gent question. His Lordship said three quese
tions occurred to him which ought to be
referred to a Committee, and afterwards to.
the House 3 the first, Whether an Impeach-
ment brought up and proceeded on in the
. Tast Parliament was riow.in any degree de- -
‘pending? 2dly, By what process, or by
what form of proceeding, if the man did
‘not appear, could they sue his recogni- -
zance! And 3dly, whether the evidence -
given in the last Parliament, could be con-
sidered as given~in the' present, and for
~ what purpose ? ' = .
Lord ApiNGDow contended that the pre«
eent impeachment was a vroceeding. not.
founded in national justice, nor had.it na-
tional honour either for its principle, or its. -
object ;- but, like the witches cauldron in-
Macbeth, it was composed and made up of
. ingredients to raise a flame in-the country,
- ot of justice, not of policy, not of wis-_
-dom, but a flame lighted up by the spirit
of a jarring faction, concocted by the mos¢
noxious juices, created by the most hetero.
- gencous mixtures, blown up by the breath
of maljcey fed by revenge, and kept alive by,
- ‘the fuel of animosity-and invective. -
_This called Lord Stanhope up on the
point of order. —
Lord Hawk 2sBURY agreeing with the
Noble Lord on the Woolsack, in. referring
the consideration of the report of precedentg

moved the previous question on. Lord Pore

- ¢hester’s. motion. , T .
. Lord RAnNOR was desircus also for the
question to undergo that serious and solemn
discussion its importance required; he there-
Yore moved that the Judges be summoned
10 give their opinions upon the question,
‘Whether - the recognizances of Mr. Hast-
ings. were of were not in force f
;%ord»ﬁppuwl.u objected tothe going.
into.a committee,, and entercd largely into
‘a statement of precedents, ‘to prove that an

———impeachmentidid not-abate-bya dissolution.

-~ gideof the Question, insisted thatthe whole

. he. was clearly and_dccided:

“Fhe: Lorp: CHANCELLOR and Lord:
- K2NyoN-were decidedly of opinion that a
dissolytion.did abate an impeachment.

. Lord LocuGHBOROQUGH, on the gontr;ky

~ tendency of the precedents pgoved that a
~ dissolution did not abaté an impeachment.
~His Lordship added, that he. was authorised
to declare, by that great luminary of the
Jaw, the vencrable Earl.of Mansfield, that

to a Committee of the House on Privileges, -

- THIS day the Court opened with the 'BCing'.allowc.d to rep‘liy_.

ment, and' relied much on a treatise writ- nistration of évcrhx;‘a'enl is éo . and
m) tr writ. i ntroul
ten by Lord Chancellor Nottingham, one 'to extinguishg those moral seng‘;‘c;&':sg
y;ar bcbfo;c his death, which was in favour feelings by which men are retained inthe
of an abatement. : i , paths of honour, asmuch asb
Lord Mulgrave, Farl Guilford, Lord_ of.law. ’ asby any restraints

-Stormont, and Lord Stachope, were forthe  Thehonourable Man:gcr then statedehe

trial proceeding. Opium Contract to Mr. li '
The Bishop of SaLissury dechired his thg attempt tcf smuwo}gr;psifxthicr&g %];)‘i’an :
opinion also to be for the continuance of the contracts for b?:?lqcks to Mr jchnm :
the impeachment. - He considered the pre- aad Mr. Crofts 3 the increase o"f}.alldwason
sent to be a great constitutional question, to Sir Eyre Coote ; and the encies el
and .had‘givcn it a cool, deliberate, and im- ed to Mr. Aurigl, and othc'rz,giwith tl% mhi::
partial di§¢ussion, the result of which was, cumstances of. each as acts corrupt in t';guec
that no dissolution coud abate an impeach- selves, and contrary. to the, exprc!s)s O(dcr;z;

ment by Parliament. the Court of Director
‘ e : s« H
Lord K1nc was for the House going in- the loss to the Company b; &:g)es?gc?sp
to a Committee of Privileges. forming a total of 584,381 L ' e

A very long and tedious de!ite was main.  The sum thus lavished on the ffiendsane
tz}m'cd by t‘hc abgv; noble L’grds until three favourites of the prisodéi?nt;)e?rﬁll;nrg::? d
o’clock this. morning, _turning principally would find to- exceed all that he had"c?

