 418. 
_ of correspondence with the Mah­

rattas, I. 339. 
-_ of delay in payment of the sub. 

sidy, &c., n. 876;.III.149, 151;' 
IV. 88. 

-- of evasion of the demand for 
cavalrY', I. 341 ; IV. 81. 

-- of exciting disorders at Calcutta, 
1.342. 

__ of neglect of the police, II. 884, 
904; IlL 153,194; IV. 81. 

__ of non-remittance of moU('y to 
MaJor Camac, I. 338; IV. 86. 

-- of devices to prevent aid reach­
ing Mr. Hastings, II. 921, 924. 

Infliction of a fine of 2,0001. upon, I. 
237,340, 346; III. 94; IV. 57. 

__ concurrence of the Council in 
III. 94. 

-- unjustifiable severity of it, I. 248 
258; IV. 57. 

Remission of his nne, III. 102. 
Sums exacted from, I. 838, 834. 
His pre.~ent to Mr. Hastings, I. xviii, 

232,251. 
-- discovery of, n. 131. 
-- his silence reApecting it, IV. 65. 
-- its object, IV. 60. 
Evasive conduct of, n. 809, 811 I III. 

83, 97 ; IV. 60, 70. 
Designs of, I. 338 ; IV. 394. 
Treachery of, II. 764, 882. 
Rebellion of, II, 864, 880, 883, 924; 

III. 116, 109, 163; IV. 82,93. 
Outrages committed by, II. 922, 926 ; 

III. 162. 
Submission of, 1,243,276, 281; IV. 

91,93,421. 
Arrest of, I. xviii, 246, 278, 844, 366 ; 

II. 4921 III. 155. 157 ; IV. 91, 93. 
-- justification of, I. 247; II. 912 ; 

III. 155. 
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CaEYT SING-Continued. 
Degradation ot; by arrest, 1 345 ; m 

170; IV. 417. 
Rescue of, 1. 280. 
His escape to Ramnugur, II. 927. 
Defeat and expulsion of, II. 927. 
Offence given to Mr. Hastings by him, 

1. 226, 339; III. 55, 132; IV. 101. 
-"- remarks on, Ill. 55. 
Treatment ot; compared with that of 

Mohammed Reza Khan, II. 574. 
Miserable condition of, I. 256. 
S~rvices of, ll. 731. 
Letters ot; intercepted. II. 925. 
-- to Mr. Hastings, 1. 242, 270 ; 

n.908. 
-- of remonstrance, III. 91 ; IV. 56. 
-.- of submission, I. 281; ll. 915, 

920; Ill. 161. 

CHlJ,DREN, sale of, Y. 143; IV. 513: 

CHIMNAJI :BoBLA. See :BoBLA, Chimnaji. 

CIIINA. 
Exportation of opium to, II. v; 454; 

IV. 272. 

CUITTAGQNG. 
Cession of, I. 62. 

CUUNAR. 
Flight of Mr. Hastings to, I. xviii, 

681. 
Treaty of, I. xxi, 405, 439; m. 221 ; 

IV. 478. 
-- conditions of, &c., 1. 457, 535. 
-. - Mr. Hastings' assent to, I. 459. 
--Mr. Hastings' interpretation of, I.· 

459. • 
-_. object of, &c. ll. 659; IV. 530" 

et seqq. 
--nonoMervance of, I. 534, 641. 
Fort of, I. 346. 

CUYTON DUR, Agent of Mr. Hastings, 
II. 56 ; IV. 173. 

CIRCUIT, COMJllITTEE 011'. 
Appointment of, II. 575. 
Report of, to the DOIU'd, ro, 522. 
Acquiescence of, in the appointment 

of Munny Degum, III. 531. 
COITUption of, IV. 720. 

CLAVERING', Gen. Sir John,lriember oftTle 
Council of Calcutta, II. 87. 

Appointment of, I. xv. 
His opposition to Mr.HastingR, I. xxix;, 

II. 474; IV. 52~. 

CLA. VERINc--eontinued. 
Charges Mr. Hastings with peculation, 

II. 65. 
Objects to the demand on Cheyt Sing 

for military lIervicll, III. 47. 
Opinion on the receipt of money from _ 

Munny :Begum by M. Hastings, III. 
564. 

Motion for production of the Nawab's 
accounts, II. 307. 

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

Allowances to, II. 461; 50G. 
Returns presents, IV. 742. 
Character of, II. 66; IV. 489. 
Death of, 1. xxxi. ; II. 68; IV. 25. 

CLIVE, Robert, Lord Clive. 
. ·Genius of. 1.48. 

Policy of; I. 71, 313; III. 502. 
Successes of, n. 547. 
Oath taken by, n. 274. 
Minute of, ll. 12. 
Delegation of power to, II. 654, 894. 
Letter concerning corruption in India, 

III. 502. 
Appointment of Mohammed Reza 

Khan, IV. 657. 
Grant to, IV. 736. 

COJA DUSSUNT. 
Attempt on the life of Asoff-ud-Dowla, 

II. 600;. m.243. 

COJA. PETRUSE, 1.61. 

COLEBROOK, Edward, Persia" Trans­
lator. 

Report, IV. 492. 

COLLECTORS, MILITARY. 
Outrages committed by, IV. 479. 

COLLEGE, MOHAMMEDAN. See MOHAM­
MEDAN COLLEGE. 

COMMISSION FOR REGULATING THB Ap.. 
FAIRS OF INDIA. 

Appointment of, 1. 73. 
Loss of the Commissioners at sea, 

ibid. 

COM1'ANY, THE EAST INDIA. 
Sketch of its rise and progress, II. 542. 
Charters of, I. xxxi. 13, 15, 32. 
Constitution of, I. 14. 
Sovereign power ot; 1. 15. 
Limitation of its powers, m. 386. 
Policy pursued by, IV. 673. 
Its system of record, 1. 28. 
--subverted by Mr. Hastings, I. 30. 
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COMPAN!', THE EAST INDIA.-coJltiJlued. 
Order of the service destroyed by Mr. 

Hastings, I. 16, 17. 
The service c.,rrupted by Mr. Hastings, 

IV. 700. 
Corrupt practices of its officers, nl. ' 

501,572,699. 
Emoluments of officers, I. 19. 
Youth of persons employed, 1.20. 
Distress of, in 1771, I. viii ; II. 567. 
-- relieved by Mr. Hastings, n. 

567. 
Distress of, in 1774-1779, m. 581. 
Distress of, in 1780, n. 649, 856, 900; 

m. 227 ; IV. 60, 69. 
Distress of, in 1781, n. 513,668; nl. 

439,371,443. 
Prosecutions c(lDducted by, n. 78. 
Increase of the military expenses, m. 

441. 
State of the rennue, 1 j78, L 454,' 

m. 73; IV. 43. , 
Loans raised by, n. 433. 
Increase of the debt of, 11 6li9. 
ll.estoration of ita finances, 11. 680. 

,('.ourt of Dil-ectors. • 
Their code of instructions, 11 427. 
Order against delegation of power, 

11. 891 ; m. 214. 
-- for the appointment of a guardian 

to the Nawab of Bengal, 11. 294 ; 
m. 512 ; IV. 659. 

__ for the arrest of Mohanimed 
Reza Khan, m. 512. 

-- for the discontinuance of Sir 
Eyre Coote's extra allowances, 11. 
643. 

__ ' for the reduction of the Nawab's 
stipend, 11 299. 

__ for the reinstatement of Mr. Bris­
tow, IV. 495. 

-- respecting correspondence, n 
594; IV. 577. 

__ respecting the employment of 
Nundcomar, nl. 555. 

__ respectin/t the sailing of the 
Company's vessels, II. 641. 

__ that an account be kept of the 
Nawab's receipts, etc., II. 307. 
~ against the passing of accounts 

upon honour, IV. 313. 
--against the receipt of presents 

by the Company's servants, 11 122. 
-- cases of exception, II. 123. 
Prosecutions ordered by, II. 105. 
-- abandonment of, by Mr. Hast. 

ings, 11. 106. 

COMPANY, THE EAsT lNDIA.-coJitinlled. 
Court oC Direetol's- C07lt. 

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

-- of the resumption of the jagirs, 
1 724; IV. 608. 

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

Their censure of Mr. Hastings, Lxxx. 
_ of uppointmenta made by him, 

n.96. 
Their approval of Mr. Hastings' con­

duct to Mohammed Reza Khan, m. 
520. 

-- of Mr. Hastings' measures, n. 
518 ; IlL 120. 

Their appropriation of the preBt'nt 
from Aaoff.ud-Dowlo, L 529; II. 
137. 

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

"him, II. 149, 157, 158; m. 638 ; 
IV. 243. 

Their favourable disposition towards 
Mr. Hastings, n 346. 

Their toleration of him, 1 443. 
Their instructions to him respecting 
- the administration of the revenue, 

II. 399; IV. 700. 
Their opinion of his plan for the 

revenue, II. 215. 
Their dissatisfuction with Mr,Hastings' 

letter of explanation, lL 347. 
Letter of, respecting the confiscation 

of the jagirs of the Begums, I. 428, 
. 441; III 288, 485 I IV. 606. 

CONTllACT8. See .. IMPEACHMENT, AnTI­
CLES OF TUE.'~, 

Ordered to be advertised, n. 427,449; 
IV. 261, 264. 

Grant oC, concurrent with demands on 
Cheyt Sing, II. 451, 458. 

Losses on, incurred by the Company, 
11.444,478; IV. 327. 

The Bullock-contract. SeeCnoPTs,I1enry. 
Account of, n. 456. 
Justification of, n. 505,671. 
Reason for not putting it to auction, 

n.505. 
Tbe Opium-c:ontract. See SULLIVAN, 

Stephen. 
Account of, n 504. 
Hazardous nature of, II. 674. 
Justification of, II. 672. 

The Victualling-contract. 
Granted to Mr. Crofts, IV. 283. 
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CONTROL, Bo.'RD OF. 
Establishment of, I. xxxiv. 

('OOTE, Sir Eyre, C01llmande/",jn- Chief. 
AVB\'ice of, IV. 297, 300. 
Extra allowances to, II. xl. 439, 465, 

642; IV. 293, 994. 
-- charged on the Nawnh Wazir; 

IL 440, 462, 463; IV. 992. 
__ otTer of the Wuir to double 

them, IV. 296. 
-- correspondence with the Wazir 

on the subject, II. 440. 
-- disapproved by the Directors, 

IV. 296. 441. 
-- justification of, II. 50G. 
-- objection of Mr. Francis and 

Mr. Whelcr to them, IV. 295. 
Recommends the demand on Cheyt 

Sing of 1,000 horse, IL 640, 859; 
IlL 108. 

Approves the proposal to enfot'lle pay­
mentfrom CheytSing. m. 91. 

His estimate of requisite number of 
bullocks, IV. 977, 979. 

His probable interest in the bullock­
contract, IV. 302. 

His plans for defence of India, ll. 859; 
Ill. 107. 

SUppOl·ts Mr. HaRtings, II. 439. 
Warning addressed by, to Mr. Hast­

ings, IV. 768. 
Services of, II. 507. 
Letter respecting the disOl'ders at 

Benarcs, IV. 84. 
Letter ~specting the state of Oude, 

IV. 642. 

CORAII, Province o£ 
Cession of, to the British, L vii, xiii. 
Restored to Suja-ud·Dowlll, II. 583; 

III. 178; IV. 762. 

CORNWALI.IS, Charles, Marquess, Gover­
Hor- General of India. 

Judgment in the case of the Dinnge­
pore atrocities, ll. 240. 

Report on the slate of Bengal, IL 267; 
IV. 750. 

I..etters on the state of Oude, I. 485 ; 
IV. 647. 

COVENANTS, respecting the receipt of pre­
sents by the Company's servants, 

.11. IS, 105,274 I 111.502; IV. 736. 
Introduced by Lord Clive, III. 572. 
Non-execution of, I. 106. 
Remarks on, I. 21; n.123. 

COUNCIL OF BENGAL. 
Constitution of, I. 50.· 
Intrigues of, I 50. 
Letters denouncing appointment· of 

Nujem-ud-Dowlll, IV. 661. 
-- on the death of Bulwant Sing, 

Ill. 8. 
Resettlement of, 1773, I. viii, xxix, 

16. 
Rule respecting the re~idence of nlem­

bers, II. 653, 891. 
-- repeal of, II. 653. 
Tbeir opinion ot tbe dependence of 

Benares, III. 26. 

COU!{CIL GENERAL OF BENGAL. 
Constitution of, I. xiv. 
Arrival of, in Indill, IL 590. 
Dissensions in, I. xxix.; m. 639. 
Opposition to Mr. Hastings, L 296 ; 

II. 51,289, 591 ; ill 581. 
Charge against of conspiracy, ll. 43_ 
Credulity of, I. 719, 22. 
Concurrence of, in the demand on 

Cheyt Sing, II. 'iOl, 834. 
Reftections on the conduct towards 

Bulwant Sing, II. 730. 
Decision respecting the property of 

the Begums, 1.382,601. 
Interference in behalf of the younger 

Begum, I. 516. 
Claim to correspond with Mr. Bristow, 

II. 595. 
Demand of MI'. Middleton's corre­

spondence, Il. 593. 
Letters, 
_ announcing the demand on Cheyt 

Sing to the Dircctol'll, Jan. 14 1780, 
II. 835; Ill. 95; IV. 59,60. 

-- respecting the demand on the 
elder Begum, 1.614. 

Irregularity of entry of their consulta­
tions, III. 4 iI. 

Policy recommeuded by, IV. 751. 
RefOl'mation of the Mohammedan col- COUNCIL OF REVENUE. See REVENUE,· 

lege by, IV. 749. I' COUNCIL OF. 
Number of bullocks required by, IV. C P 

285. I OUNCILS,. BOVINCIAL. 
Delegation of power to, II. 654,894 ; I AppOl.nt~ent ot.., L 125; U. 213-

III. 214; IV. 413. . ConstItutIOn of, II. 401 •. 
Evidence of, IV. ii, xii. Advocated by Mr. HnstlDgs, U. 402. 

VOL. IV. 3 D 
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COUNCILS, PROVlNCIAL-Continued. 
Abolition of, I. 126; n. 221, 3(19, 

403; m. 670; IV. 251, 714,717. 
--. forbidden by the Directors, IV. 

,251. 
Action Qf,I. 157; m. 670. 
Impossibility of exercising control 

over them, n.214. 
Opinion of Mr. Francis respecting 

them, IV. 252. 
Character of the members, n. 404; 

IV. 714. 
Pensions for members of, II. 405, 

407. 
Utility of, II. 576. 

CoUNSEL FOR TIlE DEFENCE. 
Names of, I. xxxix. 
Introduction of, irrelevant matter by, 

IV. 638. 
Misrepresentations of, IV. 4.177. 

'Prolixity of, &c., IV. 106; 
Their position compared with that of 

the Managers, IV. 127. 
COUNSEL FOR THE PROSECUTION, I. xxxix. 
COURTENAY, John, one oftl,e Committee cif 

Managers, I. xxxix. 

CRABB, W., Colonel, I. 288. 

CROFTS, Henry, Accountant-Cener(ll of 
Bengal. 

Appointment of, In. 547,548. 
A member of the Council of Revenue, 

II. 221, 406. 
'I'he nominee of Mr. Johnston, IV 

284. 
Promoted by Mr. Hastings, II. 304. 
A confidant of Mr. Ha.~tings, I. 109; 

II. 164. 
Bullock-contract granted to him, n. 

x, 2, 457 ; IV. 275, 709. . 
-- extravagant terms of, n. 457; 

IV. 276, 287. 
-- censured by the Dircctors, IV. 

277. , . 
-- duration of, IV. 288. 
-- purchase of the relinquishment 

of it, II .. 460. 
- transferred to Mr. Ferguson, IV. 

289. 
--loss on, II. 457, 460. 
Confusion in his accounts, IV. 185. 
Evidence of, on rates of commission, 

IV. 307. 
Examination of, IV. 760. 
Increase of his salary, III. 549. 
Letter of, IV. 2911. 

CUI,I,IAN SING. 
Holds the joint offices of diwan and 

farmer of revenue, II. 357. 
Implicated in the affair of Kelleram's 

bribe, m. 615. 
Sale of Behar to, I. 178. 

CUMAL-UD-DIN, n. 39~, 609. 
CUIlMINGS, John. 

Commission allowed him, IV. 307. 
CUSTOMS, The. 
" Mismanagement of, IV. 466. 
CUTTAR. 

Defeat of Cheyt Sing at, n. 927. 
DALLAS, Robert, Barrister-at-Law. 

Counsel for the Defence, I. xxxix. 
Speeches of, III. 1, et seqq. 

DASTACK. 
Abuse of the privilege, I. 65. 

DAVY, William, Captain. 
TI'anslates the affidavits, I. 629. 

DEBRETT, Publisller. 
His history of the trial, I. xl. 

DEBT. 
Laws of Hindustan respecting, II1.316. 

DEBY SING. 
History of, I. 134, 136. 
Appointed guardian, &c., of the Raja 

of Dinngepore, I. 134; II. 203, 
235,236. 

Charges against, n. 510. 
Cruelties practised by him, &c., I. 

xxviii, 139; II. xxxiv, 415. 
Misgovernment of, II. 237. 
Sequestration of lands by him, I. 139. 
Defalcation of, I. 161. 
Proceedings against, I. xxviii, 154. 
His connter-charge against Mr. Pater-

SOli, I. 153. 
Mr. Hastings' opinion of him, I. 159; 

11.226. 
Lenient treatment of, I. 155. 
Objection to evidence relating to his 

misconduct, II. xxxiii. 
Public opinion of, II 579. 

DEFENCE OF MR. HASTINGS. See 
HASTINGS, Warren. 

DELEGATION OF POWER. 
Act relating to, II. 894. 
Precedents for, II. 654. 
Sanctioned by the Directors, II. 894. 

DELIlI,Kings ot See MoaUL EMPERORS. 

