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TRIAL
O F

WILLIAM FREND, M,A.^v.

ON Saturday the ninth of February, 1 793, the follow-

ing Advertifement appeared in the Cambridge
Chronicle.

** In the Prefs, and in the courfe of next week will be
*'

publifhed, Peace and Union recommended to the Affo-
*' ciated Bodies of Republicans and Anti-Republicans, by" William Frend, M. A. Fellow of Jefus College.
On the next Saturday, a fecond Advertifement appeared,

ftating, that the Pamphlet was publifhed
Soon after the Publication, the following Members of

the Senate waited upon the Vice-Chancellor at diiFerenf

times, to exprefs their difapprobation of the Pamphlet, and
their wilh, that fuch notice Ihould be taken of the Author's

offence, as might bell declare thecenfureof the Univerfity.
W. Wade, B. D. Fellow of St. John's
Geo. Whitmore, B. D, Tutor of St. John's
T. Kipling, D. D. Dep Regius Prof, of Divinity

J. Jowett, L. L. D. Tutor of Trin. Hall, and Regius
Profeffor of Civil Law

W. Mathew, L.L. B. Prefident of Jefus

J. Plampin, M, A. Tutor of Jefus

J. Coftobadie, M.
A.*^

T. Bayley, M. A. I Fellows of Jefus
T. Caftley, M. A. J

J. Mainwaring, B. D. Margaret Prof, of Divinity
P. Douglas, B. D. Tutor of Bene't
T. Lloyd, M. A. Tutor of King's
E. Kilvington, M.A. Fellow of Sidney
E. Outram, M, A. Leflurer of St. JohVs
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\V\ Walker, M. A. Fellow of St. Johns
A. Frampton, M. A. L.cfturer of St. John's

W. Walford, M. A.}^^'^^^
^ ^"'^*

E Bradford, B. D. Tutor of Bene't

H. jowett, M. A. Tutor of Magdalen
R. Glynn, M. D. Fellow of King's

Jas. Wood, B. D. Tutor of St. John's
G. Gordon, B. D. Precentor of Exeier

J. Smith, B. D. Tutor of St. John's

]. Olderfhavv, B. D- Tutor of Emmanuel
\V. L. Manfel, M. A. Public Orator

T. Salmon, B.D. Fellow of St. John's

]. p^awcett, B. D. Fellow of St. John's
H. Greene, M. A. Fellow of Peterhoufc

G. King, M.A. 1

W. Pugh, M. A.
f
Fellows of Trin. Coll.

R.Ramfden, M.A.-'
R. Tillard, M.A. Fellow of St. John's

F.J. H. W^oUafton, M.A. Tutor of Trinity Hall, and

Jackfonian ProfeiTor

In confequence of thefe applications, the Vice-Chan-
cellor on the fourth of March, defired all the above gentle-
men to attend him at his Lodge, where lie informed them,

that, being called upon by fo many refpefbable perfons, he

Ihould now think it his duty to proceed againft tlie Author
of the Pamphlet, in fuch manner as might be thought
advifeablp. Being a{l<.ed,

* whether he meant in fuch

manner, as might appear advifeable to that Meeting ;" he

anfwered,
" No ;

but in fuch manner as fliould be advife-

able on the whole" but added,
** that he was very ready

to hear, what they might think proper to be done;" and
left them in the room to confult together. The following
Refolution was then unanimoufly agreed to, and depofited
witli the Vice-Chancellor.

Cambridge, ^teens College^ March ^ih, 1793.
Refolved by the underwritten perfons, Members of the

Univerfity of Cambridge, that William Frend, Mafter of

Arts, niul Fellow of Jefus College, be profecnted in the
Vice-Chancellor's Court, for having publicly and noto-

.riouflv offended agaihii a Grace palfed by the Senate of
this Univerfity in the year 1603: and that the following

gentlemen be a Committee to manage the faid Profecution,
vi/. Dr. Kipling, Dr. Jowett, The iVlargaret ProfeiTor of

Divinity,
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Divinity, The Public Orator, and the R&vererxd Mr.
Belward, Fellow of Caius College.
T. Kipling

J. Jowett
y. Mainwaring
W. L. Manfel
R. Behvard

Geo. Whitmore
W. Mathew
E. Bradford

|. Olderfliavv

W. Walford
W. Wade
J. Plampia
H. Jowett

J. Smith

f. Coftobadie

J. Wood
'I'hos. Salmon

G. King
T, Lloyd
R. Ramfden
A. Frampton
E. Kilvington
E. Outram
R. Tillard

W. Pugh
W. Walker
F. J. H. Wolla.

fton

Wm. Eafton
W. WilfonH. Greene

On the Friday following, the five gentlemen, who had
been delired to undertake the management of the profecu-

tion, met to draw up an Accufation againft Mr. Frend, to

be lodged with the Vice-Chancellor. But, on confider-

ing the forms and precedents of the Vice-Chancellor's

Court, they found, that it had not been ufual for the

Accufer to dictate to the Court, under what particular
ftatute the offender fhould be punilheJ. It was therefore

thought necefTary, that they fhould call a fecond general

IVIeeting; which was accordingly done: and on the eleventh

of March, the following Refolution paffeJ unanimouHy.
Cambridge^ nth Marchy 1793.

<*
Agreed, that the following words in the Refolution

made laft Monday, viz. "
againft a Gt-ace paffed by the

*' Senate of this Qniverfity, in the year 1603" be relcind-

ed, and that in lieu of them be fubftituted thcfc words,
viz. *'

againft the Laws of the Univerfity
T. Kipling

J, Jowett

J. Mainwaring
W. L. Manfel
R. Belward

Geo. Whitmore
Wm, Eafton

Henry Jowett
W. Mathew
W. Walford
E. Bradford

J. Olderfhaw
W. Wade
J. Coftobadie

J. Smith
P. Douglas
J. Wood
Tt Salmon

i:\ J. H. WoUa-
fton

G. King
G. Gordon
W. Wilfon
H. Greene
T. Lloyd
R. Ramfden
A. Frampton
E. Kilvington
W. Walker
W. Pugh
E. Outram

JB 2 On
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On a fnbfequeftt day the Managers of the Profecu-
tion drew up an Accufation againft Mr. Frend; which
ivas delivered to the Vice-Chancellor : Dr. Kiphng re-

quefted at the fame time, that Mr. Frend might be fum-

moned into the Vice-Chancellor's Court, to anlwer to the

Charge.
Mr. Frend was accordingly fummoned to appear in the

Vice-Chancellor's Court, to be held in the Law-Schools,
on Friday the third of May, at ten o'clock in the fore-

noon.

The following account of the proceedings of the Court
is copied from the original minutes taken by the

Regiftrary:
At a Court holden before the Right Worfhipful Ifaac

Milner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-
bridge, and John Smith, Richard Farmer, William

Colman, Lowther Yates, John Barker, Jofeph Turner,
Francis Barnes, William Craven, and Thomas Poftle-

thwaite, Do6lors in Divinity, and John Fiflier, L.L. D. his

AfTefTors, between the hours of ten and one, on Friday the

third day of May, 1793, in the Law Schools of the faid

Univerfity.
Me prefent,

GEO. BORLASE,
Not. Publ. and Reglftr.