&

‘upon the report of precedents. torted from the native Pyinces ‘Indi
The question being called for, their and all that he hadﬁlfémfézéndla‘
Lordsbips divided first upon Lord Radaor’s  sents on the plea of state necessity, . They
motion, which was negatived by would thence infer, that ope cnmc a4
C.ontcnts: . 20 com'mx’ttcd_for the purpose. of scrcen‘ivna:
Not Contents - 70.  another, and that while he was disgracing’ :

Majority==s0 the British name,- by acts of rg

"Fhe previous question, moved bsy Lord _extortion, he w;a 1avish;n—g6ft;:°bb?]{ andf
Hawkesbgryg_“vvhé-then put upon the ori- the Company to purchase impunity- foyh(') 4
ginal m%tm, and negatived by adivision of illegal acts. . T P ¥
v Cantents ' _ 18, . The honourable Manager- eda
NotContents. *- 66~ very clear and elegant opexﬁ;rg?ft:lc-xheg:;itsa |

\ . Ma_;.omy.-—-48 - with obs_erv'mg, that the strength'of 't‘h;
Lord Porchester’s motion, that the mes.. evidence to be offered, and the ability with

- sage be sent to the Commons, to inform which it would be commented upon, would

them that their Lordships were ready to fully atone to their Lordshins for

proceed on the tsial, was then carried with- nesz or imperfection 0? ;l;s‘ii:?:ﬂtll::fwem'
out a division. RS 7 Mr. HAsTiNGs arose as:soon as Nir Sty
_ Ordered, That the trialof Warren Has- John concluded, and- addressed. the Cour:
tings, Esquire, be proceeded with in West- with an uncommon solémnify of .mannen
minster Hall on Monday next, - - He stated the hardship of his case in being

At hal€ after ’thr'cc adjourned.. ~ thus compelled to attend from week to

,_ ‘ s week, from month to month, and from
TRIAL CF WARREN. HASTINGS, ESQ. Y©4f 10 year, -listefiing to' various charges
HIGH COURT OF PARLIAMENT. . ) '.}i.‘c"‘d against him, of atrocious crimes

WESTMINSTER HALL. “ chearing of which he had no consolation but

- nintegrity.  He was compelled to

most virulent language, without

usuzl forme.- -At half past one o’dpck Mr. Jisted: four years; an he?v;sstcxgiir}xl;gcgoi: '
Burke, Mr. Fox, Mr.:Shéridan, and the his-own mind that it wou'd’never have an
other Managers enteredy and the Lordsin end.. At his period of 4ifé;-havin now
a tew minutes after took their places, - .~ -passed his sixtieth year, he may be?a%{gwed
Mrs'r. JounN then proceeded to open to say that his endurance was not cqual'td'
the FQURTH article of Charge relative to the loose and undcfined: continuance of the

" MONDAY, MAY THE 23D, ‘héar

. of _opinion,,
atanding a prorogation.or dissolution, was
- warranted- by the law of Parliament, and

©_according to precedent.

~ "¢ “The Marquis of. LANSDOWNE strenu-

— ougly agreed in the support -of the abaie--

N

_Ccontracts, -agencies, and exorbitant allow- proceedingsagainst him. He remarked on

5 tly-and- . a. ~ the changes which had taken pl thi
rious persons. Of this system of prodigal. Court since he had first zpp::x'e‘:ilz(;eth!: t::re
ity and corruption, their Lordchips would Many noble Lords had, since that"perioé.
see that ghe criminality was great, when gone where all must one day go. The’
they considered. the natural effects of, it to changes,” by creation of demise, affecting

semove-all. the clgeks by wikich. the. admi. -the ideatity ofhis Judges, he wasisformed, - -