DENOO SING. 
Evidence of, I. 660; II. 924; m. 265. 
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DHERAJA SCOLEltUND BARADER, l\faharl\ill. 
See NUDDEA. 

DINAGEPORE, Province ot 
Contested succession, I, xxviii, 132; 

II. 248. 
Deby Sing's government, I. 1391 II. 

1128. 
Increase of revenue levied in, II. 234. 
Rebellion in, 1. 147. 
Atrocities committed in, 1. 141; II. 

1138; IV. xxvii. 
Exhausted condition of, II. 234. 

DINAGEPOM, Raja of. 
Acquisition of the province, n. 23'1. 
Redaction of his allowance, I. 134. 
Grant to Deby Sing, I. 170. 
Present received ITom, I. 131, 132, 

157, 164; II. 176, 203, 231, 234; 
IV. 215, 223, 721. 

-- pretext for receiving it, lV. 232. 
-- responsibility of Mr. Hastings 

fur it, IV. 228. 
_-_ application of, m. 6111; IV. 225. 
--'- justification of the receipt, II. 

627. 
Ejectment of his officers, 1. 133. 
Deposition of, II. 2M. 

DIRECTORS, Court of. See COMPANY, 
EAsTINDu. 

, DIWAN, Office of, m 656. _ 
Powers of the diwan of the revenue, 

II. 223. 
. Farms of revenue granted to provin­

cial diwans, IL. 226, 357. 
·DIWANIOJ!' BENGAL, BERAn and ORISSA. 

Cession of, to the Company, I. vii, 
71; II. 213. 

DONELLAN, Captain. 
Case of, II. 251, 265. 

DOOND SING. 
Confusion o~ two petsons so named, 

III. 266. 
DOOND SING, Commandant. 

Affidavits of, I. 557; nt. 264, 266, 
268. 

DomlD SING, Subalular. _ '. 
Affidavits of, I. 558; ill. 268. 

DOUGLAS. Sylvester, Counsel for tlie Pro­
secution, I. xxxix. 

Dow, Alexander. 
Character of his History of Hindu-

stan, IV. 482. ' 
Extl'acts from, U. 534. 
His misrepresentation of Mohammed 
. Ee~a Khan, II. 568, . 

DOXAT, Captain. 
Death of, II. 921. 

D'OYLEY, Sir John. 
Employed by the Nawab, II. IP8, 
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. 

DUAB, The, Province of, I. 178. 

DUC~ELL, Mr., Superilltendent of tIle 
Khalsa. 

Character of, II. 407. 

DUI!'J!', Pati-ick, Colonel. 
Evidence of, m. 502, 432. 

DUNCAN, John, Resident at Benares. 
Estimate of the revenue of Benares, 

IV. 444. 
Iteports of, II. 944; IV. 473. 

DUNDAs,Henry, LordAdvocate of Scotland, 
I: xxxv. 

President of the Secret Committee on 
Indian affairs, I. xxxii. 

Resolutions moved in the House or 
Commons, I. xxxiii; IV. 758. 

DUlINING, John, Barrister-at.law. 
Case submitted to, II. 78 . 

DURBAIl CilAnGE8 ,of Mr. Hastings. 
N atul'e of, II. -165. 

DURBEJEY SING, (]overnor qf' l1enares. 
Appointment of, I. 295; IV. 440. 
Administration of, I. xix. 
Letter on the state of Benares, IV. 

265. 
Arrears due from, lV. 406. 
Insolvency of, I. 363. 
Charges against, IV. 456. 
Removal from his appointnient, L 

358; II. 942 ; IV. 452. 
Confiscation of his property, IV. 462. 
Arrest of, II. 943; m. 16S •. 
Imprisonment of, I, 300, 362; IV. 

456,461. 
Harsh treatment of, I. 365. 
Liberation of, IV. 461. 
Death of, t. 301'; IV. 461, 4'0. 
Mr. Hastings' injustice t:>,IV. 457. 

DURHAM, Bishop of. . 
Prerogatives of', 1L 752 • 

3D2 
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Com~laint of the state of the Benares Establishment of, 1.16. 
EATON, Isaac, Major. I FACTORIES. 

polIce, TIl. 154. FACTORS.-. 
EDWARDS, Captain. In the Company's service, I. 16. 

Aid~-de-Camp to the Wazir, IV. 599. 
. Evidence of, IL x, III. 256; IV. FAIRFAX, Major . 

Age&t of Mr. Hastings, II. 173. 516,645. 
--remarks 

599. 
on, Ill. 880; IV. FAlUIERS OF THE REVENUE. See RE-

ELLICH KHAN. 
Case {If, m. 353. 
Administration of, IV. 640. 

Er.LloTT, Alexander,IL 614. 

VENUE. 

FAROUKSIAR. See MOGUL EMPERORS .. 

FAUJDAR OF MOORSHEDAnAD. 
- Removed from the control of the 

Nawab, TI. 94. 
Suppression of the office, IV. 164. 

ELLIOTT, Sir Gilbert, one of the Com-
mittee of Managers, I. xxxviii. FERGUSON, John. 

Transfer of the 
.IV. 289. 

bullock-contract to, 
ELLIS, Mr., Chief of Me Fac/DlY at Pa/na. 

Murder of, II. 559. 

ENGI •. um. See BRITAI!I', GREAT. 

EMTERTAINIIENT. See 'HASTINGS, War­
ren, Charges against; Presents. 

Usage relating to allowances for, III. 
535,563. 

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

ERSKINE, Thomas, Barrister, II. xxxvii. 

EVIDENCE. 
Admission of, contested by Mr. Hast. 

ings' Counsel, II. vi, xi, xx, xxii, 
et seqq.; IV. ii, ix, xxi, xxvi, xxxv. 

-- by the Managers, III. ii, iii, xii, 
xiii, xix. 

Questions of admission of referred to the 
JDllges, II. ii, vii, xx, xxii, xxiv, 
xxv; ilL i, xii; IV. iii, viii, 586. 

Circumstantial, 11.775; IV. xxxix. 
Disparagement of their own evidence 

by the Managers, objected to, II. 
·xxvii. 

Question of reading extracts from 
evidence, TI. vi. 

Latitude of evidence admissible in 
dealings between nations, TIl. 374. 

Inaccuracies in the printed evidence, 
II. xii. 

Nature of evidence for the prosecution, 
1.8. 

EIlNUCHS, Mini8/ora of /l.e Begum •. 
BEHAR Au KUAlf. 

See 
1 

FILIAL LoVE. 
Sentiments of 1ft. Hastings on, I. 390. 
Remarks 011 by Mr. Sheridan, I. 690. 

Fu."Es. 
Right of inflicting, claimed by Mr. 

Hastings, I. 351, 203. 
Description of varions fines, IV. 399. 

FITZPATRICK, Colonel. 
Appoin~ent as Manager, Lxxxix. 

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

FLoR, Peter John, Agentfor Opium. 
Report of, IV. 272. 

FORD, Mr., Commissioner for 1"dia, 
Loss of at sea, I. 73. 

FORT WILLIAM. See CAI.CUTTA. 

FOUJDAn. See FAUJDAR. 

FOWKB, Francis . 
. Appointed agent for the provision of 

boats, I. 343. 
Appointed Resident"at Benares,l. 326. 
Instructions to, II. 757; ilL 47, 98; 

IV. 16,20,66. 
His complaints of Cheyt Sing, TI. 863, 

871. 
-- equivocation in the charge re-

specting them, m. 48. 
Neglect of, n 873. 
Removal of, I. 342 ; IV. 44. 
Prosecution of, II. 289. 
Trial of, for conspiracy, I. xxvil. 
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Jo"ox, Rt. lIon. Charles James, MUllagcr. 
India bill of, Lxxxiv. 
Motion on the impeachment, I. xxxvi 

xxxvii. ' 
Appointment of, as Manager, I. xxxviii. 
Arguments on admission of evidence, 

lL ~~!, xxxi, xxxii I III. iv, xxv, 
XXX11l; IV. v. 

Reply to Mr. Hastings, IV. xxx. 
Speeches of, I. 183; II. 1I7l, 372; IV. 

xlvi, 154, 197. 
Observations in the House of Com­

mons, IV. xxix. 

FaANOII; 
Designs of, upon-India.lL 615. 
War with, I. xvii; II. 618, 786. 
-- its inftuence upon Indian policy, 

IV. 25. 
-- DO ground fur demands on Chert 

Sing, IV. 39, 55. 

FUliors, Philip, Member of the S"preme 
Council. 

Opposition to Mr. Hastings, L xxix ; 
III. 56; IV. 26. 

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

Charges against Gunga Govind Sing, 
II. 609. 

I>resents Nundcomar's charges against 
Mr: Hastings, I. xxvi; II. 39, 43, 
280. 

Obtains a majority in the Council, 
III. 96. 

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

Ilis demands upon AsofF-nd-DowIa, 
II. 599, 600. 

His proposal to exact payment of the 
Nawab's debts from the Begum, m. 
200. 

Proposal of a loan, II. 7SS; m. 68. 
Censures the Begum's interference in 

affairs of state, IlL 366. 
Opinion of, as to the receipt of money 

!'rom Munny Begum by Mr. Hast­
mgs, ill. 564. 

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

Opp.osition :0 the demands on Cheyt 
Sing, L 3.9 ; m. 814; IV. 49. 

Acq,uiesces in the demands on Cheyt 
Sing, I. 220; II. 799; III. 46, 57, 
76,81,96. 

Qualitioation of the demands on 
Cheyt Sing proposed by him, III. 
64,87. 

:I!'RANCIB, PhiIip-contill"cd. 
Minute respecting' the demand for a 

subsidy on Cheyt Sing. IV. 48 .. 
Proposal relating to the mode of pay­

ment of the subsidy by Cheyt Sing. 
II.808. 

His reprobation of the conduct of 
Cheyt Sing, II. 603. 

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

-- inconsistency of it, II. 705. 
.opposition to the extra allowances of 

Sir Eyre Coote, IV. 295. 
Manifesto of, II. 650. 
Opposition to Mr. Hastings' appoint­

ments in Oude, IV. 524. 
Disapproval of provincial councils, 

ill. 675. 
Motion of, fur the reinstatement of 

Mr. Bristow, I. 39d ; III. lI17 i IV. 
426. 

-- supported - by Sir Eyre Coote. 
III. 217. 

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

His estimate fur bullocks, II. 671. 
l>rotestof, against the bullock-contract, 

IV. 280. 
Refusal of, to sign the bullock·con­

tract, IV. 287. 
Support of Mohammed Reza Khan, 

11.99. 
His compromise with Mr. Hastings, 

II. 100. 
Withdraws from opposition, IV. 74. 
His duel with Mr. Hastings, Lxxxi .• 

296. • 
Uetirement of, from India, II. 649; 

ill. 590. 
Excluded from takillg part in the im­

peachment, IV. 46. 
Appearance of, before the Lords, IV. 

47. 
Eulogy of, I. 221 ; IV. !l6, 488. 
Evidence of, on the trial, objected to, 

IV. iii, viii, 74. 
Attacks upon, by Counsel, IV. 46. 
Conduct of, contrasted with that of 

Mr. Hastings, II. 636 ; ill. 82, 60, 
Ill. 

Imputed corruption of, IV. 264. 
Inconsistency of, II. 808 ; III. 86, 98. 

FUABAD, in Oude. 
Hostile levies in. II. 660; III. 231 

408, 412. ' 
Disturbances in, III. 265,414, 419. 
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Rejoicing at, on therelreat of Major 
Macdonald, Ill. 261. 

Capture of, 1.417. 
Treaty of, I, xx. 

FYZOOLA KHAN. 
Design against, L 670. 
Letter of, on the condition of Oude, 

IV.641. 

GARDNER, Thomas, Colonel. 
Evidence of, II. viii; 1.345; Ill. 161. 

GENGIDS KU4N. See PETIS DE LA CROIX. 
Institutes of, I. 84; IV. 367. 

GENTue. See HINDU8T4N. 

GERMANIC EHPIEE, m. 113. 

GlIAZIPORE. 
Zamindary of, I. xvii. 
Cession of, I.-xvii. 

GEORGE Ill. 
Illness of, n. 1. 

GILPIN, Martin, MlVor. 
Account of the distress in tbe Khourd 

~labal, I. 420, 476; IV. 628. 
Relieves the distress in tbe Khourd 

Mailal, II. 667; Ill. 212, 1184, 480, 
481. 

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

Humane conduct of, I. 703. 
Remonstrances of, I. 704 •. 
Statement respecting the eunuchs, IV. 

565. 
Unwillingnfss of the Managers to call 

him as witness, Ill. 475. 
Evidence,II, xii. 667, 69!); m. 381, 

411; IV. 579, 602. 
GLADWIN, Thomas. 

A Narrative of the T"ansactio'is in 
Bengal, ~c., translated by him, n. 
540; III. 222. 

GOBIND UAM, Raja. 
Employment of, IV. 505. 
Bearer of letters from Cbeyt Sing, Ill. 

161. 
Letter of,rcspecting tbe re'appointuIent 

of Mr. Bristow,&c.,I.392j IV. 501, 
503. . 

Letter to, from tbeNawab Wazir,I.601. 
GODDARD, William, General. 

His march to Surat, U. 6l8. 
Distress of, III. 4~ J. 

GOLAUB KOOER, Rani. 
Ailidavit 04 I. 55~ 

GOODL.W, MI'. 
A ppointed guardian of the Raja of 

Dinagepore, I. 134, 160. 
Trial .and acquittal of, I. 159; II. 226, 

GOORDASS, Raja, Son of Nundcolllar, 
Appointment of, as diwan of the Xa­

wab of Bengal, J, ix; II. 36, 8~, 
278, 1190 i III. 532,555, IV. 181. 

GOPAL Doss, Banker. I. 363, 530, 532; 
II. 260. 

GOPEAGUNGI. 
Inhabitants of, excluded from the in­

demnity, I. 291. 

GORDON, John, Captain. 
Loss of his detachment, I. 721 I ill. 

240, 260, 402. 
Account of the engagement at Tanda, 

I. 571. 
TreatuIent of, by tbe Begum, I. 589, 

595; Ill. 404; IV. 588. 
Letter of thanks to ber, IU. 279; 

IV, 143, 591. 
Affidavit of, I. 591. 
Examination of, III. xiii,' 406. 

GORING, Charles. 
His conversation with Munny Begum, 

III. 561. -
- with Raja GOOl'dass and Chyton 

Durr, respecting the present from 
Munny Begum, IV. 173. 

Deputed to investigate N undcomar's 
charge, II. 281. 

Reports on Nundcomllr'. charge, II. 
282, lI83. 

lIIission ot; to Moorshedabad, III. 
558. 

Evidence of, II. x.; III. 192, 33,8. 

GORUCKPORE. 
Insurrection in, I. 601 I III. 397 ; IV. 

140, 573. 
Attack npon the fort, IV. 514. 
Execution of the Raja, I. 565. 

GOVERNOR GENERAL 011' DENOAI.. See 
lIUTINOS, 'V &rren. 

Allowancee of, II. 17. 
Duties of, IV. 635. 
F..ft'ect8 of oorruption 9, II. 10. 
Importance of his e:flillple, IV. 708. 

GOVERNORS, BRITISII. 
Responsibility of, I. 7;:1 IV. 38. 

GOVERNORS, ORIENTAL. 
Morality of, I. 89. 
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GOVIN GHOSE, IV. 719, 121. 

GOVIND RAlK. 
See GOBIND full[. 

GRADY,lIIr. 
Sent by lIIr. lIIiddleton, with a draft 

on the Begum's treasures, L 507. 

GUHllI,lIIr., British Residet<t at BeMres. 
Evidence of, IV. n. 
Letters of, relating to the payment of 

the subsidy by Cheyt Sing, II. 819, 
829,833. 

GREY, Charles, one of too C01ll111iuee of 
Mallagel's, I. xxxviii. 

Application of, for postponement of the 
trial, Ill. xxxiv. 

Speeches of, I. 265; IV. 1, 52. 

. GREY, Thomas de, LOI·d Walsingham. 
Speech in debate on the verdict, IV. 

lxiii. 

GREY, John, Captain. 
Evidence of, Ill. 426. 

GRIFFITH, Richard. . 
Grant of opium contract to him, II. 

672. 

GUARANTEE. 
Law of,-IIL.211. 

GUILFORD, Earl of. 
See NORTH, Frederick. 

GUNGA GOVIND SING. 
Banya ofllIr. Hastings, IV. 696. 
Member of the aminic commission, 

II. 608; Ill. 670; IV. 696. 
Appointment of, as diwan to the 

council of revenue, I. 127, 157 ; 
II. 223, 408, 416. . • 

-- IlOrrupt object of it, &c., IV. 254, 
255. , 

Powers entrusted to him, L 128, i 61-; 
IV. 719. ' 

His demand upon 1II0baric-ud-Dowla, 
IV. 722. 

Receipt of sums by him, as agent of 
Mr. Hastings, 1.131,162; II. 194, 
203, 35S ; IV. 224. 

Sums 'retained in his band, II. 265, 
358. 

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

Grant of lands to, I. 165, 168; 170, 
176. 

Dismissal of, L 166 j II. 224,609. 

GUNGA GOVIND SING-ctJntinued. 
Wealth of, I. 166. 
Conduct of, I. 131 jIll. 685. 
Protected by lIIr. Hastings, II. S59. 
Defalcation of, II. 129,187; IV. 226. 
Extortions of, IV. 718. 
Character of, I. 127, 166; II. 224, 

608; IlL 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 trial, 
I. xli, xliii j IlL iii I IV. XL 

GURRAB DEHl\LI.H. 
Report from, IV. 473. 

GWALIOB. 
Capture of, n. 680 • 

ILI.PIZ RAIDIET, IL 592. 
HALHED, Nathaniel Brassey. 

His share in lIIr. Hastings' Defence, 
IV. 360. 