On which day a fummons,
The Office of the Judge 1 heretofore iflued againft Wil-

promoted
j

liam Frend, M. A. and Fellow

by Thos. Kipling, D. D. i of Jefus college, was returned

againft
|
by John Beverley, Efquire

WilliamFrend,M. A. and
| Bedel, v*'ho made oath, that

Tellow of Jefus College, j the fame had been, perfonally
ferved on the faid William
Frend.

Mr. Frend appeared, and the Court was adjourned to

the Senate Hou^e."* Dr. Colman appeared at the ad-

journed court. When and where, Mr. Frend excepted
to the court, as in the following paper, purporting to he a

renunciation of the jurifdidlion of the faid court; which

paper he read and figned m the prefence of the Regiftrary,
who attefted the fame, and delivered it to the Vice-

Chancellor.

This Adjournment was made, as the Law Schools were too fmall

to contain the audience.

Mr.
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" Mr. Vice-Chancellor,
<* r defire leave, before my Accufer enters on his office,

to offer a few things, in the way of obje6lion to the mode
of trial, adopted by him, and authoriied by you. They
will, I hope, be found not unworthy of your attention.

" I acknowledge the receipt of a citation from you, to

attend in this plac at this hour, and my prelence here

is intirely owing to that circumftance : but I wifh it to

be confidered, as proceeding more from civility and refped^,

than duty of obligation The reafon of which diftindlion

will be obvious from what 1 am going to alledge.
*' My Accufer charges me with the publication of a

pamphlet, entitled " Peace and Union recommended to the

aflbciated bodies of Republicans and Anti-Republicans,'*
and by fuch publication, with impugning religion, as eft a -

blifhed by public authority within this realm, and alfo

all eccbiiaflical ranks and dignities; and by fuch impugn-
ing, with having violated t!ie laws and Itatutes of this

Univerfity, particularly the ftatute *' Dc concionibus."

"Now the violation of the ftatute *' De concionibus'^ being
made the principal charge againft me, I apprehend, that i

ought not to have been cited to appear in the Vice-Chan-
cellor's court, but before the Vice-Chancellor, and a ma-

jority of the Heads of Colleges, all offences againft that

ftatute being made cognizable by him and them jointly;
and that there is no inftance of any perfon being cited to

appear here for fuch an offence. The difference between
the Vice-Chancellor's court, and a meeting of the Vice-
Chancellor and a majority of the Heads of Houfes, I fup-

pofe to confift in the following particulars :

*' I. The Vice-Chancellor's court fubfifts by antientcuf-

tom, and charters confirmed by an adl of parliament, and

ought to be held at ftated times, for the purpofe of re-

ceiving complaints, and hearmg and determining caufes.

Whereas the other meeting derives its exigence and autho-

rity wholly from Queen Elizabeth's ftatutes, and from
the nature of it, can only be occafionally affembled, in

the fame manner, that the fame or other perfons meet oc-

cafionally in the Senate or other place, for the execution
of othei parts of the fame fi:atutes.

*' 2. The Vice-Chancellor's court is a court of record,
from which no appeal can go to any of the courts in Weft-

minrter-Hall, but only to the Senate of the Univerfity.
Whereas, I apprehend, that no appeal can go to the
Senate from a determination of the Vice-Chancellor and

Heads, ading under the ftatute De concionibusy' though
fuch
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fucTi determination, like that of a Mayor and Aldermsii in

any civil corporation, may be liable to a review in the
Court of King's Bench.
"

3. The Vice-Chancellor fitting in his court, poflefles
the povj?er of punifhing all offences, cognizable in it,

without the concurrence of a majority of the Heads of

houfes, fuch concurrence being in no cafe necefTary to

punifli, but only to punifii in a particular manner.-

Whereas, in the exercife of the power given in the flatute
*' Dc concionibus^ fuch concurrence is in every ftep made

abfolutely necefTary.
**

4. The immediate objefl of a citation into this court is

punifhroent; whereas the immediate obie<5l of a citation,
before the Vice-Chancellor and a majority of the Heads
under the ftatute " De coficiotiibus," is not punifhment, but
the revocation of errour.

' *'
!i. There is no pretence from the ftatute, nor from any

praflice under it, for the appointment or allowance of a

Promoter, fuch office being peculiar to ecclefiaftical courts.
" 6. The Vice-Chancellor has undoubtedly in his court

the power of compelling evidence, and that upon oath,
neither of which can, I fuppofe, be done by him and a

majority of the Heads, aflembled for the purpofeof enforc-

ing the flatute " De condonibus,^*
'* For thefe reafons, at leafl till flronger ones to the con-

trary Ihall be alledged, 1 think myfelf obliged to renounce
the jurifdi6lion of this court, and do hereby renounce fuch

Jurifdi6lion, fo long as the violation of the flatute " De con-

cionibus^ is made the principal or any part of the charge

againft me. And, though 1 fhould in the firfl inflance

have willingly fubmitted toanfwer for any fuppofed breach

of that flatute, before the Vice-Chancellor and a majority
of the Heads of Houfes, or before the Vice-Chancellor in

this court for the breach of any other law of the Univer-

fity properly cognizable in it, I now defire time to be

advifed, whether having been wrongfully cited to appear
in this court, on a fuppofed offence againfl that ftatute,

with the acquiefcence at leafl, if not the approbation of

the Heads of Colleges, I am any longer liable to a trial

for the fame offence, eitlier before the Vice-chancellor and

Heads under the flatute fo often mentioned, or to the

Vice-chancellor alone, under any other law and flatute

of the Univerfitv.

W. F R E N D."

Signed by W. Frend, in theprefence of me
, ,

G E O. B O R L A S E,

i
. Not. Publ. and Resiflrary.

The
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The Vice-Chancellor, after deliberating with the Aflef-

fors, pronounced for the Jurifdidtion
of the court : and

ordered Dr. Kipling to bring forward his charge. Mr.

Frend defired, that the renunciation might be entered on

the records of the court, and that the Grace *' Cum Sta~

iutls Jcademia,^^ 061. 24, 1609, might be read, part of

which was read by Mr. Frend The V ice-Chancellor ob-

jecting to the reading the whole at that time, and faying
it might be read in the courfe of his defence.

Dr. Kipling defired that the charges might be exhibited

in writing; which was allowed: and the faid charges or

articles were read ; and a copy of the fame was ordered

by the Vice-Chancellor to be delivered to Mr. Frend, and

was fo delivered.

ARTICLES.
XJniverJity of Cambridge, May 7^, ^193'

In the name of God, Amen. We Ifaac Milner, Dodlor

in Divinity, Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-

bridge, and Judge of the Court of the Chancellor, Matters

and Scholars, of the faid Univerfity, lawfully conftituted

and appointed; To you William Frend, Mailer of Arts,
and one of the Fellows of Jefus College, in this Univer-

fity, Do give and minifter all and flnguiar the Articles, .

Heads, or Interrogatories under-written, for certain crimes

and offences, faid by you to have been committed; but
more efpecially for having written, publifiied, and caufed
to have been difperfed, within the faid Univerfity. a Book
or Pamphlet, intitled " Peace and Union recommended
" to the aflbciated Bodies ofRepublicans and Anti-Repuh-" licans ; by William Frend, M. A. P^ellow of Jefus Col-
"

lege, Cambridge. Printed for the Author, by P. (\
"

Croft, St. Ives, 1793, (price one fliilling)." In which
faid Book or Pamphlet, Religion, as efiabJifiied by public

authority within this realm, and alio all Lcclefiafticai

Ranks and Dignities, are impugned. At the Promotion
of the Reverend Thomas Kipling, DoiSlor in Divinity,
and a Member of this Univerfity. And We do obje6t
and article as follows: (that is to fay)

In the firfi place. We article and ohjedl to you, the
aforefaid William Frend, that the Univerfity of Cambridge
was founded and endowed, and by an A61 of Parliament
made in the thirteenth year of the reign of Qiieen Eliza-
beth, was incorporated by the name of the Chancellor,
Matters, and Scholars of the Univerfity of Cambridge,

for
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for the maintenance of good and Godly Literature, and
the virtuous education of Youth, within the faid Univer-

fity : And moreover, that the Letters Patents granted to

the Chancellor, Mafters, and Scholars of the Univerfity
of Cambridge, in the third year of the reign of our tlien

Sovereign Lady, Queen Elizabeth, and all other Letters

Patents granted to the faid Univerfity, by any of the Pro-

genitor? or Predeceflbrs of our laid Queen, were, by the
faid A61 of Parliament, declared to be thenceforth good,
eiFedlual, and available in Law, to all conftruftions and

purpofes; and We obje61: and article the premifes jointly
and feverally, and every part thereof.

2. Alfo, We article and objedl to you, the aforefaid

William Frend, that in this prefent year of our Lord,
one thoufandfeven hundred and ninety-three, you did

publifli, and caufe to be difperfed, within this L^niverfity,
a fcandalous Book or Pamphlet, of which you are the

Author, intitled " Peace and Union recommended to the
<' aflbciated Bodies of Republicans and Anti -Republicans;
"

by William Frend, M. A. Fellow of Jefus college,

Cambridge. Printed for the Author, by P. C. Croft,
St. Ives, 1793;" which faid Book or Pamphlet is annexed
to thefe prefents, and prayed to be admitted as if inferted

herein ; and we article and objedl as above.

3. Alfo, We article and objedl to you the aforefaid

William Frend, that in the twenty- ninth page of the

aforefaid Book or Pamphlet, you have defamed the public

Liturgy of the eftablifhed Church, by affirming that "
it

** is very far from that flandard of purity in doctrine,
" which is required in fuchcompofitionsi" and we article

and objecSl as above.

4. Alfo, We article andobjedt to you the aforefaid Wil-
liam Frend, that in a paragraph contained in pages 36, 37,

38, of the aforefaid Book or Pamphlet, beginning at the

words " The fame paffions," and ending with the words
<*

Epifcopal Convocations," you affirm, that the public

worftiip of the great Body of Chriftians is iaolatroui;

including in this charge the Members of the Church of

England, as evidently appears from the context; and we
article and objeft as above.

5. Alfo, We article and objed to you the aforefaid Wil-

liam Frend, that in the thirty-ninth page of the aforefaid

Book or Pamphlet, you have aflerted, that "
eccltefiaflical

Courts, ecclefiaflical Ranks and Titles, are all repug-
nantto the fpirit of Chriftianity ;" and we article and

obje(i^ as above.
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6. Alfo, We article and objefl to yoU the aforefaid

William Frend, that you have profanely reviled and ridi*

culed the moft facred offices of Religion, as enjoined by
the Church of England, and performed by its Minifters,
in the following pafTage, contained in the thirty-ninth and
fortieth pages of the aforefaid Book or Pamphlet, (that is

to fay)
" The Laity, like brute beafls, fit tamely under

*' this ufurpation: a man, if a priefl or miniller enters,
** is not a mafter of his ownhoufe, he muft not thank God
*' for the bleffings of Providence at his own table, he can-
* not pledge his faith to a lovely woman without the in-

** terference of the Prieft, his offspring muft be fprinkled
**

by facred hands, and at death, he is not committed to
** his long home, without another fpiritual incantation.

** Thefe fuperftitious prejudices are, without doubt,
**

highly beneficial to the intereft of the clerical commu-
^'

nity, but the morals of neither party are confulted. The
*'

Laity are apt to imagine, that there are fome pra6lices,
** in which they may be indulged without any imputation
*' on their chriftian chara61:er; and the gentleman in black
** is fuppofed to put on a particular fet of features and be-
^^ haviour with his cloaths;" and we article and objeft as

above.

7. Alfo, We article and object to you the aforefaid

William Frend, that at the time of publifhing the aforefaid

Book or Pamphlet, you was a Mafter of Arts, and Mem*
her of this Univerfity; and that you now are a Mafter
of Arts and a Fellow of Jefus College, in this Univerfity,
and therefore notorioufly fubjeil to the Jurildi6lion of this

Court ; and we article and obje6t as above.

8. Alfo, We article and objedl to you the aforefaid Wil-
liam Frend, that by the laws and ftatutes of this Univer-

fity, particularly by tlie forty-fifth ftatute, intitled " De
concwnibus ;" and by a decree pafTed in the Senate of this

L^niverfity, on the ninth day of June, one thoufand fix

hundred and three, it is ordained and provided, that all

and every perfon or perfons, impugning Religion, as by
law eftablifhed within this realm, or impugning eccleftaftl-

cal Ranks and Dignities, may, and ought to be proceeded

againft and punifhed, by fufpenfion from academical de^

grees, by expuUlon, or by baniftiment; and we article and

obje6t as above.

9. Alfo, We article and objefh to you the faid Wil-
liam Frend, that of and concerning the pr'cmifes, complaint
hath been, and is rightly and duly made, by this party

promovent, to thi; Court and the Judge thereof.

C Wherefore
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Wherefore the party promovent in this cavife, prayeth

Right and juftice to be done, and adminiftered to him effec-

tually; and that the faid WilUarti Frend, in regard to his

great raflinefs and prefumption in the premifes, may be

duly corre6led and puniflied as the Law requires.

The firft article the defendant denied, fo far as concerns

the caufe in queftion: which denial was over-ruled by the

Court. Mr. Frend afked the Vice-Chancellor whether it

was over-ruled with the concurrence of the Heads. The
Vice-Chancellor declared it v/as over-ruled, and is now
over-ruled with the concurrence of the Heads.

The fecond article was then read, and Dr. Kipling pro-

pofcd to call witnefles. Mr. Frend obje6led to the calling

ajiy witnefles, until the fecundus dies juridlcus, and read

part of the Grace " Cum Statutis, l^c, beginning at the

words,
^^ Secundo die jur'idico^'' to the words,

^^
per reum

datis^ and required time to anfwer according to the fta-

tutes. The Vice-Chancellor declared, that the demand
made by Mr. Frend, as founded on the grace aforefaid, was

not good : neverthelefs he judged it reafonable to allow him
time to prepare himfelf: and accordingly adjourned the Court

to be holden at the Senate-Houfe, on Friday the lOth inft.

at ten o'clock in the morning, and warned Dr. Kipling
and Mr. Frend then and there to appear.

SECOND COURT DAY.
At a Court holden before the Right Worfhipful Ifaac

Milner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-

bridge, and John Smith, Richard Farmer, William

Colman, Lowther Yates, John Barker, Jofeph Turner,
Francis Barnes, William Craven, and Thomas Poftle-

thw?ite, Dodlors in Divinity, and John Fiftier, L.L. D. his

AfTeflbrs, between the hours of ten and one, on Friday the

tenth day of May, 1793, in the Law Schools of the faid

Univerfity. Me prefent.
GEO. BORLASE,

Not. Publ. and Reg! fir.