His translation of the Gentu laws, IV. 
363. 

HALL, Thomas. 
Humanity of, I. 604. 

H.I.lIlILTON, John. • 
Obtains a phirman fi'Olll the Emperol' 

Farouksiar, II 543. 

lliNNAY, Alexander, Colonel. 
'COIllmands 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 F.Jijah Impey, 
IV. 511. 

Obstruction of his march, III. 401, 
409. 

Peril.ousposition of, L 605,721. 
Attempts to tamper with his troops. 

IlL 262, 413. 
His complaints to the Begum, m. 

231,237. 
Applieation of; for the arrest of the 

family of Sheik Khan, IlL 239. 
Affidavits of, I. 570. 577. 
Evidence of, III. 412. 
Wealth amassed by him, IV. 515. 
Oppression of, IV. 140,512,644. 
Hapacityof, L 603. 
Letters of, to the eunuchs, L 590, 
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HANNAY, Colonel-continllCd. HASTINGS, Warr~n -COII,.illued. 
Letters respecting the atfair at Tsnda, 

III. 230. 
-- respecting the hostility of the 

Begums, III. 230, 244. _ 
-- of supplication to the Begum, 

III. 280. 
-- of thanks to the Begum, Ill. 

'279; IV. 143. 

H.\R1URAB. 
Employment of, IV. 401. 

H.\RWOOD, William. 
Examination of, II. xxxiii. 

HASTINGS, Warren. See h!PEAcIUIENT, 
Articles of; CHEYT SING; M~I­
HAMMED REJlA KHAN; N UNDCOMAR. 

Resident at the court of Ali Khan, I. 
50. 

Member of the Council of Calcutta, 
I. iv.; III. 504-

-- of the Council of' Madras, I. 
viii.; Ill. 502. 

-- of the India Commission, I. 73. 
.Contracts held by him, II. 442; .IV. 

276,702. 
Period of bis first service in India, 

III. 504. 
President of Calcutta, I. viii.; II. 567, 

711. 
Governor-General of Bengal, I. 114; 

II. 500; III. 17, 505. 
Successive appointments as Governor 

Generai,lI. 519. 
History of his goverum~nt, II. 581 i 

IV. 654. 
Attempted recall of, I. xxxiii. 
Resignations of, L xxx, xxxv; II. 

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 Grnerai, 
I. 395; IV. 490. 

Responsibility for the misgovernment 
of the country, II. 232, 241. 

Successful administration, II. 520, 680. 
His objection to the conferring the 
. office of Governor General for short 

termR, IV. 706. 
Journey to Moorshedabad, m. 534. 
Journey to the Upper Provinces, I. 

454; II. 653; IlL 220; IV. 75, 
120,642. 

l>roposals for the settlement of Benares 
I. 322 ; IV. 14. 

General plan for the defence of British 
Indin, I. 328; II. 784; III. 107. 

Financial arrangement, II. 515. 
Heporton the collection oftbe revenue, 

I1.5a. 
Scbeme fur effecting remittances to 

Europe, II. 455. 
Reveuue drawn by him trom opium 

and salt, II. 520. 
Offer of money for tbe Company's 

service, II. 131, 252; III. 586. 
Provision against famine, n. 6iO. 
Instrllctions to Major Palmt'r, II. 373. 
Instructions to lIIajor Popham, I. 288 ; 

III. 166; IV. 426. 
Affidavit of, IV. 667,671. 
Exemption from restl'iclions of trade 

1.66. 
Accollnt ofbis expenses, Ill. 646, 649 ; 

IV. 731,746. 
Travelling expenses of, ll. 84, 313; 

III. 565. 
Ilis expenses compared witb those of 

Lord Cornwallis, Ill. 650. 
Examinations of, II. 56; III. 644. 
Character of, 11. 771. 
Condllct compared with thllt ot Mr. 

Francis, 111.82, 111. 
Consistency of conduct, IV. 674. 
Paralld betwe~n him and Alexander 

the Great, I. 245, 292. 
Compared with Genghis I~han and 

Tamerlane, IV'. 374. 
Compared witb the faithless steward, 

11.477. 
Compared with a highwayman, I. 464. 
Compared with Verres, IV. 743. 
Caslt of, compared with tbat of the 

Spaniards in Mexico, I. 479. 
Censured by the Directors, IV. 266, 

2i8. 
Ueceives tbanks of the Cuurt or Di· 

rectors, III. 504. 
Charactt-r of his pretended 1k!l"1' ices, 

IV. 757. 
Exertions or, III. 582. 
Condllct of, approved by the Secret 

Committee, ilL 505. 
Testimonials in favour or. r. 771 II. 

5,488,517,521,681; III. xxviii, 
494; IV. 653,'754. 

Encomiums OQ, I. xxxv. 
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H ... STlS~ WarI'ftI-C'OIIlia..t. 
Mod68tiou, &e.. or, U. 56:!. 

"'Ptejudiees 1I{!'&i-. II. 685. 
His ftI1InI to England, L 'Fiii. 

I H.lSTI~G8, WarreD_liawd. 
Letters to lIobarie-ud-DowIa, III .SH ; 

IV. 68l1, 687. 

Allrged fOrtuDe or, I. xmi. 
X-~ &om dealing ... ith asurioaa 

ageum, II. 191. 
Letten of. 

Correspondeuce of, with Cheyt Sing, 
L lIi8 ; IL 830. 

Correspoodence ... ith Mr. UiddletoD 
and Sir Elijah Impey, L 44S, 637; 
IV. 136. 

Correspondence ... ith Mr.-Wheler, II. 
11511. 

Lenl'l'S to Cheyt SiDg, L 241 ; U. 766 ; 
UL76.1~. 

-- to the (,~iI of l.'alnJlta, OIl , 

the c:oaditiOil of Benarea, L 302. 
- to the Council of 1I00rshedahad, 

IlL 668. 
- to the Directors, OD the redae· 

dOD of the Na ... ab's stipend, 10 
No ..... 1i.1 ; IL 318. ! 

- _ in reply to their iasInlc­
don&, 1i.3; IV". 704. 

__ -- reportiDg the reduction of 
the N .... ab·s stipeDd, l!5 Mareh, 
1;75; IL1I99. 

__ -- respecting the guardian­
ship of the Na .... b. 14th Sept. I ;.s, 
IL314. . 

____ ~ng presents, 29 
No ..... 1780. IL 32;; IlL 590, d-n. 

--__ in reply to their inquiriee, 
Cheltenham, Jnly II, Us.;, II. 
158, 17" 341, 348; IlL 608, 639. 

__ -- m;peeting the present &om 
the Wair, !O Jan. USi; II. 136, 
259,314; IV. i!35. 

_ - »r the discharge of the elebe 
doe to him, II. 151 ; Ill. 651. I 

__ -- OD the resumptioD of the 
jagirs, 23 Jan. and 11 Feb. 178l1, I 
1.439,440. 

---- of the same, 51! May, 17SlI, , 
lL 143; IlL 288, 633; IV. 2~ 

- -- iD def'nce 01 the _, 16 
Dee. 178l1, IL 145, 346. 

____ recommending MlIDIly1Je.. 
@1IIDo a No .... 1783" lL 10i; IV. 
690. 

_ -- respeeting the goYel'DJDeJlt 
01 ODele, Oet. 1.84, IV. 6-16. . 

__ to HusseiD Re .. Khan, IV. 740. 
_ to Mr. Middleton, IV. 545. 
_ to Mr. lIarkham, IV. 454 

-- to Mohammed neD Khan, ilL 
515. 

-- to Col. 1I0rgan, IlL 249. 
-- to Lord North, IL 51&. 
-- to .u~or I'opham.. ~ting the 

pinnder 01 Bicijey G hur, II. 930, 
93i1. 

l(oooas or, in the CoDlK'il of Cakutta. 
AdvONliDg the conciliatioD of MII­
~i BosJ., IlL S8l1, 5tI3. 51.16, 

For • feint OIl the eapital of l£acbji 
SciDclia, HL 584. 

For • requisitioD OD OIeyt 8inl!', fOr 
three battalions of sepoy&, -I;; S­
IV.47. 

For ftq1IisitiOD of the snbsidy &om 
Cheyt SiDg. II. 813; IlL 80, 83, 
89,584. 

To thl'NteD Chey1 8ing ... ith troops. 
lL 8i6; 111.91. 

For requisitiOD 01 troops &om Chep 
Sing, UL 108. 

}'or the impositiOD of a &ne OD Chep 
• 8ing,IL 847; ilL ISO; IV. 68. 

AgaiosI aD inquiry into the Begum's 
guilt, L 4l!9; IV. 609. 

Agaiallt the reiDSIlltement of lIr. 
Bristo .... IV. 496. 

Respeetiag his visit 10 the provinCft, 
L 403.. 

Ch~ against, relstiDg to DeDIIft'It.. 
Admis!.iOD of Cheyt Sing's iaelepend­

nee, L 198. 
Iater1ereoce iD behalf col Chey1 Sing, 

L 268.313, 315; lL .36; IV. i, 9. 
Iateads to eEde Bt'IIares to the Na .... b 

01 ODde, lL SS9. 
Breaeh 01 treaty with 1kDaftS, IL 935.. 
ImpositiOD of excessiYe tribute OD 

Dena,", IL 93.,9-13; IlL Is&. 
IIi& charges against Cheyt 8in!. L 

3-&1; IL 868, 8io. 877. 
Silence nspeeting Cheyt Sing's de-­

signa, IL 896; IV. 89,393. 
CODTft'Sation with Mr. Wheeler OD 

the snbject of Chep Sing, IlL U6 ; 
IV. 78. 

CoadDd to Cheyt Sing. L Hi, 231, 
140; IL 805. 8:!O, 884; IlL 93, 
135, 14S, 159; IV. IS, ;i, 396. 

IateutioD to miD Chryt SiDg, IL .00, 
769. 85!, 868; IlL 18. 

Illegality of his proeeedinga against 
Cheyt 8ing, IV. 399. tlO, til).. 
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HASTINGS, Warren-continued. 
Charge against, relating to Benares­

continued. 
Communicates the demand on Cheyt 

Sing to the Directors and ministers 
of the Crown, III. 59, lIP, 710. 

Rejection' of Cheyt Sing's offer of 
200,0001., IV. 403. 

His journey to Benares, I. xviii., 143, 
239. 275, 313, 336; II. 898, 899, 
901; IV. 75, 90, 120, 144, 416, 
642~ 

Interview with Cheyt Sing at Buxar, 
IL 903; Ill. 141; IV. 90. ' 

Interview with Cheyt Sing's minister, 
IlL 221. 

Responsibility for the Benares rebel­
lion, I. 252; IV. 99. 

Responsibility for the murder of the 
sepoys, IV. 419. 

Retreat to Chunar, II.921; Ill. 229. 
Design upon the forts of Cheyt Sing, 

IV. 402, 407. 
Justification of, IV. 404. 
Attack and plunder of Bidjey Ghur, 

1.284,463; IL 929; ID. 164; 166. 
Permanence of his arrangements at 

Benares, II. 945. 
Appointment of Mehipnarain, Raja 

of Benares, ID. 167. 
Proceedings against Durbejey Sing, 

Governor of Ben ares, IV. 452. 
Charges against, ~lat~ng to Oude. .. 

Negotiations wIth tne Nawab, I. Xll; 

IV. 7. 
Assertion of the independence of the 

Nawab of Oude, I. 448. 
Assumption of the government of 

Oude, I. 400. 
Plan for the better government of 

Oude, ID. 444. 
Misgovernment of Oude, IV. 483. 
Responsibility for, the government of 

Oude, m. 442. 
Conspiracy against the Nawab, I. 628. 
Reduction of the Nawab's allowauce, 

III. 545. 
Revival of the Nawab'. authority, IV. 

675. 
Attempt to reform the police in Oude, 

III. 219. 
Adjustment of the Nawab', affairs, 

1784, II. 678. 
Imposition of British troop. au the 

Nawab, L '50. 

HASTINGS, Warren,,:,-contillued. 
Charges against, I'elating to Oude­

continuer/. 
Responsibility fur the appointment of 

the civil servants of the Nawab, IV, 
524. 

Responsibility for the misconduct of' 
the British officers in Oude, IV. 
520. 

Excuses for withholding the Nawab's 
accounts, II. 308. 

Proceedings in Oude, L 719; II. 678; 
III. 438, 459; IV. 493, 647. 

Delay in reducing the Nawab's stipend, 
n. 302, 306. 

Omission to furnish an account of the 
Nawab's expenses, n. 307; III. 542; 
IV. 185. 

Charge against, relating to the Begums 
ofOude. 

Sanctions the treaties with the Begums, 
I. 523; III. 206. 

Infraction of tbe treaty with the 
Begum, ID. 175, 

Denial of the guarantee to the elder 
Begum, I. 509. 

Opposition to the guarantce of the 
elder Begum, ID. 2Q7. 

Interference in behalf of the Begnms. 
1.384,389, 500; nl. 313,330,362. 

Contradictory statements as to the 
, Begum's rights, I. 502. 

Desires the rebellion of the Begums, 
1.669. 

Knowledge of the Begum's guilt, I. 
618; ID.257. 

Conspiracy against thE! Begums, III. 
376; IV. 132. 

Personal quan'el with the Begums, 
IV. 571. 

Account of the resumption of' the 
jagirs, IV. 536. 

CC!Dsent to the resumption of the 
jagirs, III. 223. 

Deceit respecting the resumption of 
the jagirs, &C'., I. 542. 

Instl'uctions respecting the seizure of 
the Begums' treasures, &e., I. 414, 
417, 640, '649, 711; ill 460. 

Illegal proceeding in the 8eisure of the 
treasures, IV. 550. 

Announcement to the Directors of the 
measure8 against the Begums, 1. 618; 
IV. 138. 

Justification of conduct to the Begums, 
n. 494; ill. 240, 453. 
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HASTINGS, W lII:ren-colilillued, 
Charge against, relating t.o the Begums 

of Oude -colltillued. 
Cognisant of the distress in the Khourd 

Mahal, IV. 629, 632. 
Denia1 of the same, Ill. 283, 473. 
Cognisant of the treatment of the 

. eunuchs, 1.694, 113,'716; Ill. 467, 
468. 

Charge against, relating to Contracts. 
Corruption in respeot of granting 

contracts, II. 428, 476 j IV. 261, 
282. 

Agllncy of Mr. Auriol, IV. 302. 
Agency of Mr. Belli, IV. 315. 

Charge against, relating to Presents. 
Enumeration of presents reoeived, IV. 

204. 
Present from th~ Nawab of Bengal, 

IV. 741. 
__ Justification, n. 587. 
Present from Cheyt Sing, I. xxiii, 232; 

III. 102, 590; IV. 60, 63. 
__ Justification, II. 839, 842; III. 

588. 
l'rl'sent from Munny Begum, 1.119; 

Ill. 534,559; IV. 169. 
_ constructive admission 'of, n. 

288,294. 
I'resent for entertainment, II. 499; 

IV. 729,735. 
Present of ten lacs from the Nawab 

Wa2lir of Oude, I. xxiii, 431,524, 
530; II. 136, 200, 26tl, 324, 390, 
657; III. 451, 624, 653, 657; IY· 
220,247,725. . 

Presents from Kelleram and Cullian 
Sing, I. 178; II. 22B, 355; III. 615, 
61B, 621 ; IV. 218. 

Presents from Gunga Govind Sing, 
1.179. 

Reasons fOI' not l'Cporting the receipt 
of presents, II. 34U. 

Offer to Rnswer, upon oath, respecting 
receipt of moneys, II. 146 ; III. 636. 

Hefers to Mr. Larkins for an account 
of presents received. II. 160. 

Threatening l'E'ply te> the Com­
pany's demand fur an account, II. 
148. 

Quits India without furnishing an 
acoount of moneys rooeived, II. 157. 

Bonds taken by him from the Com­
pany, 11. 134, 255, 333, 384 ; III. 
599,600. 

Fraudulent "haracter of the trans­
action, IL 195, 339. 

IL\.STINGS, WarreJl-Colitillued. 
Charge against, l'Clating to Presents­

contillued. 
His contradictory accounts of it, II. 
. 135,349. . 
Delivery of them to Mr. Larkins, m. 
.609. 

Explanation, II. 339 j III. 604. 
False statements respecting the in­

dorsement of them, II. 168, 256, 
335 j IV. 209. 

Assertion of Mr. Larkins' privity 
to the transaction of the bonds; IV. 
210. 

Denied by Mr. Larkins, IV. 211. 
Appropriation of three lacs, obtained 

from No,bkissin, II. 153, 245, 262, 
642, 644; III .. 642, 644, 645 i IV. 
730,743. 

Present from NundcomaI', II. 278; 
III. 538. 

Present received from Sadanund, II. 
350, 352. 

His interpretation of the Act relating 
to presents, II. 319, 320. 

Payment of presents into the treasury, 
11.665. 

Demand upon, for an account of 
presents received, II. 157. 

Avowal of receipt of presents,. II. 131, 
150, 152. 

Communicates the receipt of pre .. 
sents to Mr. Larkins and to the Direc­
tors, II. 65B. 

Concealment of the receipt of PI'C­
sents, &c., I. 122, 124. II. 83, 162, 
178,354. 

Misstatements of, respcctiog the ap­
plication of presents, IV •. 2!H. 

Genet'ul charges against. 
His measures for defence of Bengal, 

1778, II. 619. III. 15', 68 i .I.Y. 
43. 

Complicity in the revolution in Bengal, 
:t. 54 I II. 554. 

Helating to the appointment of 
guardian to tlie Nawab of Beggal, 
&c., II. 32,38,278 I III. 520, 537, 

: 540; IV. 157, 187, 188. 
Evidence adduced, III. 542. 
His negotiations with Mudaji Bosla, 

Raja of Bernr, II. 131, 330; III. 
592,614. 

Relating to the removal of lIfr. 
Bristow, Ill. 180, 2150 lUG j IV. 
501,503. 
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HAS'rlNGS, Warren-colltinueJ. 
General Charges agains~onlillueJ. 

Uelating to the smuggling expedition 
to China, II. 454 ; IV. 272. 

Grant of increased allowances to 
Sir E. Coote, II. 44.1, 462, 466, 
642; IV. 300. . 

Collusion with Mr. Crofts and Sir 
E. Coote, II. 464. 

Conspiring with Mr. Crofts, III. 547, 
549. . 

UcIating to the abolition of tbe 
provincial councils, 1.125, 179; 
II. 399; IV. 713. 

Appointment of Deby Sing, I. 134, 
180; IL 232.' . 

Compromise with Mr. Francis, II. 
100; IV. 684. 

Duel with Mr. Francis, I. xxxi, 296. 
Appointment of Raja· Goordass, IL 

278; IV. 187. 
Appointment of Gunga Govind Sing, 

I. 17!t; m. 670, 679. 
Connection with Gunga Govind Sing, 

I. 129, 130, 163; II. 189,224,266, 
360; IV. 722. 

Dispute with Mr. Hallied, IV. 376. 
Lease granted to Kelleram Sing, ill 

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; 
11.866. 

Proceedings against Middleton and 
Johnson, 1,443, 638; II. 380, 387 ; 
IV. 727. 

Conduct to'Mobaric·ud.Dowla, III. 
589; IV. 688. 

Prosecution of Mohammed Reza 
Khan, II. 2£;,88, et aeqq. ; IlL 513, 
516. 

Hemitting the tribute of Mungrore, 
IV. 95. 

Cbarges brougJit against him by 
Nundcomar, I. 116, 119; IL 39; 
IV. 171,735. ' 

,His manner of meeting them, II. 
40, 4.3, 45, 53, 60, 69, 280; III. 
556; IV. 171, 184, 190. 

Conduct to NUlidcomar, I. 117 I n. 
573; III. 553, 557 ; IV. 174. 

Treaty between Suja-ad.DowIa and 
the Rohillas, II. 584. 

Relating to the abuses in Rungpore 
and Dinagepor~ IV. 353. . 

HASTINGS. Warrcn-C011Iimled. 
General cbarges ogainst-continlled. 

Collusion with Mr. Sullivan, II. 453. 
Fraud in accounts, II. 35, 124, 139, 

HI, 165, 185, 196, 199, 254,362 ; 
IV. 760. 

-- defence, III, 544. 598. 
Deputation of amins, II. 392: III. 

664,667. 
Arrogation of arbitrary power, I. 

337 I IV. 356,·612, 705. 
Disavowal of arbitrary power, II. 

494. . 
Breacb of orders, I. 112; II. 217, 

297, 413, 437, 438; IV. 156, 167, 
494,616. 

-- defence upon, II. 489, 891. 
Bribery, I. 109, 158; 1£. 9, 120; 

III. 437. 449; tV. 291. 
Espionage, IV. 632. 
Clandestine correspondence, IV. 450, 

676. 
Corruption, I. 237, 538; II. lOS, 

212, 248. 448; IV. 669. 
Denial of corruption, II. 502. 
COlTUpting tbe Company's sel'Vice, 

I. 17; II. 104; IV. 509, 522, 700, 
707,712. 

Breach of covenant and oath, II. 
122, 275; III. 506, 511; I Y. 
737. 

Delegation of power to, I. xviii, 31, 
179, 254, 396; III. 213; IV. 
411. 

--' justification, III. 213, 890, 893. 
Extortion, II. 488; III. 146. 
Falsification of dates, I. 616, 678; 

m.462. 
__ defence, 111.471. 
Ignorance of the principles of trade, 

IV. 449. . 
Mercenary motives, I. 274. 
Illegal grants of lands, I. 173; IV. 

695. 
Inconsistency, IV. 290, 409. 
Insolence, IV. 322. 
Peculation, II. 65; IV. 761. 
Passivenesl under acousation, II. 66, 

81. 
GrllDt of pen.ions, II. 988. 
I'revarication and self'contradictions, 

1.275,509, 621, 633, II. 45, 132, 
258,365; IV. 208. 

Corrupt acts of his agents, I. 449, 
709. , 

Subornation ot letters, III. 827. 
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JUSTtNG8, Warren-eolltillKe<i. 
General Charges a.,<>ains&-amtinlled. 

Suppres,,jon of inquiries, L 116. 
Suppression of letters, I. 717. 
Maladministration of the revenue, n 

211, d -no ; IV. ill, 719. 
Defence npon, n 489, 584, 586; m. 
. 662. 

A.ppointment of the Committee ofRe-­
venne, L 179, 126; IL 221, 400; 
ill. 678; IV. 715. 

Treachery, L 180. 
Tyranny, L 282.. , 

Pleas in extenuation. 
or custom, I. 93, 3~9, 432 i n 58, 

82; IV. 741. 
Of errorin the interpretationofstatutes, 

II. 503-
Of the guidance of Providence, I. 620. 
Of imperfeet knowledge, I. 94; II. 

517. 
or want of education, L 4S3, 466. 
Of inexperience, I, 21 ; IV. 260. 
Oethe irresponsibility of a minority, 

1.504. 
Of merit, IV. "55. 
Acquittal by Parliament. L 95; n 

368. 
Ofapproval by the Company, L 96. 
Of arbitrary power, L 76, 352. 
or being eontrolled by the Cooncil. I. 

319. 
Of belief in the Begum's guilt, I. 608; 

IlL 248, 383-
or the Company's distress, 1.238; II. 

354, 459, 498. 
Of personal distress, IL 369. 
Of press of blJ8iness, IL 712. 
Of the responsibility of the Conncil, 

L 718. 
Of state necessity, L 447, 533; n. 

269,447. 
Of sneeessful government, II, 268. 

Trial ot: 
Committal of Mr. Ha&tings, Lxxxviii. 
Admitted to bail, Lxxxix. 
Sureties of, II. 14. 
Opinion of Connse), as to the prose­

cution of,IL 72, is. 

IlIASTIl'fOS, Warren-eoJttilllleti. 
Trial Of-COfItilltled.. 

Dispnte u'to the plan of conducting 
the trial, IL iv. 

Endeavour to stop the trial, II. xxxvii. 
Its injustice, ill 496. 
Unparalleled length 0' IlL 172 • 
Postponement ot; requested by the 

Commons, IlL xxxii,xxxvi. 
Delays in, IL xv, 41, 528; IV. 

xxxiii. 
• -- cansed by non-attendance of Ma­

nagers, m. xvi. 
-- imputed to defendant, n . 487, 

527. 
_ injurious to Mr. Hutings, n. 

483,487. 
Beport of Committee of the Honse of 

Commons upon, IV. xviii, xxx, 
xxxiv. 

Nature of the evidence fOr, L 486, ~t 
~q. 

Debates upon the expenses ot; n. xiv. 
Debates of the Lords ou the verdict. 

IV. xlviii. 
Verdict, IV. W..; lxvii.WL 
Costs or, IV.Ixx. 
His trial compared with that of Mo­

hammed Ben Khan. III. 519. 
Interruption of the proceedings by 

Mr. Hastings, I. 409; II, viii; IV. 
612. 

His demeaaour, IV. 336. 
His omission to apply t'OI" evidence 

&om India, IV. 347. 
Honour of the nation involved in his 

guilt. IV. 150. 
Aeeuses the Commons of ingratitude, 

IV. 329. 
Presumed consequences of his ~quit­

tal, L 260. 

Defeneesot: 
Defence beroN the Commons, 1786, 

Lxxxvi, 6, 75, Ill:!, 427, 446, 
487,694, IV". 61, 856. 623. 

__ authorship ot; I. 349, 490; n. 
Ix, 693, IV. 62,359. 

His second defence tu the Commons, 
L 491; IV. 623. 

His reliaucle on the impossihility of 

Defence befOre the Lords, 178:-, 
Lxxxviii, 447,509. 

Second defence before the Lords, nix. 
conviction, n 71. 

Opening of the trial, L xxxix. 
(,"onstitution of the Court, L 181. 
Difficnlty in forming it, IlL vi.. 
Duration of the trial, IV. 772. 

General opening of his defence on the 
trisI, II. X, 211, 524, 5i8, 635. 

Costs of his defence, II. 2; IV. lxiii, 
lxxii, 348, 349. 
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HASTINGS, WlU'l'en-continued. 
Addresses ;md petitions. 

Addresses to the Lords, II. xx viii, xl, 
482. 

Address in defence, June 2, 1791, 
II. 482. 

Addresses to the Court, June 6, 1792. 
m. viii, xiii, xxii, xxiii; IV. vi, 
xi, xvi, xvii, xxix. 

Petitions to the Commons, II. xviii; 
IV. 352. 

-- to the Crown, m. vii. 
-- to the Lords, II. xv; III. xxi, 

xxxv; IV. xj, xxxii,352. 
-- to Parliament, II. xlii. 

HA.STINGS, Mrs., Present to, 1.531; II. 200; 
IV. 236. 

HEDAYA, or GUIDE; tl'lLnslated by Charles 
Hamilton. 

'l'ranslation directed by Mr. Hastings, 
m.649.. . 

'Character of, IV. 371, 552. 
Extract from, III. 317; IV. 392. 

HERBERT, Henry, Earl of Carnarvon: 
. Observation on evidence, IV. v. 
Speech in debate on the verdict, IV. 

lix. 
HESSE CASSEL, Prince of. 

Case of, m. 44. 
HINDOOPUT, Raja. 

Imprisonment of, I. 604. 
HINDUSTAN. See MOGUL EMPERORS. 

Historical sketch of, II. 532, et seqq. 
The Mohammedan dynasty, II. 533, 

537; IV. 666. 
Sovereign power in, IV. 357. 
Provincial constitutions of, I. 91. 
Civilisation of, IV. 377, 
Laws of the Gentus, T. 93; IV. 363, 

391. 
Law of, respecting feudal tenure, II. 

719; IV. 29, 34. 
-. - respecting military service, m. 

23. 
Compilation of Hindu law, made by 

order of Mr. Hastings, IIL 648; 
IV. 383. 

Description of the Hindus, T: 33, 36 ; 
IV. 363, 655. 

Conditions granted to, I. 40. . 
Subversion 01' their government,.I.43. 
Custom of, respecting the provision for 

widows, &c., IV. 112. 
Division of the people, IV. 363. 
Debasement of the people, IV. 476. 
Sensitiveness of the natives, IV. 374. 

HOLT, Robert. 
Evidenceof, lI:x; m. 384: IV. 517, 

567,629. 
HOLWELL, John Zephaniah. 

Intrigues of, I. 49,61. 
Quotations from his writings, I. 29, 

37. 
HOOD, Samuel, Lord Hood. 

Defends Mr. Hastings, I. 533. 

HOOGLY, Faujdar of. 
Charge relating to, II. 290. 

HOOLAS ROI. 
High position of, II. 603. 
Intelligence sent by him, lIT. 399 ; 

IV. 634. 
Non-appearance of hiB affidavit, J. 

631; III. 285. 
Suppression of his evidence, IV. 604. 

HOOPER, Mr. 
Murder of, III. 162. 

HORNDY, William, President of Bombay. 
Letter of, IV. 304. 

HORSLEY, Samuel, Bishop of Rochester • 
Speech in debate on the verdict, 1 V. 

Iii., et se'l'l' 

HOWARD, John, Earl of S'ifJ'ollt. 
Memorial presented to Count Welde­

ren, II I. 373. 
Communication respecting the expense 

of the defence, IV. 349. 

HUDSON, Robert. 
Evidence of, 111.303; IV. 214. 

HUG lIES, -Sir Edward. 
Application of, for reinforcements, II. 

857. 

HURDEAL SING. 
Affidavit of, I. 567. 

HUSSEIN REZA KIIAN. 
His present to Mr. Hastings, I. 531 ; 

11.200. 
Letter to, from the Begum, I. 682. 

HYDER ALI. 
Confederate against the Company, 

1I.626. 
IIis iuvasion of the Carnatic, II. 507, 

626, 630, 669 ;111. lOG. 

HYDER BEG KHAlI', Minuter oflheNauoab 
Wazir of Oade, I. 628; iv. 569. 
A creature of Mr. Hastings, I. 453. 
BiB present to Mr. HastiJJgs, I. 530 ; 

11.200. 
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HYDER BEGKHAN-cDlltinued. 
Affidavit, I. 468, 569. 
Letter, IV. 507. 
Maladministration of, IV. 648. 
Testimonial in favour of 1\lr. Hastings, 

IV. 651. 

JAFFIBB ALI KHAN. See BBNGAL, Na­
wabs of. 

JAGGER DEO SING, Naib of Benares. See 
JUGGER DEO SING. 

. JAGIRDARS IN OUDE. 
Character of, ITI. 223. 
Rights and privileges of, &c .• m. 306. 
Guarantees given to them, IV. 535. 
Compensation promised to, IV. 535, 

5.46. 
Disaffection of, I. 721. 
Independence assumed by them, III. 

309. 

JAGIRS IN OUDE. See OUDE, Begums of. 
Description of, &c., IlL 221, 300; 

IV. 117,532. 
Resumption of, I. xxii. 541, 599, 647; 

II. 497; ITI. 223, 444, 446; IV. 
1i43. 

- power of, granted to the WIIl'lir, 
I. 405 ; IV. 532. 

-- contradictory chargea relating 
to,IIT.·445. 

-- disapproved by the Directors, 
I. 724 ; ITI. 446. 

-- justification of, II. 226,495,664; 
m. 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. 

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, IT. xi. 

JEET SING, Raja, I. 40. 

JEKYL, Joseph, M.P. 
Observations on the trial, IV. i. 

JEWAR ALl KUAn, EURRell, Minister 
of the Begum.. See BRHAB ALI 
l{UAN. 

JEWAB ALl KHAN-COtltinued. 
His activity in the cause of Cheyt 

Sing, III. 414, 419. 
Intercepted lctter from him, m. 262, 

419. 
IMPEACHMENT. 

Peculiarites of trial by impeachment 
I. 868. . 

Distinctions in impeachments, I. 483. 
IMPEACHMENT OF WARREN HASTINGS. 

Sec HASTINGS, Warren, Trial of. 
History of, IV. 333. 
Concurrence of parties in, I. 186 . 
General plan of, IV. 834. 
Importance of, I. 2. 
Its uncompromising character, IV.S32. 
Question of abatement, IT. xxxvii, 

xxxviii. 
Remarks on, II. 691. 
Articles of impeachment, produced by 

Mr. Burke, I. xxxvi. 
-- abandonment of certain of the 

articles, IT. xxxvi. 511,637. 
-- consolidation of the sixth, se­

venth and fourteenth, m,497 •• 
-- misrepresentation in, IT. ,740, 

760. 
ART. I., relating to Benares. _ 

Speeches in opening the chm'ge, I. 
188,265. 

Rpeeches in summing up, 1.807. 
Mr. Hastings' address in defence, 

11.490. . 
Speeches in ~ening the defence, 

II. 685, 742, 796, 851, 899. 
Speeches in Slimming up, lIT. 1, 62, 

119. 
Speech in reply, IV. I. 52. 
Statement of, IT, 695; IV. 488; 
Evideuce in defence, I. 862 ; IT. vi ; 

III. I, et seqq. ; IV. ii, viii, ix. 
Divisions on, in the HOllse of Lords, 

IV.I. 
ART. IT., relating to the Begums of 

Oude. 
Speeches in opening the prosecution, 

1.368,436. 
Speeches in summing up, I. 481, 560, 

62, 659. . 
Mr. Hastings' address in defence, 

IT. 494. 
Opening of defence, m. J 72, 235. 
Summin? up in defence, III. 295,844, 

888,436. 
Reply, IV. 105. 
Dissection of the article, I. 870' III. 

297. ' 
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lMPEACHlIIIE1{T OP W ABREN B'AsTING8-
cOlltinued .• 

Evidence on, m. xviii, xxvi; IV. xii, 
xxiit 

Debates on, in the Honse of Lords, 
IV.lii. 

ART. IV., relating to Contracts, &e. Su 
CONTRACTS. 

Speech in opening tbe charge, II. 425. 
In summing np, II. 447. _ 

. Address in !1efence by Mr. Hastings,-
IT. 504-

Reply, IV. 259,298, 729. 
Snbstance of the article, IT. xXlIix. 
Evidence on, IlL xxv J IV. xxvi 
Debate on, in the Honse of Lords, II. 

lxii. 
ARTT. VI., VIT. and XIV., relating to 

Presents. 
Speeches in opening the charge, II. 

1,62,109, 171,.210. 
Speech in summing np, IT. 271. 
Mr. Hastings' address in defencl', II. 

499. 
Speeches in opening the deft'nce, m. 

497, 540, 595, 642. 
Speeches in reply, IV. 154, 197. 
Nature of the charge, II. xvi: IV. 

154. 
Evidence on, II. ii; IV. xxvi. 
Debates cn in the Honse ofLoms, IV. 

lUi. 
ART. XVII. I 

Objection io admission ot; IV. 636. 

General reply on all the articles, IV. 
331, et Beqq. 

IxpEY, Sir Elijah, Chief Jrutice of India, 
L 456; IV. 550. 

Employed to collect evidence against 
the Begums, L 412, M6. 

His fabrication of charges against the 
Begums, I. 408. 

Bearer of instructions to Mr. Middle. 
ton, L 645 ; IV. 548. 

Qnestion of law submitted to, IV. 
552. 

Opinion ot on the case of Roy Rada­
chnm, IV. 668. 

Affidavits taken by him, I. xxiv, 423, 
468, 552, 628, 671; IV. 580 •. 

Objections to the admission of them, 
IlL iii, xx. 

Remarks on the affidavits, m. 465. 
His reluctance to give evidence, II. 

xi. 

IJIPEY, Sir Elijah--con/illued. 
Examination ot; II. x; IV. 133, 135, 

585. 
Character of his evidence, I. 549,630. 

.-Complaint against, II. 116. 
IMPRISONMENT. 