The Office of the Judge! On the opening of the

promoted Court, the Judge alked

By Thos. Kipling, D. D. I Mr. Frend, if he was now

againft |
ready to anfwer to ths

William Frend, M. A. and
| charges laid againft him.

Fellow of Jefus College, j Mr. Frend declared, that he
did not come with the idea

of anfwering to the Charges this day; but that he was

ready
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ready to a6l according to the Laws of the Univerfity, and

referred again to the Grace, pafTed Odt. 24, 160Q. Oa
which the Vice-Chancellor laid, that as Mr. Frend on the

laft Court Day urged the neceffity of adhering ftri6lly to

the Grace of 061. 24, 1609, and according to his own
explanation of what is there ftated; He thought it expe-
dient now to explain his ideas concerning the meaning and

authority of it.

The Vice-Chancellor then gave his reafons at large, in

fupport of the prefent proceedings, and explained, accord-

ing to the heft of his judgment, in what lenle this Grace
is to be confidered as obligatory, and in what fenfe its

authority could be admitted. He faid, this Court hadun-

queftionably authority to proceed more orlefs fummarily;
and in the prefent inftance, he did not perceive thefhadow
of a reafon for departing from the ufual practice. He
added, that he was ready to liften with the utmoft attention

and patience, as long as any thing could be advanced on
either fide. His objedl was to do fubftantialjufiice, and
he exhorted both the Accufer and the Accufed, to ufe no

unneceflary delay.
Queftion from Mr. Frend. Whether the Judge meant

to proceed according to the ftatute " De concionil^us'* {imply,
or whether that llatute made a part of the law, under
which the Judge was now proceeding?

Anfwer. 1 certainly confider myfelf as not adling
under that flatute feparately, but as part of the law on
which I mean to proceed.

Queftion from Mr. Frend, Whether the Judge faid

this from his own authority, or with the affent and confent

of the Heads ?

Anfwer. I do not think it neceflary to anfwer that

queftion repeatedly.
Mr. Frend protefted againft the Court now proceeding;

as he faid, there was not now prefent with the Vice-Chan-

cellor, a majority of the Heads, and therefore, he could
not proceed to take the Examination ot Witnefles, oa
Oathj as long as the ftatute " De concionihus'^ is made a

part of the ftatutes on which the accufation is founded.
Dr. Kipling read the Second Article, and the Vice-

Chancellor alked Mr. Frend whether he admitted or denied

the fame?
Anfwer. Thr^t he had before generally denied them all,

alTerting them to be falfe, wicked, and mahcious.

Witnefles were then called on the part of the Promoter.

C 2 HARVEY
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HARVEY ALGER
Sworn, and (a Pamphlet being put into his hand by Dr.

Kipling) depofed as follows :

Dr. Kiplinr^. Did you ever fee that book before ?

Witnefs. Yes.
Dr. K. Did you purchafe it of any One ?

W. Yes.
Dr. K. Of whom?
W, Of Mr. Lunn the Bookfeller.

Dr. K. About what time?

W, On Friday the 19th of April, 1793.
Dr. K. "Who delivered that book into your hands ?

W, Mr. Lunn's Journeyman.
Dr. K. How do you know that to be the very Book,

you received from Mr. Lunn's Journeyman?
W. By having marked it on the cover, and by an L.

for Lunn.
Dr. K. Did you make thefe marks before you delivered

the Book out of your hands ?

W. Yes.

Dr, K. Can you fay on your oath, that it is the very-

Pamphlet you delivered into my hands the lad Court-

Day?
W. Yes.
Dr. K. How do you know it to be the very fame ?

W. By the letter L. which I know to be my hand-

writing.
Dr. K. Did you look at the letter L. particularly, when

you delivered the Book into my hands, on the laft Court-

Day ?

W. I did.

Dr. K. Did you look at it again particularly, when I

returned it to you?
W. I did.

Dr. K. Had it been in poiTeffion of any perfon be-

fides yourfelf, fince the laft Court Day ?

W. No.

Queftion from the Court. Where does Mr. Lunn live ?
^W. In Trumpington-ftreet,

Q. Can you read ?

W. Yes.

Witnefs was ordered to read the title of the faid

Pamphlet, and read as follows :
" Peace and Union Re-

' commended to the AfTociated Bodies of Republicans
' and Anti-Republicans ; by William Frend, M. A. and

<* Fellow
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Fellow of Jefus College, Cambridge. Printed

for the Author, by P. C. Croft, St. Ives, 1793,
**

(price one fliilling).'*

Dr. K. Did you deliver the fame book into my han4$
this morning, when I came into Court ?

W. Yes.

Mr. Frend Crofs-Examined the faid Witnefs.

Q. Are you not Dr. Kipling's fervant ?

W. 1 am.

Qi For whom did you purchafe this book ?

W. For Dr. Kipling.
With what intention ?

By Dr. Kipling's defire.

Qi "When did you make the two marks?
W, I made them before I took the book to Dr. Kip-

ling.

Q. Why was you induced to make thofe marks and

letter, before you gave the book to Dr. Kipling?
W. By Dr. Kipling's order.

Q. How long did it remain in Dr. Kipling's poflefllon
after the firft delivery ?

W. About two days.

Q. Who delivered it into your pofTeflion -at the end of
the two days ?

W. Dr. Kipling.

Q. For what purpofe did Dr. Kipling deliver it to

you ?

W, He defired me to lock it up.

Q. Did Dr. Kipling affign any reafou for its being
locked up ?

W. No.

Q. Did you keep it locked up ?

W. I did.

Q. With what intention did you keep it locked up ?

W. With no other intention than by Dr. Kipling's
order.

Q. By whofe order did you take the Book from the

place where it was locked up?
# W. By Dr. Kipling's order.

Qi Did you bring the book to court the lafl Court
Day by Dr. Kipling's order ?

W. 'Ycs.
^

Q; Was this book produced in Court ?

W. I gave it to Dr. Kipling in the Seiiate-Houfe-Yard
before I came into Court ; but cannot fay what became of it

lifter,

Qi Why



[ i6 ]

Q^ Why couM not this Book be out of yourpofleffion
between the laft Court Day and this ?

W. Becaufe I locked it up as foon as I went home^ and
have had the key in my poflefBon ever fince.

PHILIP LIFE Sworn.

Dr. Kipling. Do you know the laft witnefs, my fcrvant ?

Witnefs. I know him by fight.
Dr. K. Do you recolleft ever delivering to that fervant

a Pamphlet, intitled " Peace and Union, &c. by William

Frend, M. A." ?

W. I do.

Dr. K. Do you rccollei about what time you delivered

it to him ?

W. I do not.

Dr. K. Can you fay from whence that Pamphlet came,
which you delivered to my fervant?

W. 1 cannot.

Dr. K. Did you ever receive any Copies of the Pam-
phlet, intitled " Peace and Union, &c." from Mr. Frend
himfelf?

W. I did.

Dr. K. How many Copies ?

W. Twenty Copies.
Dr. K. On what Day?
W. On the 3d of April laft.

Dr. K. Had Mr. Lunn any Copies of this Book at

that time unfold ?

W. Not that I know of.

Dr. K. Did Mr. Lunn, to your knowledge, procure

any Copies of this Pamphlet, from any other Quarter, be-

tween the 3d and 19th of i^pril laft?