. Degradation from, in India, I. 364. 

Th"DEJINITY. 
. Proclamation of, IV. 427. 

INDIA. See HINDUSTAN • 
J)isturbed state of, 1793, III. 173. 
Races ot; L 33. 

INDIA HOUSE, The. 
Alleged payment to the clerks, IV. 

349. 
Falsehood of the statement, IV. 350. 

JOHNSTON, Richard. 
Secret age.nt of 1IIr. Hastings, IV. 580. 
Promotion of, IV. 729, 734. 
His amended account of the Nawab's 

stipend, IL 304. 
Anthorises the inlliction of corporal 

pnnishment on the eunuchs, IV, 
566. 

Bullock-contract granted to him, II. 
435; IV. 2iR. 

-- assigned to 1I1r. Crofts, 436. 
-- ct'nsnred by the Directors, IT. 
437. 
-- its extravagance, II. 436. 
-- repurchased by lIIr. Hastings, 

II. 438; IV. 278. 
Charges against, 1.443, 639; II. 378; 

IV. 726. 
His explanation, II. 378. 
Proceedings against, I. 662; IV. 727. 
-- nature of, &c., IV. 727. 
Reference of his case to the Directors, 

II. 382; IV. 728. 
Recall of, I. 662. 
Evidence ot IV. 585. 
Letter of remonstrance, I. 675. 
-- respecting balance from the 

Begums, IV. 566. 

1BO~SIDE, Gilbert. Lieutenant ColuneJ. 
Salary ot; III. 647. 

ISIIKAEL BEG, Amil of Allahabad. 
His application for troops, IV. 519. 

J UPGE&, The Bench ot 
Questions of law referred to, II. ii, 

vii, xx, xxii, xxiv, SIT; III. xiii i 
IV. iii, viii, 586. 

Relation of to the Court of Parliament, 
IV. xxxvi. 
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JUGGER DEO SING, Governor of Benares. 
Appointment ot; IV. 462. 
Administration of, I. xix, 302; II. 

942; m.'169;IV. 467) 4159, 
Removal ot; L 359; II. 942. 

JUGGUT SEIT. 
Destruction of' his family, t 64. 
Sums paid by him, II. 13; IV. 602. 

J USTIeE, DIVINE. 
Character of, II. 2. 

KANUN, or STATUTE LAW, I. 95. 

KELLA, in Fyzabad. 
Seizure of, 1. 474, 654; m. 461. 

KELLERAM, Raja. . 
Character of, II. 228; III. 617. 
His present to Mr. Hastings, II. 229, 

31i5. 
Holds the offices of diwan and farmer 

of revenue, II. 357. 
I.ease of' lands granted to him, m. 

315,316. 
His unfitness for office, II. 258. 
Defalcation of, II. 231. 
Oppression of, II. 230. 
Sale of B~har to, I. 178. 
Rejection of evidence relating to him, 

II. xxxii.' 

KHALSA, an office of Revenue, II. 401,407; 
m.306. " 

KREREED, Pargana ot 
Report from, IV. 474. 

KHOURD MAITAL, Palace of lite Begums. 
Description of,III.478; IV. 622. 
Sitnation of, I. 705. " , 
Provision for the maintenance of, I. 

513,708; m.210. 
__ gDllranteed by treaty, I. 519; 

II. 666; IV. 625, 635. 
Distress in and disturbances, I. 419, 

475, 705; II. 666; III. 212, 283, 
479 ; IV. 627, 630, 633. 

KIRKPATRICK, William, Captain. 
Extracts from hid Succinct VielD, &c" 

of India, 1.485 ; III. 613. " 
His statement respecting the bonds 

taken from the Company, II. 254. ' 
Implication of, in charges against Mr. 

Hastings, III. 634. 

VOL. IV. 

KIRKP ATlIICK, Captai.r-colltinued. 
Inaccuracy of his acoounts, II. 193, 

196. 
Production of his account, m. 639. 
The receipt of presents !lommuniCilted 
_ to him by Mr. Hastings, II. 658. 
I.etters ot 

To the chairman .of the company, 
II. 179; III. 610. 

-- remarks on, II. 179. 
To the Council, respecting the audit 

ofM. Auriol's account, IV. 311. 

the Bengal revolution, 

KOTWALI, Superintendence of the Police. 
Appointment of officers granted to 

Cheyt Sing, I. 323. 
Neglect of by Cheyt Sing, II. 884. 

KURAN. 
The foundation of Mohammedan law, 

1.91. 
Reference to, on arbitrary power, 1.82. 

LAND. 
Confiscation ot; I. 109. 
illegal letting of, I. 110. 

LARKINS, William, Accomptant General. 
Agent of Mr. Hastings, I. 109. 
Advises the transmissio~of Mr. Hast­

"ings' accoun~, II. 332. 
Delay of, in despatching Mr. Hastings' 

letter, May 22, 1782,IL 263. • 
His account of the transaction, m. 

635. 
Collusion with Mr. Hastings, n 141, 

168, 180. 
Account of the present from Sadanund, 

II. 351. 
,His knowledge of the receipt of'ten 

lacs from the Wazir, III. 626. 
His sealed memorandum, II. 355. 
His ignorance of the receipt of presents 

by Mr. Hastings, &c., IV. 206. 
His account of sums received by Mr. 

Hastings, 1.130; IL 176,264; IlL 
589. 

His ignorance of the transaction of the 
, bonds, IV. 209. 

Affidavit ot; m. 605. 
Mr. Hastings' instructions to hini, a8 to 

evidence he is to give, IV. 244. 
Examination of, IV. ii, xiii,xvi, xviii, 

211,217. 
3 E 
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LARKINS, William-continued. 
Evidence of, contradictory to the 

statement of Mr. Hastings, IV. 
206,238. 

- respecting the loan from Nob· 
kissin, IV. 236, 243. 

----' evasive character of, IV. 
237. 

Oharacter of; n. 657. 

LATAFFUT ALI KHAN, I. 420. 
His responsibility for the support of 

theKhourd MahaI, m. 478. 
His neglect of the Khourd Mabal, II. 

6661 III. 212, 283. 

LAw. 
Sanctity oithe law, IV. 377. 
Principles of feudal iaw, IV. 27. 
Nature of declaratory laws, m. 577. 

Hindu.· . 
CompiiatioJl" of, directed by Mr. Hast­

ings, m. 648; IV. 383. 
Mohammedan. 

Divisions of, IV. 371. 
Opposed to arbitrary power, I. -82, 91. 
Respecting "inheritance, &c., 1. xix; 

IV. 115. 
Tartar. 

Principles of, IV. 366. 

LAW, Edward, Barrister-at-Law. 
Counsel for the Defence, I. xxxix. 
Disrespectfnl expressions of, II. xxv. 
Speeches of, II. 524, 578, 635; m. 

72, 235; IV. xxviii.· . 
LAW, Ewan, M.P. . 

Speech against Mr. Burke, IV. xlvi. 

LAWIIENCE, French, LL.D. 
A ppointed counsel for the Managers, 

I. xxxix. 
Letter to from Mr. Burke, IV. lxviii. 

LORDS, House o£ See PABLIAMENT. 

LoUGOnOROUGH, Lord. Sce WEDDERBURN, 
- Alexander. 

LOVAT, Samuel Fraser, Lord. 
Trial of, IV. 597. 

LUCKNAUT NUNDY. 
Case of, L 172. 

I.UCKNOW. See NAJllJs. 
Visit of Sir E. Impey to, .I. xxiv. 

LUMSDEN, .llajor. 
Evidence of,m. 336, 432. 

LUSIDNGTON, - , I. 54. 

LUTTEEPoon. 
Massacre at, II. 927. 
Plunder of, I. 288. 

MACCLESFIELD, Earl o£ 
Thomas. 

MACDONALD, John, Major. 

See PARKER, 

Attempt to tamper with his troops, 
m.261. 

Perilous position of, I. 596; m.247. 
His retreat from Amorha, I. 573; III. 

260,409. 
Affidavit of, 1.572; IT. 880. 
Letter of, to Mr. Middleton, I. 596 ; 

III. 247, 415. 
--. misstatement respecting it, III. 

257. 
Statement of, III. 407. 

MACGUIRE, Mr., Member of ti,e Council of 
Calcutta, I. 50, 64. 

MACKENZIE, John. 
Opium contract granted to, n 449, 

673; IV. -264, 267. 
LEMAISTRE. Stephen Cresar. . 

Opinion of the sovereignty of Mobaric- l\bcLEANE, Colonel, I. xxx. 
ud-Dowla, IV. 668. 

LESLIE, Colonel. 
His expedition to Bombay, II. 616. 
Death of, II. 617. 

LETTERS. 
Garbling of, II. x. 
Subornation of, I. 625. 

LIVIUS, George, Military Storekeeper. 
Commission allowed to, IV. 306. 

LoNG,Dudley. 
Nomination to the Committee of Ma· 

nagers, I. xxxviii. 

MACPHERSON, Sir John, Member of tl,e 
Supreme C01tncil. 

Approval of M1'. Hastings' conduct to 
Cheyt Sing, II. 706. 

A ppi"oval of the instructions to Major 
Palmer, Ill. 660. 

Motion of, relating to the Begums, IV. 
608. 

Part taken by him in Johnston's trial, 
II. 381. . 

Evidence of, IV. 133. 

M4DAJl SCINDI4. See SCINDI4. 
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MADRAS, Presidency of. 
Distress in, II. 441, 501, Ii 14 I IV. 

803. . 
Perilous position or, n. 631 j m. 106. 

MAHRATTA EMPIRB. 
Rise and fall of, n. 544. 
Character of the Mahrattas, IV. 767. 
Their invasion of the Ro1!illas, I. xi. 
Their reception of a French emissary, 

n.615. 
War with, n. 253, 583, 612; IV. 765. 
Defeat of the Mahrattas, n. 546. 
Peace with, n. 676 j IV. 231,232. 
Question of admission of evidence re. 

lating to the war with, IV. xxi. 
MAnuDT Au: KHAN. 

Case of his arrest, IV. 94. 

MAITLAND, James, Viscount. 
Nominated to the Committee ofMa. 

nagers, Lxxxviii. 
MALWA. 

Application of Sadanund's present to 
the Malwa expedition, n. 639. 

MANAGERS OP THE llIIPEAOBlllENT. 
List of the Committee of, I. xxxviii. 
Exclusion of Mr. Francis, ibid. 
Duty of, I. 192. 
Respect due to, I. 192. 
Their position compared with that of 

Counsel, IV. 127. 
Influence of their character, n. 690. 
Their endeavours to postpone the 

trial, m. xxxiv. 
Suppression of important filets, &c., 

by them, m. 40, 50, 72. 
Receipt .of anonymous information by, 

IV. 579. 
Disingennousness of, m. 555. 
Perversion of the meaning of the re­

strictive Act of 1773 by them, m. 
576. 

Misrepresentations of, m. 192, 204, 
261, 284, 288, 303, 325; IV. 11, 
156. 

Perversion of evidence, m. 269, 286, 
523, 550, 681; IV. 122, 158. 

Violent language of, L 483; n.468, 
645; IV. 339. 

--justification, IV. 339 et seqq. 
Justification of conduct of, n. xlii. 
Revengeful feelings impnted to, IV. 

343. 
Committee appointed to· inquire into 

their conduct, III. xxxiii. 
Vote of thanks to, IV. xlvii. 

MANDELSO, Jean Albert de. 
Quotation from his Voyages celebres 

et remarquables, n. 538. 
MAN8An, a Mogul title, m.307. 
MANSEBAH, I. vii. 
MAWSPIELD, Earl ot See MURRAY. 
MANSFIELD, James, Coumel for thll Pro· 

secution, I. xxxix. 
MARKHAM, William, ArchbisllOp of York. 

Altercation with Burke, vm. vi. 
Speech in debate on the verdict, IV. 

lxi. 
MAB1[HAM, William, Son of the Archbishop 

of York. 
Mention of, I. xxxvi. 
Appointed Resident at Benares, I. 

1144. n. 866; III. 131 j IV. 435. 
Inexperience of, IV. 442. 
Hastings' instrnctions to him, m. 136. 
Authority of, I. 295 j IV. 446, 454, 

463. 
Responsible for the security ofBenare!l, 

IV. 82. 
His estimate of the revenue of Ben ares, 

IV.443. 
His doubts of Cbeyt Slng, II. 778. 
His refusal to forward Cheyt Sing's 

- submission, m. 161. 
His implication in the illegru. measures 

against Durbejey Sing, IV. 554. 
His bias in favour of Mr. lIastings, 

IV. 33. 
Complaint B.,,"1Iinst, IV. 459. 
Monopolies granted to, I. 296. 
Emoluments of his office, IV. 442. 
:Evidence of, m. Y. 29,133, 153; IV. 

32, 71,8l1. 
Letters of, 

To the Archbishop of Tllrk, m. 
v.134. 

Relating to the condnct of Cheyt 
. Sing, n. 843; IU. 116; 

MAYAFFRE, Captain. 
Death of, II. 921. 

MEEBAN, Son of Mir JaQier, Nawab of 
Bengal. _ 

Strange death of, &c., 1. iii, 52, 60; 
n.550. 

MEHIPNABAlIf, Raja of Benares. 
Appointment of, I. xix, 294; n.936; 

Ill. 168; IV. 439. 
Extortions practis.ed on, I. 363. 
Reduction of his authority, IV. 446. 
Petition of, I; 297; IV. 458. 
Degradation of, I. 296, 297, 357. 

3 E ~ 
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l!:nCBAl.TS. 
Grades of; in the Company's owrviee, 

L 16. 
MEan, HI/JUli. 

.A1Iidavit of; I. 568. 
MJDDLBTOlf, Nathaniel, I. 423, 628; ll. 37 ... 

Appointed political Residmt at Luck-
Dow,Lxiv,397. ' 

.Associated with Mr. Bristow, m. 21';; 
IV. 500. 

Agent of Mr. Hastings. L ';09; IV. 
580. -

Delegation ofpower to, L 400, n «qq. , 
Bastings' instructions to, I. 664; IL , 

.4&C? I 
Dismissal of; I. 661 ; m 215. I 
-- ea1l8e 0( L 450. 
ReappointmeDtor, L IIi; m 215. 
His assumption of supreme power in 

Oude, IV. 538, 543. 
Procures a treaty &om the Nawab 

Wazir, L 393. I 
His agreement for a In'aty with the 

Wazir, IV. 625. I 
His receipt of a _d present of ten 

laes from the Wazir, IV. 725. ' 
His coercive treatment of the Wazir, ! 

IV 538. --
Forms a treaty with the elder Begum, ' 

L 519; m 210, 363. 
His advocacy of the eIder Begum's 

demand, L 511. 
ProhibitioD of his interference in be· 

half" of the eIder Begum, m 361. 
Dissuades the Begum from leaving 

the eooDtry, L 511. 
His instructions to Major Gilpin, L 704. 
Receipt of money from the Baboo 

Begum by him, m. 559. 
Reprimand addftssed to, Lxxii. 
ProeeediDgs against, &c., L 662; IV. 

726. 
His aeeount of the resumptiOD of the 

jagirs, L 6-1';. 
HesitatioD of; in aeimg the treasure 

and jagirs, L 640, 646. 
His justiJieation of the resumption of 

the jagirs, L 664-8. 
Hisaeeount of the aeinre of the trea­

IIID'e, IV. 563. 
RepIiea of; to the Begum'a _D­

straoeea, I. 47io 
Present to, (rom lIDDDY Begum, n 

287. 
Hia visit to Fyzabad, I. 388, 519, 654. 
His t'Xeolpation of lIr. Hastin.... L 

709. ".,. 

MIDDLETOlf, Nathaniel_Ii .. ",. 
.A1Iidavit of; L 468, 5~0. 
Condoct of in respect of the aftidavit9, 

L 555 • 
Charges against, of accepting bn"bes, 

L 638. 
-.- of agmey ror bribes to }Ir BLot· 

m.,os, ill 653, 654. 
-- of disobedieuce, L 443. 
His distrust of lIr. Hastings, 1 660. 
Conespondenee with lIr. Bastings 

demanded by the Council, IL 593; 
m215-

-- prodnction of it, L 663. 
Corftspoodmce with Sir ' Elijah 

Impey,1. 647; IV. 560-
COft'eSpODdmce with the younger 

Begum, L 681. 
lIutiiation of his books of c:orft-

apondence, L 592 ; IV. 1-14, 570. 
Suppression of letter&, I. 592. 
Letters of; L 544. 684. 
-- private, to lIr. Hastings, L 65t. 
-- of remonstrance to lIr. Hastings, 

1.173. 
-- respecting the proposed JIIlU'Ch of 

troopa npon Locknow, IV. 539. 
-- respecting the reduction of the 

Nawab's army, IV. 529. 
-- respecting the resumption of the 

jagin/, L 470; IV. 544. 
-- respecting the treatment of the 

eunuchs, IV. 56-1. 
Fabricated letters of; L 615, 616. 
C~Dtradictory letter of; L 639, 6-12, 

6-16. 
EumioatioD ot,.ll. L, fit uqq., 9; IV. 

123. 
-- before the Commons, L xxrrii.. 
--by Lord Camden, IV. 129. 
-- by the Managers, IV. 579. 
Embanaasment of; under naminatioo, 

IV.I1I3. 
l'renrieatiou of; L 517; IV. 125. 
EvideDce of; L 381, 507, 582. 
__ remarks 00, L 688. 
-' - on the natureofjagin, IlL 302. 
-- relatinr to the lfteipt of teo lacs 

from the Wazir, IlL 620. 
Perversion of his testimony, m. 269. 

lImlfAPOJlB. 
CeasinD of; L 62. 

lIun8TEJI8 01' ~IU: CBow~. 
Their approval of Mr. Hastings' mea. 

surea, lL 511 ; IlL J22. 
1Inu...'f. Sn lIEu.u. 
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)lIR 1IIUNNIR. 
Opium-contract granted to, II. 428; 

IV. 268. 

1IIIRZA SnuFFEE KHAN. 
Dignity of, IV. 557. 

MISDEMEANOURS. 
Peculiar treatment of charges of, U. 

531. 
Variable nature of, IV. 195. 

MOGUL EMPERORS, Kings of Delhi. , 
Arbitrary power of, II. 538. 

Akbar Khan. 
Census of, IV. 29. 
Institutes; II. 720; III. 23. 
Character of, IL 536. 
Death of, ibid. 
Era of, I. 41. 

Jehangir. 
Succession of, IL 543. 

Aurengzib. 
Reign of, II. 393. 
Phirmans granted to the Company, II., 

542. 
Farouksair. 

Grant to the Company, II. 543. 
Mohammed Shah. 

Reign of, II. 544. 
Shah .Alem. 

'League with the Mahrattas, L x.; II. 
582. 

Attack on the Nawab of Bengal, I. 
iii. 

Design to murder him, L 
353. 

Tribute fr9m, IV. 758. 
MOHAMMED AUMIN MEYBER. 

Evidence of, III. 236. 

52; II. 

lIIAHOlllMED ERICK KHAN, father of t"8 
younger Begum. 

111.194. • 
MOHAMMED KHAN. 

Treachery of, III. 264. 
MOHAlIIMED MORAND. 

.Affidavit of, I, 564. 

MOHAMMEDAN COLLEGE. 
Foundation of, by Mr. Hastings, III. 

649 ; IV. 239, 730, 745. 
Character of, IV. 731. 
Falsity of the college accounts, IV. 

748. 
Filthy condition of, &c" IV. 746. 
Hefonnation of; IV. 749. 

MOlUllllllEDAN DYNASTY. See HINDU-
STAN.' 

lIIOIIA!lllliD REZ.!. KHAN. 
Offices held by him, I. 72; U. 22; 

III. 512 ; IV. 657. 
-- importance of, IV. 65!). 
Appointed Naib Subahdar of B,en«a1, 

&c., I. vi .. 69 i IV. 657. 
Administration of, IV. 657, 693. 
His account of sums paid by the 

Company's servants, 11.13. 
Prosecution of, ordered by the Di­

rectors, II. 569. 
Deposition of, I. ix. 74 ; U. 87, 100. 
Division of his office, II. 296. 

'Displacement of his adherents, II. 
25. 

.Arrest of, II. 22, 24. 
Imprisonment, IV. 658. 
Removal to Calcutta, III. 517. 
Examination of, IV. 662. 
Acquittal, 572, 665. 
Hestoration of, II. 87 ; IV. 675, 683, 

686. 
Evidence respecting Munny Begum, 

111.530. 
Testimonial in favour of the Moham­

medan college, 1.749. 
His trial compared with that of Mr. 

Hastings, III. 519. 
Character, I, 68. 
--misrepresented by Dow, II. 568. 

MOHAMlIIED SHAll, ~fogul Emperor. See 
MOGUL EMPERORS. 

MOHON PERSAUD. 
L 118. 

MONGHYR. 
Treaty of, I. 65 ; U. 558, 654. 

MONOPOLIES. 
Grants of, I. 296. 

MONSON, George, Colonel, lrlember of the 
, Supreme Council. 

Mention of, I. xv; II. 87. 
His opposition tQ 1I1r. 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, respecting property in the 

zanana, &c .. III. 336. 
Asserts the right to make demands on 

Cheyt Sing, III. 46. 
Evidence of, as to the receipt of money 

from Munny Begum by Mr. Ha5~· 
ings. III. 563. 

Character, IV. 488. 
Death, I. xxix; IV. 25, 326. 
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MONTAGU, Itt. Hon. Frederick. 
Nominated to the Committee of Ma­

nagers, I, xxxix. 
MONTESQUIEU, Charles de Secondat, Baron 

• de. 
. QuotlLtion :trom his E.,pl·it des Loiz, 

IT. 540. 
MOODAJEE BOO!lLA. See BOSLA, Mudaji. 
MOOLYRAM, IV. 662. 
MOORE, Peter. 

Evidence of, I. 166, 174. 
Attempt to discredit him, n. xxxiii. 

MOORSHEDABAD. Council of Revenue at, 
I. 73, 137. 

Testimony of the Government in fa­
vour of Mr. Hastings, n. 646. 

Faujdar of, n. 94, IV. 164. 
MORALITY. 

Immutability of, I. 76. 
MORDELAIT, Jean Honore. 

Affidavit of, I. 576. 
MORGAN, James, Colonel. 

Called upon to assist the N!1wab Wa­
zir, ITI. 458. 

Letters of, I. 580. 
MOTT, :Mr. 

His dispute with a native of Bengal, 
I. 64. 

MUJ)AJI BosLA,Raja of Bel·ar. See Bos­
LA, Mudaji. 

MUIR, George, Colonel. 
Distress of, II. 514; m.440. 

MUJED-Un-DIN, Director of the Moham. 
medan College, IV. 745. 

MUNGRORE. 
Tribute of, remitted to Buhvant Sing, 

IV. 95. . 
MUNNmAR SING, n. 917. 
MUNNY BEG UK. See BElfGAr., Nawabs o£ 
MUNRO, Sir Hector. 

Proclamation of, m. 25, IV. 29. 
Grant of lands, &c. to, IV. 736. 

MURRAY, David, Earl of Mansfield, Vis­
count Stormont. 

Information given by him of war with 
France, I. xvii. . 

Examina~on of as witness, m. i. 
Speech in debate on the verdict, IV. 

lxiii, lxviii. 
Moderation of, n. 530. 

MURTKZA KHAN. 
Hi. dispute with the younger Begum, 

IlL 333. 

MUSTAPHA KHAN, Raj"" 
Attempted rescue of, IV. 514. 
Execution of, IV. 515. 

NADIR SHAH, King of Persia . 
Invasion of Hindustan, II. 544 . 
Capture of Delhi, m. 184. 

NAlBDIWAN. 
. Office of, I, ix. 

NAIB-KANUNOO. 
Office of, II. 412. 

NAIB NAZIII. 
Office of, I. x. 

NAlB SUBAHDAR, of Bengal. 
Office of, I, vi; III. 523. 
Confusion of, with that of guardian, 

m.525. 
Sale of the Office, I. 69. 
Suppression of, m. 524; IV. 167. 

NAJIBS OF LUCKNOW. 
J.evy of, by the Begums, I. 584. 
Cheyt Sing's furce of, I. 686. 
Description of, m. 246. 
Number of, at the battle of Pateeta, 

III. 245. 
Account given by thOse captured at 

Pateeta, m. 232,422; IV. 141. 

NAYLOR, Thomas, Major. 
Character of, I. 604. 
March of, obstructed, III. 458. 
Seizure. of the Ii:ella by, 462. 

NAZRS, or PRESENTS. 
V mOils characters of, II. 15, 16. 
Prohibited by the Directo\'!!, but ac­

cepted by Mr. Hastings, U. 320. 

NIZAM, The. 
'" Confederate against the Dlitish, n. 

626. 
DetlLched :trom the confederacy, n. 

647. 

NIZAMA·t. 
Definition of, IV. 6i6. 

NIZAK-CL-McLK. 
Plot of, ill 184. 

NODIUSS1N, Raja. 
His loan to Mr. Hastings, II. 11>2, 

154, 245; lII. 643; IV. 236, 242, 
646,743. 

Refuses Mr. Hastings' bond, II. 154. 
Receives the management of a dis­

trict, II. 155. 
lB a defaulter, II. 156. 
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NORTH, Hon. George Augustus. 
Nominated to the Committee of Ma­

nagers, I. xxxix. 

NORTH, Frederick, Earl oj Guilford. 
His approval of Mr. Hastings' mea­

sures, II. 494, 518. 
His opposition to Mr. Hastings, I. 

xxx. 

NUDDEA, Province ot 

NUNDULUL, Fanner of til6 Rellellue8 oj 
Rajesllaye; 

Protected by Mr. Hastings, II. 242; 
IV. 719. 

Character of, II. 192.' 
Dismissal and reappointment of, II.242. 
Oppression of, II. ibid. 
Present received from him, II. 244, 

354,541. 
Acquittal of, II. 243. 

Corrupt letting of, II. 228. OATH TAKEN BY Tim COMPANY'S SEn-
• Sums received from, ·II. 177, 192; VANTS, II. 274 ; m.503. 

IV. 216. . Disuse of, III. 510. 
Present of. the Raja to Mr. Hastings, OFFICES. 

II. 247. Sal £ I II 
Imprisonment of the Raja, ibid. eo, •. 114 I .108. 
His testimonial in favour of Mr. Hast- OOJEIN, City ot 

ings, II. 2116. Proposed attack upon, ill. 584. 

NUJEM-UD-DoWLA, Nawab of Bengal. See 
BENGAL, Nawabs ot 

N UJIl!' KHAN; III. 243. 
Confederate against 'the British, II. 

626. 
Stoppage of his pension, IV. 763. 

N UNDCOlllAE, Mallaraja. 
History of, Lxxv. . 
Advanced by Mr. Hastings, II. 28. 
Rejected as Naib Subahdar of Bengal, 

I. vi; II. 571. 
Appointed prosecutor of Mohammed 

Heza lilian, II. 27, 49, 570; IV. 
180. 

Bribes received from, 1I. 278; IV. 
662. 

Charges of, against MI'. Hastings, 
I. xxvi, 116, II. 39, 41, 280; IV. 
95, 171, 406, 735. 0# 

-- rejected as evidence, II. xx, 
~ xxii. 

Offer of, to assemble the zamindat·s, 
IV. 31. 

Conduct of, during the trial ofMoham-
med Reza Khan, III. 518. 

Mr. Hastings' conduct to. IV. 174. 
Plot against, I. 11 7. . 
Prosecution of; II. 52, 113, 117,292. 
Charges against, II. 116. 
;Execution of; L 69. 
Murder of, imputed to Mr. Hastings; 

II. 47, 109, et 8eqq. 
Character of, I, 68 ; II. 48, 114, 570 ; 
ill 556. ' 

Description of, &c., II. 46 ; m. 544. 
General distrust of, II. 572. 

OOSAUN SING. 
Appointed Naib of Benares, IV. 417, 

447. 
Character of, IV. 417. 

OPIUM. 
Adulterations of, &c., IV. 270. 
Contracts for, IV. 270. , 

. __ granted to Mr. Sullivan, IV. 262. 
-- losses upon, IV. 266. 
-- omission of the revocation 

clause, IV. 271. 
Monopoly of, I. 357 ; II. 428. 
Revenue from, II. 577, 582. 
Trade in, with China, II. 432, 674. 

OPIUM, Inspector of'. 
Abolition of the office, IL 450; IV. 

270. 
Re-establishment of it, IL 271. 

ORDERLIIlS. The. 
Case of, IV. 536-7. 

ORISSA, I. 18. 
Cession of the diwani of, I. vii. 

OnlllE, Robert. 
Quotations from his History of tl.e 

Milita,'y Transactiolls oj t.lle B"itish 
Nation in. Indostan, III. 24, 232. 

OSBORNIII, John, Major. 
Appointment of, under the Wuzir, 

IV. 519. 
Depredations of, IV. 519. 
Examination of, Ill. iv. 

OUDE, Province of'. 
Description of, I. 372. 
Reinstatement of the Subahdar of, 1.71. 
Balance due from him, II. 378. 
Orders for his protection, II. 295, 
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OUDB, Province of -continued. 
Government of, assumed by Mr. Hast. 

ings, I. 400. 
nistory of the English connection 

with, I. 874 ; III. 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, IT. 585. 
Rebellion in, I. 416, 426, 469,506,721; 

III. 247, 414; IV. 514. 
Drought in, III. 381. 
Condition of, IV. 639, 641, 643, 647. 
Effects of British interference in, IV. 

478. 
Desolation of, 1.605; IV. 513, 516. 

OUDE, Nawabs of, Wazirs of the Empil·e. 
Sandat Ali Khan. 

History of, I. 877; III. 184, 242jIV. 
109. 

Character of, III. 183. 
Conduct of, III. 242, 438. 
Crimination of, IV. 583. 
Impunity allowed him, I. 424, 588; 

111.242. 
Suffdar Jung. 

Notices of, 1.877,419,545. 
,Suja.ud·Dowla. 

Notice of, I. vii, 106, 214. 
Rank of, IV. 387, 481, 483. 

. Character of, IV. 481, 621. 
Exploits of, IT. 546 j In. 177. 
Hestoration of, III. 177. 
Various offices held by him, 11.429. 
Treaties with, I. xii j II. 732 ; III. 

177. 
His grant of jagirs to his mother, 

L 379. 
His dislike of his son, IV. 112. 
His demands onCheyt Sing, 1.196. 
His confirmation of Cheyt Sing's 

title, I. 313. 
His opposition to Cheyt Sing, II. 736. 
His war with the RohilIas, I. 876. 
Liberal policy adopted towards him, 

IV.4U. 
His debt to the Company, III. 118, 

317. 
-- acknowledged by his son, III. 

317. 
His meeting with Mr. Hastings, IL 

905. 
Submission of, IT. 563; ITI.I77. 

OUDIl:, Nawabs of-conlilll.ed. 
Suja-ud-Dowla-conlinlled. 

Proposes a donation to the British 
troops, IT. 125. 

Recommends Asolf-ud-Dowla to 
Mr. Hastings, III. 186. 

His purpose of building a fortified 
treasury, IlL 189,335. 

Deposits his treasure with the Be­
gum, III. 182. 

His respect for the Begum, IV. 112. 
Death of, I. xv; IL 597; Ill. 178; 

IV. 484. 
Su~pected suppression of his will, 

111. 819. 
Treatment of his family, I. 419; 

IV. 620, 624. 
Asolf-ud-Dowla. 

Character of, IV. 401. 
Succession of, II. 600; IV. 485. 
Corrupt appointment of, II. 274. 
Hank and position of, IV. 486. 
Difficulties of, on his accession, 

III. 346. 
Charged with his father's debts, II. 

599; III. 348. 
Scheme for the payment of his ar· 

rears, IV. 489. 
Commutation of his debt to the 

Company, III. 274, 369. 
Disordered state of his dominions, 

IlL 347. 
Resources of, IV. 489. 
His proposal to purchase the zamin­

dory of Benares, IV. 401 . 
His demands upon Cheyt Sing, 

I. 268,815. 
His treaty with the British, Lxv. 

317; IL 598; TIL 179; IV. 485. 
His visit to Fyzabad, I. 582; IV. 

598. 
His • publio correspondence with 

Mr. Middleton, IV. 139. 
Distress of, I. 525, 674; II. 327, 

463; IV. 296, 627. 
Engages to surrender the manage­

ment of his treasury, I. 543. 
Mutinous conduct of his troops, III. 

349. 
His application for the assistsnce of 

British officers, IV. 510. 
British troops quartered npon, I. 639, 

678; II. 668. 
Annihilation of his authority, IV. 

644. 
Remonstrances ot, on the conduct of 

1IIr. BristoW', II. 677 ; IV. 506. 
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OODB, Nawabs Of-f:OUti.llled. 
Asoff-ud-Dowla-COnlinu~d. 

Protest against the reappointment 
of Col. Hannay, IV. 516. 

Demands upon, II. 384, 599. 
Coercive treatment of, L 676 ; IV. 

540, 605, 648. 
His right to the treasures of Soja· 

ud.Dowla, L 506; II. 604, 663 ; 
m. 180, 186, 195,319,327; IV. 
1I0,549. 

-- admitted in the treaty IIf 1775, 
m. 332.' 

Induced to resigu his claim to tile 
trelillure, L 385; II. 601. 

His admissiou of the Begum's right 
to the treasure, III. 324. 

Restricted from applying to the Be· 
gum for a loan, III. 357. 

His disputes with the Begum, I. xx, 
387, 499 j m. 201, 325,351,356; 
IV. 117,489. 

His reconciliation with the Begum, 
II. 670. 

His treaties with the Begum, I. 
393,197,498,518,707; IL 739; 
Ill. 348; IV. 626. ' 

-- denounced by Mr. Hastings, 
111.348. 

-- guaranteed by the British, lV. 
626. 

His reluctance to resume the Be· 
gum's jagirs, etc., I. 413, 461, 
623; III. 273, 447; IV. 136, 
536, 538, 544, 556. 

Ilis willingness to reSIDue the Be· 
gum'sjagirs, &c., III. 272,310. 

Joius Mr. Hastings at Chunar, III. 
229. 

His present of ten lacs to ?lfr. 
Hastings, II. 259, 386 ; m. 624 j 
IV. 235, 325. 

His offer of a second present of ten 
lacs to Mr. Hastings, 17A2, II. 
372, 389 jIll. 652 I IV. 725, 
726. 

-- his refusal to transfer it to the 
Company, III. 654, 661. 

-- secrecy of it, II. 389, 655. 
Subserviency to Mr. Hastings, I. 

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, lV. 598. 

OUDl~, Nawabs oC-contililled. 
Asoff·ud·Dowla-continrled. 

Services rendered by him, III. 393. 
Fidelity of, m. 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, &c., IV. 517, 
526. 

-- exculpatory, III. 368. 
-- of remonstrance, II. 383 ; IV. 

649. 
-- suppression of, II. 388. 

OUDE, Begums of, Bow Begum and Allea 
Begum, Mother and GranJllwt/ler of 
.A.80ff-ud.Dowla. 

See IMPEA.CHIIENT OF W A.RREN HAST-
INGS. 