W. Not that 1 know of; at leaft I did not go for

any.
Dr. K. At what Place did you receive thofe twenty

Copies of the Pamphlet from Mr. Frend ?

W. At Mr. Frend's Room in Jefus College.
Dr. K. Why did you go thither for any Copies of the

Pamphlet?
W. I applied to Mr. Bowtell for fome Copies, but he

had none. Mr. Bowtell told me that Mr. Frend had them
all.

Dr. K. Was you dire6led by Mr. Lunn to go to Mr.
Bowtell for fome Copies ?

W, 1 was.

Dr.K. What
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Dr. K. What did you fay to Mr. Frend, when you
firft went to Mr. Frend's Chambers?
W. I cannot exa6lly fay what the Words were the

purport of them was, that Mr. Lunn prefented his compli-
ments to Mr. Frend, and having fold all the Copies of his

Pamphlet which he had, would thank him for 50 Copies
more.

Dr. K. Do you recolle6l, whether you afked Mr.
Frend for Copies of his Pamphlet ?

W. I do.

Dr. K. Did Mr. Frend make any anfwer to you on the

occafion, and what ?

W. As near as 1 can recoiled^, Mr. Frend faid, that

he did not think he had fifty Copies; but that Mr. Lunn.
fhould have all he had.

Dr. K- What did Mr. Frend do immediately after

this?

W. When I went to Mr. Frend's Rooms, he was not

in them. Some little jime afterwards, I faw him (landing in

the Court; when I went to him, and delivered the meifage
I have repeated : 1 then went with Mr. Frend to his rooms,
when he delivered to me 20 Copies of the Pamphlet,
intitled " Peace and Union."

Dr. K. What did you do with thefe 20 Copies?
W. I brought them home to Mr. Lunn*s ftiop.

Dr. K. You mentioned to Mr. Frend, that Mr. Lunn
had fent you for more Copies of the Pamphlet, becaufe Mr.
Lunn then had none remaining unfold in his fhop. Was
this a part of Mr. Lunn's meflage or not ?

W. As near as I can recolle6l, it was.

The Rev. THOs. LLOYD, M. A. was then called.

Mr. Frend obje6led to his Evidence, anddefired that his

Objedion might be recorded by the Regiftrary.

OBJECTION.
I afk the Court whether a Perfon concerned in the Pro-

fecution, may be a Witnefs in the Caufe? Becaufe Mr.

Lloyd, now Handing in this Court, was one of the Twenty-
Seven, or of the number which aflembled at the Vice-
Chancellor's Lodge, and there entered into certain Refo-
lutions refpedting this Caufe; by which Refolutions Dr.

Kipling, Dr. Jowett, Mr. Manfel, Mr. Belward and Mr.

Mainwaring, were appointed Managers, (as he, Mr. Frend,

underftands) to carry on in their names, this Profecution.
A Copy
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A Copy of which Refolutions, he (Mr. Frenc!) requeued
Dr. Kipling to fend him. But he (Dr. Kipling) re-

turned word in his firft anfwer, in v/riting, that he had
them not. Mr. Frend fent a fecond note to Dr. Kipling,
to den re to know by what means he (Mr. Frend) might
procure a Copy of thefe Refolutions. He returned him

(Mr. Frend) for anfwer in writing, that they were in the

pofTefTion of the Vice-Chancellor. He (Mr. Frend) wrote
between the hours of twelve and one of that day, to the

Vice-Chancellor, and receiving no anfwer from him, he
wrote again between the hours of five and fix, requeftino^
that as his interefts were much involved in thofe Refolu-

tions, he might be favoured with a copy of them. Be-
tween the hours of feven and eight, the Vice-Chancellor
fent him word in writing, that he did not think himfelf

authorized to comply with his (Mr. Frend's) requefl. He
row again makes his requefi, confidering the Produ61:ion

of that Paper as neceflary in the Profecution of this Caufe,
and being fully convinced (whether thofe Refolutions are

to any purpole or not in themfelves) that a very bad ufe

has been made of them by the Twenty -feven, to prejudice
him in the eyes of the public, and ofthe Univerfity.
The Court alked Dr. Kipling, whether he chofe that the

Refolutions fhould be (hewn to Mr. Frend. Dr. Kipling
declared he had no obje6tion.

In anfwer to Mr. Frend's objection to Mr. Lloyd's Evi-
dence (on account of his being one of the number, which
had figned the Refolutions) the Court thought the evidence

to be competent ; but determined that as he was one of

that number, they thought it their duty to receive his

Teilimony with caution.

Mr. LLOYD was then Sworn,
and depofed as follows :

Dr. Kipling. What Pamphlet is that you hold in your
hand? (Mr. Frend objedled to the Quefiion, but the

Court admitted it.)

Witnefs. A Pamphlet, entitled " Peace and Union," by
Wm. Frend, Fellow of Jefus College.

Dr. K. Did you purchafc it or was it given to you ?

W. I purchafed it.

Dr. K. Of whom }

W. Of Mr. Lunn the Bookfeller.

Dr. K. Did you purchafe it before the 3d of April or

after ?

W. After that date.

t>r. K. How
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Dr. K. How long after that date ?

W. On Thurfday the i8th of April.
Dr. K. Can you fay upon your oath, that it is the very

pamphlet you bought in Mr. Lunn's fhop ?

W. I can.

Dr. K, Did yon receive it from Mr. Lunn himfelf, or

his p oreman ?

W. From his Foreman.

The Witnefs crofs-examined by Mr. Frend.

Mr. F. Was there any agreement between you and the

Promoter, to appear here with a Pamphlet ?

W, I was alked by Dr. Kipling, if 1 had any obje61:ion
to appear, and had none. The fame principle that led me,
to petition for a profecution, led me alfo to take the part
I now do, in it.

(The Queftion being repeated by Mr. Frend).
Ans. I had no objedlion to purchafe a Pamphlet, for the

exprefs purpofe of appearing here againft Mr. Frend, and to

bring home the charge agahift him.

Q^ Was there any agreement between you and Dr. Kip-

ling concerning purchafmg, keeping, and exhibiting a

Pamphlet before this Court ?

W. Dr. Kipling fuggefted to me, to take every proper
method for identifying the Pamphlet, and qualifying myfelf
as a witnefs on thisoccalion.

Q^ Was you one of the twenty-feven, or a greater
or lefs number, who had met at the Vice-Chancellor's

and entered into certain Refolutions refpedting this

Caufe ?

W. I have the honour to be of that number, and I

thank Mr. Frend for making it known.

(^ Did you vote for Dr. Kiphng being Chairman, In

that meeting ?

W. I did.

Dr. K. Did you debate on the mode of profecution ?

W, The plan was not finally fettled on that occafion,
there certainly was a debate.

Q^ By whofe diredlion did you go to the Vice-Chan-
cellor's Lodge on that day ?

W. 1 think it was in confequence of a meflage from
Mr. Vice-chancellor, I am not very pofitive, but believe

it was.

Qi Did you vote for the five Managers ?

W. I do not think it came to a regular voting.

Qi Were they nominated ?

jil %W. Their names were mentioned.
. D Q^ Was
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Qi Was there any queftion of depriving Mr. Frend of
his property at that meeting ?i

W. I rather think it was hinted by fome perfon prefent,
that a profecution might go to that, but that it was not a

neceflary confequence. The queftion was, whether the

College might not, on account of the Univerfity profecuting,

proceed to exclude him from his fellowlhip; but 1 do not

pretend to be accurate.

Q^ Was it not faid, that to deprive Mr. Frend of his

property was a matter of comparatively fmall moment ?

W. I do not recoiled that remark.

PHILIP LIFE called again.
Dr. Kipling. Do you recolle6k a Pamphlet being fold

to Mr. Lloyd, entitled " Peace and Union." ?

Witnefs. I do.

Dr. K. Do you recoUeft whether it was fold after th

3d of April or before ?

W. 1 think after.

Queftion from the Court. How come you to recolledb

felling that Pamphlet to Mr. Lloyd ?

W. By Mr. Lloyd writing his name on it.

Q^ (Being fhewn a Pamphlet) Is this the fame ?

W. It is like it, but I am not fure it is the fame ; I have
no circumftance fixed in my memory, which will enable me
to fay with certainty, that the pamphlet was really fold

to Mr. Lloyd after the 3d of April ; and do not remember
that it was dated ; the Pamphlet being dated, is the fole cir-

cumftance which leads me to fuppofe it was fold then.

The fame Witnefs crofs-examined by Mr. Frend.

Q^ Why do you remember the day, on which you have

faid you came to my room ?

W. Becaufe I gave Mr. Frend credit for 20 Copies, in

Mr. Lunn's Ledger.

Q. By whofe inftrudtions did you take the memoran-
dums in your hand?
W. By Mr. Lunn's. ^
HARVEY ALGER called again and examined

by Dr. Kipling.
Dr. Kipling. Are you in polTefTion of a Copy of the

Pamphlet, entitled <* Peace and Union, by Mr. Frend" ?

Witnefs. I am.
Dr. K. Where did you purchafe it? *
W. OfMr.BowtelL

Dr. K, About
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Dr. K. About what time?

W. On Friday the 19th of April laft.

Queflion from Mr. Frend. Did you buy this fecond

Copy by direSlion of Dr. Kipling?
W. I bought both Books by the diredlion of Dr.

Kipling.

JOHN BOWTELL Sen. called and Sworn.
Dr. K. Do you recolle<9: felling a Copy of a Pamphlet,

intitled <* Peace and Union," by Mr. Frend, to my fcr-

vant ?

W. I do.

Dr. K. From whom had you that Pamphlet?
W. From Mr. Frend.

Dr. K. Did you go to Mr. Frend's Chambers for it ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Where then did Mr. Frend deliver it to you ?

W. I received it from Mr. Frend, in my own houfe.

Dr. K. Did Mr. Frend bring it himfelf to your houfe ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Who then brought it to your houfe ?

W. It came to my houfe in a parcel directed to Mr.
Frend.

Dr. K. Do you know from whence that parcel came ?

W. I do not.

Dr. K. What did that parcel contain, befides that one

Copy fold to my fervant r

W. It contained that Pamphlet, and feveral other Du-
plicates.

Dr. K. How do you know that it contained feveral

other Duplicates of that Pamphlet ?

W. I faw them when the parcel was opened*
Dr. K. Who opened that parcel ?

W. Mr. Frend himfelf. ^
Dr.K. How long had the Parcel been ill your houfe,

before Mr. Frend came to open it ?

W. 1 do not now recolle<5t, whether Mr. Frend came
the fame day on which it arrived or not, but it was on the ^
fame, or the following day.

Dr. K. Did Mr. Frend deliver that faid Copy, and
^

feveral others, to be fold for him ? '^%
W. Redid.
Dr. K. Did he give you any Commlffion about the re-

maining Copies?
W. i dq^not recollect that he did.

h- D? Dr.K. Did

ft-
~

if

* s
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Dr. K. Did he give no diredlions to fend any Copies to

,Mr. Merrill or Mr. Lunn ?

W. I do not recolledl that he did.

Dr. K. Did you hear Mr. Frend give any fuch direc-

tions to your fervant ?

W. He did.

Dr. K. Inform the Court, what thofe directions were.
W, Mr. Frend direfted my Servant to take one of the

inclofed Parcels to Mr. Merrill, another inclofed Parcel

was dire6led to be taken to Mr. Lunn.

Q. (from the Court) Were any of the Parcels under
Cover ?

W. They were tied up with the Titles j fo that no
Print was feen. The Ends of the Pamphlet were blank.

Q; How did you know that thefe Pamphlets were

copies of " Peace and Union"?
W. I do not know that they were copies of " Peace

and Union".

Qi Do you know that the Pamphlet now produced bjf
Dr. Kipling's fervant, was the Pamphlet fold by you ?

'

W. I do not know that it was.

Mr. Frend crofs-examined the Witnefs.
Mr. F. Have you not fold for me, a Variety of Books

of different Authors, addreffed both to yourfelf and Mr.
Frend, in Parcels from London?
W. I have.

CHARLES DICKENS, L. L. D. called by the

Promoter, and Sworn.
Dr. Kipling. Have you in your PolTeffion at prefent, that

Pamphlet, entitled,
" Peace and Union, &c." by William

Frend, that was fhewn to me by a friend of yours and mine,
about a week ago; containing an Appendix in two Parts ?

Witnefs. I have.
^ Dr. K. Produce it to the Court, (produced)

^' 'Of whom had you that Pamphlet ?

W. Of my Friend, Mr. Frend. I went to the print-

ing office at St. Ives, where Mr. Frend was packing up
many others. I took up one of the Pamphlets, and aiked

him whether I might take one. Mr. Frend confented to

my taking one, (which I have now in my hand) but iaid,

that he defigned to have fent me one.

Dr. K. How do you know, that it is the fame Pam-

phlet you took up at that time ?

W. Hifce Oculis video," I know it by my own hand^

writing on it.

Bein

^
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Being aflced what he had written, he read,
<* Sunt bona, funt quasdam mediocria, funt mala plura."
Dr. Dickens was defired by Mr. Fiend to read what he

had wrote at the end of tlie book.

He read,
Sifte per Fidem, at the bottom of the ftairs

Nolo per Jovem, faith good Mr. Eyres
Nil di6tum quod non di6lum fit prius.

The Court was then adjourned to the next day at

twelve o'clock.

THIRD COURT DAY.
At a Court holden before the Right Worfhipful Ifaac

Milner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-
bridge, and John Smith, Richard Farmer, William

Colman, Lowther Yates, John Barker, Jofeph Turner,
Francis Barnes, and William Craven, Do6tors in Divi-

nity, and John Fifher, L.L. D. his AflelTors, between the

hours of twelve and fix, on Saturday the eleventh of May,
i793> ii* the Senate-houfe of the faid Univerfity.

Me prefent.
GEO. BORLASE,

Not. Publ. and Regiftr.
The Office of the Judge "i Certain Refolutions refpeft-

promoted
j ing this Caufe, (Pag. ^ &

by Thos. Kipling, D. D. 1 5.) by which Dr. Kipling,
againft f Dr. Jowett, Mr. Manfel, Mr.

William Frend, M. A. and Mainwaring and Mr. Belward,
Fellow of Jefus College, j were appointed Managers to

carry on this Profecution, were read.

Dr. Kipling delired that the two Pamphlets produced
yefterday in Court, the one by Harvey Alger, the other

by Dr. Dickens, might be examined by the Court, that the
Court might be fatisfied that they were duplicates of the

Pamphlet
" Peace and Union" in all refpedls excepting an

Appendix annexed to the latter.