Ilistory of, I. xix, I, 377 j IV. 557. 
Endowment of, Ill. 185. 
SOlll"Cell of their property, IV. 555. 
Uesources of, III. 282, 472. 
Aflluence of, III. 278 ; IV. 116. 
Relation of, to the Bl'itish nation, 

Ill. 375. 
Irritation of, at the cession of 

Benares, III. 367,400. . 
Guarantees to, I. 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 Wazir, 

II. 679. 
Violation of the offer of indemnity 

to,IV.427. 
Grant of jagirs to, L 379. 
Resumption of the jagb"S, I. xxii, 

407, 409, 414, 470. , 
Restoration of their jagirs, III. 287. 
Seizure of their treasures, I. 426, 

634; IV. 569. 
Offer of compensation to, n. 498, 

665 ; m. 235, 455. 
Charges against, 1.547, 560, 578, 

599, 601 ; IV. 140, 583. 
Hostility of, I. 556; m. 660; m. 

382, 389, 395; V. 600. 
-- affidsvits relating to, I. 556, et 

uqq. 
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ODDB, Begum8 of-eotllinued. 
Complicity of, with Cheyt Sing, I. 

465; II. 864, 924; III. 411, et 
seqq. 

Reception of Cheyt Sing's agent by 
them, m.399. 

Forces of, m. 309. 
Required to quit their residence, IV. 

564. 
Attack on their palace, Lxxii. 
Impossibility of bringing them to 

trial, III. 375, 454. 
Surrender of, IV. 428. 
Argument in their favour, I. 466. 
Their ill feeling towards Mr. 

Hastings, I. 63.1. 
TII·treatment of, L 702. 
Innocence of, IV. 574. 
Duty of offering them reparation, 

IV. 151. 
Necessity of the measures against 

their ministers, III. 438. 

AlleaBegum,Motlrerof 8uja-vd-Dowla, 
See IMPEACHMENT, Art. IL 

Parentage ot; m. 183. 
Character of, ill. 312. _ 
Claims exemption from tankhwahs, 
. III. 208. 
Complaint of, I. 511. 
Guarantee of the Company to, I. 

509,391; III. 207. 
-- opposed by Mr. Hastings, m. 

208. 
Bow Begum, MotJ.er of A!Off-ud­

DOVJIa. See lMPEACIDfENT, Art. 
II .. 

Committed to the protection of 
Mr. Hastings, I. 495. 

Dowry of, n. 604; ill. 193. 
Resources of, L 703; III. 351. 
Treaty with the Wazir, L 518 I 

III. 197,345,357 I IV. 1I8. 
Guarantee of tbe Company to her, 

I. 387, 506; IL 604 i III. 199, 
210, 358, 361, 393 I IV. 120, 
122. 

- forfeiture of, n. 495, 663 I 
III. 271 i IV. 130. 

Her interference in behalf of Asoff-
1I.d-I>owIa, 494. 

Her disputes with Asoff-ud-Dowla, 
L 382, 499. 

. Her agreement -with Asoff-ud­
DoWla, L 387. 

Her loans to Asoff-ud-Dowla, L 497. 
lnftingement of her rights by the 

Wazir, IV. 598. 

OUDB, Begums of-e.>ntinued. 
Bow Begum-contiuued. 

Resistance to the Wazir, I. 722 ; 
III.3ll. 

Appeal to Mr. Hastings, I. 384, 
686. 

Appeal to Mr. Middletou, L 471, 682. 
Attempts at extortion on, L 693. 
Her hostility to the Wazir, III. 313, 

354. 
Intrusted -with the management of 

the revenue, III. 181. 
Desires the removal of Murteza 

Khan, III. 366. 
Her indifference to the representa.-

tions of Mr. Middleton, II. 661. 
Disaffection of, II. 495, 515. 
Extortionate eonduct of, Ill. 197. 
Her complicity with Cheyt Sing, 

III. 229 et 8eq'l'; IV. 422, 558, 
585. 

Sends troops to the assistance of 
Cheyt Sing, II. 662. 

Her attempts to tamper with the­
Company's troops, III. 261. 

Rewards offered by her for the heads 
of British officers, III 265, 420. 

Her account of the affair at Tanda, 
III. 259. 

Assistance rendered by her to Capt. 
Gordon, I. 589 j III. 304 j IV. 
145. 

Her demand of an inquiry into the 
case of Capt. Gordon, L 667 i 
IV. 590. 

Complaints of, to Mr. Bristow,.III. 
368. 

TiUe of, to Ule treasure. of Suja­
ud-DowIa, I. 380: II. 496; III. 
182, 186, 201, 272, 320, 602, 
IV. 112, 117. 

Deposit of the treasures with her, 
III. 322, 335. 

Amount of property in her posses­
lion, L 386; IlL 314, 316. 

Threatening language of, L 681, 
684 JIll. 278,312,457 I IV. 148. 

-- justification o~ IV. 148. 
Seizure of her treasure, L 497, 656, 

III. 463. -
Sale of her goods, L 692. 
Interference o~ in behalf of the 

women ot the Khourd Mahal, IV. 
631. 
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OUDl~, Begums of-continued. 
Bow Begum - continued. 

Her desire to visit Mecca, L 1)1 0 ; 
IIL 188. 

Letters to Mr. Bristow, L 589 t IIL 
355. . 

_ to Mr. Hastings, lV. ~89. 
P ALium, William, ~!IIajo". 

Appointed Resident in Oude, IV. 526. 
Instructions to, II. 3,73; IIL 656. 
-- communicated to the members of 

the Board, III. 658. 
,-- not recorded, m. 661. 
Evidence o( II. 902. 

PANNA. Rani, Mother of CluJyt 8illg. 
Defends the fort of Bicl,jey Gurh, m. 

164. 
Attack on, II. 929. 
Breach of public faith towards, L 291. 
Capitulation o( L 285-
Hastings' treatment of her, IL 933. 

. Insult offered to, I. 286. 
Plunder of her fullowers, IL 932. 

PANIPAT. 
Battle o( IL 546. 

P ABKE&, Thomas, Ean of Macclesfield. 
Reference tohia impeachment, I. 4 ; 

,IV. 340. 
PARLUMENT of Great Britain. 

Unanimity or the two IIouses ill the 
impeachment, I. 2. 

Corruption of members, IV. 523. 
Rtiles of pleading in, IV. xxxvi, xlii 
Act of 13th Geo. III., IL 122; IV. 

260,325. . 
_ charge relating to transactions 

subsequent to, III 570. 
'-_ interpretatioDs o( IL 319; m. 

57t", et.seqq.; IV. 191. 
_ -- by the Directors, IV. 200, 

202 . 
. ___ by lIIr. Hastings, IL 125 ; 

IV. 198. 
__ limitation clause' in, IILS73; 

IV. 663. 
._ misquotation of by Counsel, IV. 

193,197. 
__ section '1, IV. 411. 
_ sections 23 aud 2!, IV. 197. 
Act of l/4th Geo. IIL, III. 5.77, 580 ; 

IV. 753. . 
__ clause prohibiting receipt of gifts 

for the nsc of the Company, IlL 579. 
__ restricta the Governor-General's 
. power of making war; IV. '69. , 

PABLLUlEliT-continued. 

House of Lords. 
Report of (',ommittee of precedents, 

IL xxxviii. 
llebates on the several articles of 

the impea('hmcnt. IV. xl viii, et 
seqq. 

Changes in the peerage during the 
trial, m. xi; lV. lxix, 347. 

House of Commons. 
Sitting of the Colchester committee 

II.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 BaIIle, I. 

'Xxxii I II. 72. 
Committee oflmpeachment, I. xxxviii. 
Committee to expedite the trial, m. xi. 
Select Committee for inquiry into the 

conduct of the Managers, IIL xxxiii . 
Report or Cotnmittee on causes of 

delay, IV. xxxiii. 
Disapproval ohneasores of Mr. Hast­

ings, IV. 762. 
Request to postpone the trial, III. 

xxxiii, xxxv. 
Disavow the ch~ge against Mr. Hast­

ings of the death of Nundcomar, 
II. 112. 

Function of, in impeachmenta, L 183. 
Privileges of, II. 691. 
Moderation o( I. 4. 
Charge against, of ingratitude, IV. 

329. 
Readiness to grant an inquiry, IV. 353. 

l'ATEETA. 
Battle of, r. xix, 595. m 422. 

PATERSON, John David. 
Reports on the province of Dinage­

pore, I. xxviii, 149; II. 2381 IV. 
](Xxii. 

Treatment of, I. 152. 
Character of, L 148. 
His testimony in favour of Mr. Hast­

ings, II. 610. 

PATNA, Council' of. , 
Opposes the letting of Behar to Kei" 
. le1'8!il and Cullian Sing, IL 405. 

PATN.A, Province ot . 
Sums received from, n. 17'1; 190 i 

IV. 215. 
-- defalcation of Mr. Hastings in. 

respect of them, IV. 229,234. 
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PECULATION, Indian. 
Inquiries into, by the Comll)ons, 

1.122. 

l'EERAGE. See PARLIAMENT, House of 
Lords. 

PEARCE, T. D., Colonel. 
Importance of his junction with Sir 

Eyre Coote, III. 614. 
Letter of, IV. 286 

PELHAM, Hon. Thomas. 
Nominated to the Committee of Mana­

gers, I. xxxviii. 
Speech of, I. 436. 

PENSIONS. 
Grants of, 1. 296. 
Pensions in lien of jagirs, I. 408. 
Nonpayment ot; I. 475. 
Withdrawal of, It. 59. 

P.BRSIAN CORRBSPONDKNCE. 
Suppression of, IV. 492 

PESHKUSH, or FINB. 
Description ot; I. 131; II. 15; m. 

619. 

PEsnwA, The. 
Assassination of, II. 612. 

PETI8 DB LA CROIX, Fran~ois. 
Extracts from his History of Gen­

ghizcan, IV. 366. 

PIGOOTT,- , 
Counsel for the prosecution, I. xxxix. 

PITT, Rt. Hon. William, Chancellor of the 
E.rehequer. 

India Bill of, I. xxxiv. 
Conduct with regard to the impeach­

ment, I. xxxv-vii; II. xxxvii. 
His. altercation with Mr. Burke, II. 

XIV. 
His approval of the demands of Cheyt 

Sing, II. 712. 
Speech of, on the Denaree charge, 

1.224. ' 
Motion of thanks to the Managers, 

IV. xlv. 

PLUMER, Thomas, Barriater-at-Law. 
Counsel for the Defence, I. xxxix. 
Speeches of, IL 685, 742, 798, 851, 

899; m. 295, 344, 388, 436. 

l'OLIEB, Colonel. 
Letters of, II. 603. 

PONDlCUERRY. 
Siege of, II. 703. 

POORUNDER. 
Treaty of, IV. 767. 
- breach of, by Mr. Hastings, 

IV. 765. 

POPHAM, William, Colonel. 
Character of, m. 166. 
Capture of Didjey Gurh by, I. 285 ; 

III. 166. 
Letter 'of, relating to the plunder of 

Bidjey Gurh, II. 931. 
Hastings' directions to him, I. 286, 

355. '. 
His appropriation of the booty at 

Bidjey Gurh, I. 546. 
Evidence of, III. 232, 427. 
Correction of his evidence, III. 245. 

PRAWN KISHEN. 
Appointment of, as Naib I\:anungo, 

II. 412. 

PRIlSBIITS. See IMPEACHMENT, Art. VI. 
Charge relating to, II. xvi, xxxv. 
Custom in India relating to, II. 15, 

588. 
Prohibition of the receipt of, I. 70, 73, 

90, 161 ; II. 15, 16, 83, 276, 320. 
Covenants relating to, I. 105, 108; 

II. 15. 
Distinction between those taken be~ 

fore and after the Act of 1773, 
n.277. 

Application of, to the public sen ice, 
II. 513. 

Presents for entertainment, II. 85. 
Legality of accepting presents for the 

use of the Company, III. 575. 
Receipt of, by wives of Governors­

General, II. 200. 
Communication of tbe receipt of, to 

the Directors, II. 630. 
List of those accepted by Mr. Hast­

ings, II. 322. 
Account of, II. 199. 

PRIZE MONET. 
Reprobated by Mr. Hastings, I. 289. 

PROSECUTIONS, State. 
Precedents in, ·II. 529. 
Remarks on the duty of proseoutors 

II. Ill. ., 

PnosTITuTES. 
Tax on, in India, I. J 37. 

PnOVINCIAL CONSTITt'TIONS, I. 91. 
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PnOVlNCIAL COUNCILS. See COUNCILS. 

PRUDENCE. 
Its applicability to vice, I. 621; 

PURLING, Charles, Political Resident at 
L,teknow. 

His disbelief of the Begums' guilt, IV. 
605. 

His imposition of tuukhwahs on the 
jagirs, In. 208. 

Report of, I. 393. 
Respects the treaties with thc Begums, 

1522. 
Evidence o~ n. xii; nr. 300. 

PURNEA, Province of 
Deby Sing'S government o~ I. 136. 

RADANAUT, Raja. See RHADANAUT. 
RAFAEL II. VERELST. 

Verdict in the case o~ I. 4U2. 

RAGOBA, Ragonath, Peshwa of the Mali· 
rat/as. 

fluccession o~ IL 612. 
His treaty with the Bombay Govern­

ment, n. 612. , 
Provision for, under the treaty of 

Poorunder, IV. 767. 

RAl·RAYAN. Seo Roy ROYAN. 

UAJAS. 
Power of, 1 41. 

RAJESHAYE, Province of. 
Disputed succession to, II. 249. 
I..et to Nundulul, II. 228, 242. 
Impoverishment o~ II. 245. 
Ejection of the Rani of, II. 242. 
Her . charge against Mr. Hastings' 

banyas, II. 241. 
Restoration of the Rani, II. 245. 

RAI;]£IGH, Sir Walter. 
Treatment of, by Lord Coke, II. 530; 

IV. 346. 

RAHLoLL. 
Imprisonment of, III. 281. 

RAH SING. 
Affidavit of, I. 567 ; II. 925. 

RAlIlARAIN. 
Murder o~ I. 64. 

RAHNUGUR.' , 
Massacre at, II. 921 ; III. 162. 

RAWAJ-UL-MuLII:, the Commou Land. 
1.91. 

RA;Ill"lfAHA, II. 107. 

RECORD, System of. 
Adopted by the Company, I. 28. 
Advantages o~ 1. 29. 
Subverted by Mr. Hastings, I. 30. 

REGENCY BILL. 
Case of the, II. 714. 

REGISTBAIl. 
Office of, I. 169. 

'REIJIJELL, James, Major. 
Extract from his Me1lloir of a Map of 

Hindus/an, II. 535. 

REPORTERS. See SHORT lUND WRITERS. 

RESIDENT, Political. 
Office of, IV. 455. 
Monopolies reserved to, at Benares, 

1.3. 
Mischievous influence of, I. 236, 295. 

REVENUE. 
Administl'ation o~ committed to the 

Governor and Council, II. 393., 
Administration of by Mr. Hastings, I, 

160,178; II. 127,211,221. 
Committee o~ m. 579; IV. 715. 
Defalcation o~ I. 11 0., 
Dispute as to the meaning of the term, 

IlL 32. 
Injury of, II. 212; IV. 719. 
Plans for the administration of, adopted, 

by Mr. Hastings, IL 213, 215~' 
Supervision of, I. 74. , 
Farmers of, I. 111; IV. 644, 708. 

---, Council o£ 
Appointlnent o~ I. 74, 126; II. 400; 

m. 678; IV. 252. , 
Constitution of, II. 400,406; III. 672,' 

680. 
The office of Diwan compared with 

that of Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
II. 414. 

Prohibited from accepting presents, 
IL 163. , 

State of receipts under, II. 421.' 
Results o~ III. 688. 
Inefficiency of, I. 161; II. 222. 
Cost o~ 1. 128. 

RUAD.lNAUT, Raja of Dinagepore. 
Testimonial in favour of Mr. Hasting~, 

II. 7, 204; IV. 723. 

RISHWAT. 
Description of, 11 15. 

ROHILCUlJD. 
Annexation of to the kingdom of 

Oude, I. 373. 
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ROHlLoUND-continued. 
Rohillil war, I. xi, 375. 
-- Reprobated by the Council, II. 

592. 
-:-'- Debt arising froin, I. 376. 
-- Remarks on, II. 592. . 
Charge relating to the Rohillas, I. 

xxxvi. 
Subjugation of the Rohillas, I. xiv. 
Sale of to the Wazir, IV. 763. 
Their treaty with the Nawab Wazil', 

I. xii. 
Their treaty with Suja-ud-Dowla, II. 

583. . 

RoyDULUL. 
Sums obtained from, IV. 662. 

Roy RADACHUUN. 
Proceedings against, IV. 666. 

Roy RoYAN, Superintendent of the 
Khalsa. 

Office of, I. ix ; II. 401. 
Abolition of, II. 408. 

ROCHESTER, Bishop of. See HORSLEY. 

RUMBOLD,Thomas, Presidrnt of Madras, 
I. xxxiii. . 

RUNGPORE, Province of. 
Farmed by Deby Sing, I. 13S: 
Rebellion of, I. xxviii. 147. 
Atrocities committed in, I. 141. 

SAADAT ALI KHAN. See OUDE,Nawabsof. 

SACHEVEREL, Henry, D.D. 
Trial of, IV. xxxvi. 

SADANUND, Bilkshi of Cheyf Sing. 
His transactions with Mr. Hastings, 

, IV. 62. 
Present of, to Mr. Hastings, I. 231; 

II. 550, 629; m. 102; IV. 217, 
222. . 

Justification of its receipt, II. 628. 
Larkins' account of, II. 351. 

SADR-AL-RAn: KHAN, Chicf Justice. 
Appointment of, II. 296. 
Complaint of, II, 92; IV. 679, G81. 

ST. CLAIll, Sir James Erskine. 
Appointment as Manager, I. xxxiv. 

, Speech of, II. 447. 

ST. JOHN, Hon. Andrew. 
Nomination to the Committee ofMa­

nagers, I. xxxix. 
Opening of the fourth Charge by, n. 

xxxix, 425. 

SALBUllRY. 
Grant of, to Gunga Govind Sing, I. 

176. 

SALBY. 
Treaty of, IV. 765. 