JOHN BOWTELL Jun. called and fworn.
Dr. Kipling. Do you recoUedt feeing Mr. Frend a few

weeks ago open a Parcel in Mr. Bowtell's houfe containing
fome Pamphlets?

*

Witnefs. 1 do.

Dr. K. Did Mr. Frend deliver any of thofe Pamphlets
to you ?

*

W. He left fome there for me to take out, '^m
' **

. Dr.K. Did
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Dr. K. Did he himfelf give you dire(Sions about them ?

W. Yes.

Dr. K. What were thofe direflions?

W. To take one Parcel to Mr. Merrill's and one to

Mr. Lunn*s.
Dr. K. Did you fee the Title Page of any one of thofe

Pamphlets?
W. Of fome that laid loofe.

Dr. K. What was the Title Page as nearly as you can
recoUedt ?

W. Peace and Union.
Dr. K. Do you recollefl any Pcrfon's Name on the

Title-Page?
W. Mr. Frend*s.

Dr. K. Were you dire^ed to carry out any of thofe

Pamphlets that laid loofe?

W. Yes.
Dr. K. Who gave you thofe diredlions?

W. Mr. Frend.
Dr. K. To what Gentlemen did hediredi you to carry

them?
W, To Dr. Edwards.
Dr. K. To any other Perfons?
W. To Mr. Lambert, and to Mr. Marfh.
Dr. K. Were you to deliver any Meflage with the

Pamphlets?
W. 1 do not remember that I was.
Dr. K. To whom did you deliver that Parcel which

Mr. Frend ordered you to carry to Mr. Lunn's?
W. To Mr. Life.

Dr. K. Who is Mr. Life ?

W. Mr. Lunn's Journeyman.
Dr. K. Can you fay how many Pamphlets were in that

Parcel ?

W. They were tied up in fifties, and I took one Parcel.

Dr. K. To whom did you deliver that Parcel which
Mr. Frend dire6ted you to carry to Mr. Merrill?

W. To Mr. Merrill's Maid Servant.

Dr. K. Do you know her name?
W. No.
Dr. K. Can you recolledl her Perfon, when you fee

her again ?

Q^ (from the Court) Do you know what thofe Pam-

phlets were, which you delivered to Mr. Merrill's Maid
Servant? -^

W. No.

^ H m '
-

.
PHILIP
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PHILIP LIFE, again called and examined by
Dr. Kipling.

Dr. K. Db you recolledl ever receiving from John
Bowtell jun. a Parcel, containing 50 Pamphlets or there-

abouts?

W. I do.

Dr. K. Did you open that Parcel yourfelf ?

W, I cannot charge my memory, whether Mr. Lunn
or I opened it.

Dr. K. Did you fee the Parcel opened ?

W. I faw it when it was open.
Dr. K. What were the Contents of it ?

W. It contained 50 Copies of a Pamphlet, iatitled,
** Peace and Union recommended to the AfTociated Bodies
** of Republicans and Anti-Republicans."
Dr. K. Was there any Perfon's Name upon the Title

Page ?

W. Yes. Mr. Trend's.

Dr. K. What might be the Interval of Time, or nearly
fo, between your receiving the Parcel, and feeing it open ?

W. I faw it open the fame Evening it was brought.
Dr. K. Are you fure that the Parcel of Pamplilets that

you faw open, was the very parcel that you received froii

John Bowtell Jun ?

W. I am fure.

Dr. K, Did John Bowtell Jun. deliver any mefTage to

you, with that Parcel?

W. He faid, it came from Mr. Frend.

Dr. K. Did he fay for what purpofe ?

W. I do not recolle6l that he did.

Dr. K. Have any of thofe Pamphlets been fold in Mr.
Lunn*s fhop ?

W. Yes.
Dr. K. How many ?

W. The whole fifty.
Dr. K. On what authority did you undertake to fell

them?
W. I cannot fay. It was Mr. Lunn's order tliey

fliould be put in the fhop for fale.

Dr. K. Have any more Copies of the fame Pamphlet,
been fold in Mr. Lunn's fhop ?

W. Yes.
Dr. K. How many more ?

W, About feventy.
Dr. K. Do you know where thofe feventy Copies c|j(ne

from'? -'-^
^

,. W. I
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W. I went for Fifty of them to Mr. Bowtell's houfe,
and for the other twenty, to Mr. Frend's rooms.

Dr. K. Did you receive the fifty copies yourffelf from
'Mr. Bowtell?

W. I did.

Dr. K. What did you do with them ?

W. 1 brought them home to Mr. Lunn's fhop.
Dr. K. Are all thofe 50 Copies fold ?

W, They are.

Dr. K. Were they all fold, before you went to Mr,
Trend's chambers for more copies of the fame Pamphlet ?

W, I believe they were, but cannot fpeak with any
certainty.

Dr. K. Do you know, whether any more Copies of the

fame Pamphlet, were brought into Mr. Lunn's Ihop for

fale ?

W. I never faw any. after the twenty Copies I re-

ceived from Mr Frend.
Dr. K. Do you believe, that no more than thofe 120

Copies, which have been juft now mentioned, were ex-

pofed to fale in Mr. Lunn s fhop ?

W. I do.

Queftion from Mr. Frend. At what time did the fale

of thefe Pamphlets begin at Mr. Lunn's ?

W. Sometime about February the 13th laft.

JOHN BOWTELL Sen. called and examined again

by the Promoter.

Dr. Kipling. Did you ever deliver 50 Copies of the

Pamphlet, entitled " Peace and Union, &c." to Philip Life,
Mr. Lunn's Journeyman?

Witnefs* 1 do not recolledl that I did.

Dr. K. Do you recolle6l whether Philip Life ever came
and afked you for fome copies of that work ?

W. No; I do not remember that.

Dr. K. Do you recoUedl ever giving any parcel of

,,
books to Philip Life ?

W. I have no recolle61:ion of it.

Dr. K. Did not Mr. Frend leave feveral Copies of the

Pamphlet, entitled "Peace and Union," in your houfe

to be diftributed to others, who might alk for the work ?

W. He did.

Dr. K. Did you make an entry in your account Books,
of the number of Copies which he left you, for that pur-

pofe ?

W,^ I believe 1 did,

^ ^ Dr,K, Have
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Dr. K. Have you kept an account in the fame Boolcj

of the perfons names to whom you have delivered copies
of that work, and of the number of copies you have de-

livered to each perfon ?

W. I have no account of any perfon to whom I have

fold them.
Dr. K. You told the Court, yefterday, that you faw

Mr. Frend open a parcel, which contained many Pamph-
lets; you have alfo told the Court, that feveral of thole

Pamphlets were left in your own pofleflion Have you
kept any account of thofe Pamphlets ?

W, No; I have not.

Dr. K. Are they all ftill in your own pofleflion ?

W, None of them.
Dr. K. Tell the Court to what perfons you recolle<l

having delivered fomeof them.
W. I think I recoiled fending 50 copies to Mr. Frend

unfold.

Dr. K. Tell the Court the names of all the perfons to

whom you have fent parcels of thofe Pamphlets .

W, I fent none; I faw them go; Mr. Frend fent

them.
Dr. K. How many copies did you fend to Mr. Lunn ?

W. I fent none.
Dr. K. Do you mean to deny that Philip Life ever

had 50 Copies from you, of the Pamphlet, intitled " Peace
and Union, &c.'* by Mr. P'rend ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Do you think that he never had that number

of Copies fo intitled, from your houfe?
W. I might deliver them, but I do not recollel it.