SALSETTE. 
Cession of, II. 612. 

SALT. 
Revenue from, n. 577, 581. 

SALTPETRE. 
Monopoly of, I. 357. 

SAYER, Joseph, Serjeanf-at-Law. 
Case submitted to, II. 78,80. 

SCINDIA, Madaji. 
Treaty of, &c., II. 626, 630, 647,658. 
Testimonial of, I. 97. 

SCOTT, Jonathan, lIfajor, M.P. 
Records in his custody, IV. 493. 
His challenge to Mr. Burke, I. xxxv. 
Letter to the Directors intruRted to 

him by Mr. Hastings, ill. 632. 
Libellous letter of, II. xxxvi. 
Reprimanded by the Commons,. U. 

xxxvii. 

SCOTT, Lieutenant. 
Murder of, n. 916; TIl. 160. 

SCOTT, William, LL.D., Counsel for Pro­
secution, I. xxxix. 

SCOTT, -, Merchant. 
Assistance rendered by him to Captain 

Gordon, m. 403. 
Suppression of his testimony, I. 631. 

SCRAll'TON, -, Commissioner for l~tlia. 
Loss of, at sea, I. 73. 

SEALS, THE TUREE. 
Story of, I. 52; II. 553. 

SECUNDERPOOR. 
Ueports from, IV. 474. 

SElD GHOLAM HUSSEIN KHAN. 
His account of the death of Miram, U. 

551. 

SEYF-UD.DoWLA, Nawab of Benglli. See 
BENGAL, Nawabs of. 

SRAD ALEM. See MOGUL EMPERORS. 

SHAW, Mr., Solicitor for tile Defence. 
I. xxxix. 
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SHORE, Sir John. 
Appointed President of the Doard of 

Hevenue, I. 161 I II. 221, 406; 
m. 686; IV. 715. 

Alleged complicity of, in Mr. Hast-
ings' actions, m. 307, ~89. 

His disapproval of provincial councils, 
_ m.677. _ 
Iiis opinion of Gunga Govind Sing, 

m.684. 
Character of, m. 307. 
Evidence of, on the nature .of jagirs, 

m.305. 
- relating to the commit.tee of 

i'evenue, II. 409; -m. 687, 689, 
IV. 716. 

-- relatiug to the government of 
Bengal, IV. 693. 

Remarks, &c., by, I. 127. 
Objection to _the admission of his 

report, IlL xix. 

SREDAUB KHAN. 
Defeat of, m. 39S. 

SHEIKH ALI NuClu, Wakil of Clieyt 
Sing. 

His assent to the demand of II subsidy, 
11.806. 

SfiEIKH MOlUIDIED MIR. 
. Account of the massacre at Sivalaya 

by, II. 916. 
Evidence of, m. 393. 

SHEWALLA. See SIVALAYA. 

SHERIDAN, Richard Brinsley, M.P. 
Nomination of to the Committee of 

Managers, xxxviii. 
Eloquence of, II. xiii. . 
Speech _ of, in moving the second 

Article of the impeachment, I. 
xxxvii. 

His retort on Dundas, IV. U3. 
Illness of, i. 656. 
Speeches of, I. 481, 560, 627, 659; 

IV. 105. 
Character of his speeches, II. xiii ; IV. 

xxix. . 
Anecdote of, IV. xxix. 

SHIT~D Roy, Diwan of Patna __ 
Account of, I. ix. - . -
Arrest of, II. 28. 

SHORT-HAND WRITERS. See .GURNEY, 
_ Joseph. _ 

Accuracy of their reports, I. xlii; IV. 
xX, 129~ 

SHULDHAM, Captain. 
Evidence of, m. 431. 

SnUMSHIRJlI KIuN. . 
His conduct at Tanda, I. 571 1 m. 

239, 310, 403, 404. 
Imprisonment of, I. 656. 
Leniency shown to, 1.697. 

SIDANDI. Definition of, I. 363. 

SIKHS. 
Apprehended invasion of, n. 861. 

SIMES, Captain. 
Evidence of, III. 431. 

SIVALAYA GHAT. 
MllJ!sacre of English at, I. 253; II. 

907, 915, et geqq;_ III. 159; IV. 
92. 

SMITH, -, Solicitor of the Company. 
His bias in favour of Mr. Hastings, n. 

74. 

SOLOMON. 
Altar of, IV. 115. 

SOVEREIGN POWER. 
Nature of, IV. 36. 
Reciprocal duties of sovereign and 

subject, II. 761. 
Mr. Hastings' view of sovereignty, I. 

202. IV. 883. 

SPANIARDS. 
Oppression of, I. 262. 

SPEECHES ON THE TRIAL . 
. Reports of, I. xl; II. xlv; m. xxxix; 

IV. xx. 
Speech of William Adam, I. 368. 
-- of John Anstruther, I. 307; n. 

210. 
-- of Edmund Burke, I. 1, 45,101, 

152,362; II. 1, 62, 109, 171; IV. 
331, 379, 433, 480, 529, 576, 620, 
671,733. 

-- of Robert Dallas, m. 1,62,119, 
497, 540, 595, 642. 

-- of Charles James Fox, I. 183; 
II. 271, 372; IV. 154, 197. 

-- of Charles Grey, L 265; IV. 1. 
-- of Warren Hastings. II. 482. 
-- of Edward Law, II. 524, 578, 

635; III. 172, 235. -
-- of Thomas Pelham, I. 436. 
-- of Thomas Plumer, II. 685, '142, 

851, 899; III. 295, 344,388,436. 
-. -. - of Sir James Erskine St. Clair, 

11.44'1. -
-.- of Hon. Andrew St. John, II. 

425. 
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SPEEcnES ON THE TRUL--COntinued. 
Speeches of Richard DrinBley Sheridan, 

1.481,560,627,659; IV. 105. 
--' of Michael Angelo Taylor, IV. 

259,298. 
·SPIES. 

Employment of, I. 30. 
STABLES, John, Member of the Supreme 

C.ouncil, I. 71\!. 
Minute of, I. 176. 
Objection of to the system of agency, 

IV. 291. ' 
His disbelief of the Begum's guilt, IV. 

605. 
Inquiry proposed by him, I. 443; IV. 
, 615. 

Evidence of; n. vii, xi; ITL 27; IV. 31. 
Examination of, n. vii, x. 

STALKER, Lieutenant. 
Murder of, ~ 914; Ill. 160. 

STANHOPE, Charles, Earl Stanhope. 
Observations on admission of evidence, 

&c. n. vii, xxiv, xxxii; In. ii, xiii, 
xix, xxv; IV. v, xix. 

Refusal to vote on the verdict, IV.lxix. 
STIBBERT, George, General. 

,Allowances granted to, n.439, 507. 
Letter of, respecting the bullock 

trains, IV. 286. 
StOCKD;U.E, John, Publisher. 

, Prosecution of, n. iv. 

STORMONT, Viscount. See Mt'RRAY, David. 

STRAFFORD, Earl of. See WENTWORTH, 
ThomllS. 

SUBAHDAR. 
Description of, IV. 485. 

SUBJECTS. 
Liability of, to contribute to the sup· 

, port of the empire, II. 717. 

SUDDANUND. See SADANUND. 
SUDR.m •• IlAK KHAN. See SAnR'UL·HAK 

KHAN. 
SUFFDAR JUNG, Nawab of Oude. See 

OUDB, Nawabs of. 
SUFFoLK;.Earlof. See HOWARD, John. 
SUJA-UD·DOWI.A, Nawab of Oude. See 

OUDB,Nawabs of. 
SUJAN SIlIIG, Brother of Cheyt Sing, I. 291. 

His contemplated attack on Mr. Hast· 
ings, n. 921. 

His attack on the boats at Ramnugur, 
DI. 162. 

SUI.l':IVAN, Stepheu, Son of tll£ Chairman 
'oftJle Company. n. 452; IV. 268. 

His intimacy with Mr. HlIStings, IV. 
269, 709. . 

Contract for opium granted to, II. 
xxxix, 427, 429, 449, 451, 674; 

. IV. 262, 709. 
-- his unfitness to undertake it, n. 

452 ; IV. 268. 
--, loss to the Company on it, n. 
43~ 451. 

-- reason for not putting it· to , 
auction, II. 504. 

-- sales of, 11.431,451; IV. 269. 
SULTANPGOR, District or. 

Assigned for the support of the Khourd ' 
Mahal, III. 479. 

SUMNER, William. . 
Bail for Mr. Hastings, IV. 661, 662. 
Member of Council of Calcutta, I. 50. 
Evidence of, IV. 706. 
Speech of in the House of Commons, I 

IV. xlvi. 

SUPREMB CGUNCIL. See COUNCILGENERAr. i 
OFDBNGAr.. 

SUPREME POWER. 
Nature of, I. 80. 

SURlJ'UD DowLA. See BENGAl., NawabA { 
of. 

SYllES, Michael, Lieutenant. 
Murder or, n. 916; Ill. 160. 

TAIlEKLANE. 
Character of, n. 534. 
Era of, L 39. 
His renunciation of arbitrary power, , 

IV. 370. 
Institutes of, I. 85; IV. 369. 

TANDA, a town in Oude. 
Obstruction offered to Capt. Gordon I 

at, I. 571, 588; IL 661; ITL 240,: 
258,402; IV. 142, 589. 

TARTAR D1'lI'J.8TY, I. 39. 

TAUJlIR. 
Description of, m. 306. 

TAVERNIER, Jean Baptiste. , 
Extracts from hi. Travel. ;n In dill, I. [ 

89; 11.538. 
TAXATION. 

Principles of, IV; 532. 

TAYLOR, Michael Angelo. 
. Nomination of, to the Committee of 

MaDagers, I. xxxviii. ' 
Speeches, IV. 259, 298 •. 

• 
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TEJrUBB, Feudal, IL 718. 

TEBBT, Edward. • 
Extract from hiS Voyage Io.&ut India, 

IL 536, 537. 
TXSTDIONULS in mvour or Mr. Hastings, 

IL 5,647,683 ; IV; 476, 723. 

TuollNllILL, Cudbert. 
Engages in illicit trade in opium, IL 

433. 
THUBLOW, Edward," Lord C/UJ'lu:e1lor of 

Engwtt/. 
. • Opinion of; as to the plan or oonduct­

ing the trial, IL v. 
Retirement of; III. xi. 
~bservations on the report on the 

causes or delay in the trial, IV. xlii. 
Speeches in debate on the several 

Cbarges, IV. xlviii, et -no 
TDlUB. See T AJlBBLAlOI. 

TJPPOO s..ua; IL 648. " 
TOBTURE. 

Employment ot; I. 143. 
TuDB. 

AbllSll or privileges ot; L 65. 
TnaATIES. 

law relating to, III. 175, 209,227, 
372; IV. 390. 

TBUL 01' W ABREN fusnxos. See 
IL.sTINGS, Warren; See hI­
l'EACBHENT. 

TROOPS, British. 
Donation to, prohibited .'by Mr. Hast­

ings, IL 125. 
Imposition of; on the Nawab or Onde, 

• L 450, 625. 
Sufferings of; (rom want of pay, I. 234. 

TROW ARD, Richard, Solicilvr fw tA, 
Proaecution, L ltltxix. 

His bill of costs, IV. Ixz. 
TUBXISR EMPIRE. 

Power of the Grand Seignior, L 82. 
Corruption of the Government, IL 9, 

12, 101, 465. 

Tnulrrs. 
Arrogance of vulgar tyrants, IV. 480. 

UPTON, Colona. 
His treaty with the MaIlrattas,IL 613; 

IV. 7~5. 
VAlfDBRRAGEli', -. . .. 

Agency of, IV. 313. 
-- censured bl the Directon, IL 

442; IV. 313. . 

VOL. IV. ,.. 

V.&lmIVABIL 
Battle of, I;L 639. 

V ANSITTABT, George. 
Character of; L 61. 
His exemption ttom restrictions or 

trade, I. 66. 
His opinion of Nundcomar, IL 571. 
.A Narrative of .tAI Tl'IJIUGCtimu iii 

Bertgal, by, IL 558. 

YATTBL, Emmerich de. 
Extracts from his· LaID of NatiolU, 

III. 202, 211, 227 • 

VBIlRUT, Henry, Govenoor of Bertgai, I. 73. 
Oath taken by him, IL 274; lII. 509. 

VBRKBS,· Cains. 
Case of; IL 6. 

WADE, Joseph, Captai ... 
Evidence of; III. 233, 421. 

WALLIS, - , Solicilvr for tAl Prwentiola, 
L XIIiL 

W ALSINOHAlf, Earl ot See GREY, Thomas 
de. 

WATSON, Henry, Colo .. el. 
His treatise on the opinDi trade, IL 

433. 
Letter of; IV. 274. 

WAZlR 01' TIDI: EIIPIRK. See OUD" Na­
wabs ot 

WRABo, Sir Clement, Attomeg-Gerteral. 
Moderation of; n, 530. 

WBDDRBBUllN, Alexander, Lord Lng"_ 
borough. 

Case submitted to, IL 78. 
Speeches in Committee or the Hoase 

of Lords, IV. xlviii, et -no 
WBli'TWOBTR, Thomas, Earl of SlrajfnnL 

Reference to his impeachment, L 159, 
433 I IV.:urn. 

WHELEB, Edward, ]J[/lJR1Je, qftA. SlIprflme 
Cou .. cil. . 

Assent tt) the demand on Chpyt Sing, 
IL 704, 706, 800; lli. 63 .. 

Objection of to the extra allowance. 
of Sir Eyre Coote, IV. 295. 

His objection to the bullock-contracts, 
IV. lI80, 284, 287. • . 

His ahare in the smuggling expedi­
tion to China, IV. 273. 

Motion ror inquiry, by, L' 725; IV. 
61-t. 

Delegation of power to, 1. 154, 337 i 
IV. 411. • 

31' 
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WHELER, Edward-continued. 
Correspondence ot; with ¥r. Hastings, 

m.253. • 
Evidence ot; :rv;. 133. 
J.)eath of, L, 12/i. 

WHELER, Mrs. " 
Alleged presents to, IV. 227. 

WIGi~Y, :Edinurid;)lf.P. . 
Motion for' resumption of the trial, 
~ . .i "-

WIiBERFOR~, W:illilmI",M.P.~L xxxvi. 
WILLIAMS,. pavid,'. Captain. 
• 'Mutiny ~f his ,troops, II. ,925; m. 

301. ' 
Orders the ex~cution -of Mustapha 

Raja Khan, IV. 515. 
Documentary evidence adduced by 

him, IV. 59S. . -
Affidavit of, I. 575. ' 
Evidence of,.m. xiii, xvii, 242,241, 

261, 406,418. 
_"Characte,r o~ IV. 5~7. 

WORLD, The, Newspaper. 
• Libel in, ill xxxiii. 

Pros,ecution of, II. xxx. 

WOTTON, Sir Henry. 
Anecdote of, L 123. 

WRIGHT, William, Accountant-General 
the Company. 

Evidence of, U xxx"469 j m. XJJ 
, 631. ' 

,WRITEBS 1-N THE SERVICB OF THE CO! 
, PANY, I. 16. 

YATmAR ALI KHAN. 
Corruption of, ,II. 95. 

'YETE~-UD.:tiOWLA, II, 118. 
, ',-Applicatioll of, for the office of gnaL_ 

" dian of the Nawab, &c., II. 33,295) 
I IV: 155. - 'I 

:YOBK, Archbishop of. See MARKllAl¥; 
, YORKE, Sir Joseph. 1 

Memorial to the Dutch Govemmen~1 
ill3Z3. 

WINDHAM; Rt. Hon. William. 
One of the Committee of Managersl I. iYOUNG, William. i 

. xxxviii. ' I Purchases Snllivan's contraet, II. 43 T, 

WITNERSES. 
Questi~~ of impeaching the credit of, 

,II. 'VlL • 
-Examination of witnesses for the 

Defence, ill vii, x, xviii. 

Evidence of, m. 617, 622 j IV. 266. ( 

ZALIM SING, Raja. 
,Captures the camp of, Major Mac I 

donald, I. 574 j m. 261,411. 
-' Forfeiture of credit of, IV. 586. 
Loss of, by death, &c., U 
"III . .xiv j IV, 347; 

ZALUTA KHAN, I. xi. 
483 j ZAMlNDARIE8r 

Their character impugned 
Hastings, IV. 586. 

WOMBWELL, - • , . 
Evide,nce of, in: xviii, 432. 

WOMEN. 

by Mr. 

Indian prejudices, respecting them, I. 
378,492. 

WOODMAN, John, Attorney of Mr. Hast­
ings. 

Examination of, IU xxit. 

WOREGAUlII. 
, Convention of, U 617. 

, Alienation ot; I. 172. 

ZAMlNDARS. 
Description of, 1 78 j IV. 357, 485. 
Terms of tenure,of, II. 216, 217, 622, 

719. "-. 
Order of the Directors in favour oj 

hereditary zamindaries, U 219. 

ZANANA, The. 
Sanctity of, I. 380, 493, 494 j ill 

188, 334, 336 j IV. 112, 113. 
Concealment of treasure in. I. 683. 



CORRIGENDA. 

VOL. I., p. xix, L 13 from bottom,/or Munny read Allea. 

-- p. 224, note,/or 1776 read 1786. 

-- p. 260,1. 7,for distinguishable read distinguishing. 

, -- p. 402,1. 15 from bottom,jOr terms read turns. 

-- p. 416,1. 6,/ordilator read delator. 

VOL. n., p.liv., L 4,/or 1780 read 179.0~.r " .• ' 

-- pp. 572, !i73, in ,all 8ide.noies~ut ih~ first../or Mohammed Ben Khan 
read Nundcomar. 

-- p. 849, in side note,for President read Resident. -

VOL. m., p. 196,1. 15 from bottom,/or 1765 read 1775. 

-- p. 208, L.5 frolI} ... bottom,/or Munny read Allea. 

--p. 531, side note,/or Bow read Baboo. 
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