Dr. K. You have faid that you never fent any of thofe

Pamphlets yourfelf to Mr. Lunn's, but that you faw 50 of

them go. By whom were they carried to Mr. Lunn's ?

W. By my fervant, JohnBowtellJun.
Dr. K. Who dire6i:ed him to carry them thither?

W. Mr. Frend.
Dr. K. What mefliage did Mr. Frend fend with them^ ?

W. I do not recollect any particular meflTage.
Dr. K. Did he fend no meflage ?

W. He faid, take them to Mr. Merrill and Mr. Lunn;
this is all I recolle(5l.

WILLIAM HENRY LUNN Sworn.
Dr. Kipling. Your Foreman has told the Court, that

he received a parcel containing 50 P;:mphlets from John.
E Bowtel)



Bowtell Jun. that he does not' recoiled, whether he or

yourfelf opened that parcel ; do you recoiled by whom it

was opened ?

W. I have no recolledion of that circumftance at

all.

Dr. K. Do you recoiled that a parcel containing 50
Pamphlets, jntitled " Peace and Union, &c." by William

Frend, was left in the month of February, at your
houfe ?

W. I have a perfed recolledion of their being left, but

cannot fpeak to the time ; but my Ledger will prove it.

Dr. K. Did you deliver them to your Foreman for fale

in the fliop, or give him any diredionsfor that purpofe?
W. 1 do not recoiled.

Dr. K. By what authority then do you fuppofe, they
were fold in your fliop ?

W. As coming from Mr. Bowtell, by Mr. Trend's

order.

Dr. K. Had you any more Copies of the fame Pamph-
let, from Mr. Bowtell ?

Wi I fent for more, when the firft were fold.

Dr. K. How many were brought ?

W. Fifty.
Dr. K. Had you fold the whole 100 Copies, which you

fay you received from Mr. Bowtell, before the third of

April?
W. I cannot fay.
Dr. K. Had you fold all of them, when you fent for

fome more Copies from Mr. Frend ?

W, I think they were all fold, I will not fay pofitively.
Dr. K. What other Copies of the fame work, have you

ever received for fale ?

W. Twenty Copies.
Dr. K. From whom did you receive thofe Twenty

Copies ?

W. I received them by my Agent, in confequence of a

meffagel fent to Mr. Frend.
Dr. K. Had you ever any Copies of the fame Pamph-

let, for fale in your fhop, befide the 100 Copies you had
from Mr. Bowtell, and the 20 Copies you had by your
Journeyman?
W. No.
Dr. K. Do you believe that thofe 120 Copies are the

only ones ever brought into your Ihop for fale, and that you
have fold no others ?

W. I do.

Being
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ELIZABETH EVERSDEN Called and Sworn.
Dr. Kipling. Do you remember ever feeing John Bow-

'tell Jun.?
Witnefs. I do not.

Dr. K. Do you recoiled^ receiving a parcel ofPamphlets
from a perfonof about that fize?

W. Yes.

Dr. K. To whom did you deliver that parcel ?

W, To my mafter, Mr. Merrill. ^

Dr. K. Did you fee that parcel opened ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Did the perfon> of whom you received that

parcel, deliver any meflage with it ?

W. He told me they were Pamphlets, to be fold for

Mr\ Frend.

Dr. K. Did he tell you from whence they came }

W. No.
Dr. K. Do you recolle<5l ahout what time you received

that Parcel ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Can you tell how long ago?
W, I cannot fay.

JOHN BOWTELL JuN. called again.
Dr. Kipling. Do you recoUedt delivering a parcel of

Pamphlets, which you received from Mr. Frend, to Eliz.

Everfden, Mr. Merrill's fervant ?

Witnefs. I recolledl delivering a parcel to Mr. Merrill's

maid.

Dr. K. Do you recoUefl her perfon ?

W, I cannot tell.

JOHN MERRILL Sworn.
Dr. Kipling. Do you remember, receiving from your

maid fervant, a parcel containing 50 Pamphlets, intitled
<* Peace and Union, &:c. by William Frend," with a mef-

fage, purporting that they were to be fold for Mr. Frend ?

vVitnefs. Yes.
Dr. K. How were thofe Pamphlets put up?
W. I cannot recoiled!, that they were put up in any

particular order.

Dr. K. Were the Title Pages vifible ?

W. I do not remember they were vifible; they had

Titles.^
Dr. K, Did you open the parcel yourfelf ?

W. I did.

D z Dr. K. What
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Dr. K* What were the Titles of thofe Pamphlets ?

W, " Peace and Union, &." by William frend.

Dr. K. Have you fold any of thofe Pamphlets ?

W. I have.

Dr. K. Do you recollect, whether at the time you
received them, each Pamphlet had an Appendix to it ?

W. They had.

Dr. K. Have you fmcethat, fold any without the Ap-
pendix?
W. I have.

Dr. K. By whofe authority was the Appendix can-

celled ?

W. By Mr. Trend's.
Dr. K. Did Mr. Frend in perfon, authorize you to can-

cel the Appendix ?

W. Yes.

. Dr. K. Did he in perfon, dire<ft you to fell the Pamph-
let, without the Appendix ?

W. I do not recoiled that he did.

Dr. K. Did he give you no diredlions whatever in per-
fon, about the fale of thofe Pamphlets ?

W. I do not remember that he did.

Dr. K. To whom have you given credit, in your books,
for the money you have received, for the Copies of the

Pamphlets, that are fold ?

W. To Mr. Frend.
Dr. K. Did you fend a Copy of the faid Pamphlet, to

the Mafterof Arts CoiFee Houfe?
W. I did.

Dr. K. Do you recolIe6l by whom you fent it ?

W. I do not.

Queilion from the Court. At what time did you receive

the parcel from your fervant ?

W. On February the 13th laft, as appears by entry In

my book.

Q- Do you remember numbering that Book? j^Shewing
nim a Copy of Peace and Union," from the Mailer
of Arts Coffee-Houfe.]W. No J But I believe it to be numbered by my young

man.

THOMAS WAGSTAFF Called and Sworn.
(A Book was given him by Dr. Kipling.)

Dr. Kipling. What is the Title of that Book ?

Witnefs. Peace and Union, &c."
Dr.K. Did
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Dr. K. Did you e\ter fee that book before ?

W. Yes.-

Dr. K. Where did you fee it?

W. In the Mafter of Arts Coffee-Room.
- Dr. K. Who keeps that Coffee-Room i

W. I do.

Dr. K. From whence did that Book come ?

W. From Mr. Merrill's.

Dr. K. Look at the fecond leaf Whofe hand writing
is that ?

W. It is mine.

Dr. K. What is written on the leaf?

W. Mafterof ArtsCoftee-Room.

Queftion from Mr. Frend. Who h^s a right to take

books out of the Matter of Arts Coffee-Room ?

W. Any Member belonging to the fociety?

Q.
'

Is Dr. Kipling a Member of that fociety.
W. No.

Q^ Do you know then how that Book came into Dr.

Kipling's poffeffion ?

W. No.

Q. Do you know who took it out of the Coffee-

Room ?

W. Mr. Frampton of St. John's.

Q. How long has it been out of the Coffee-Room ?

W. On the 6th of May.
Q. Are there any hmitations refpedling the time of

taking Books out of the Coffee-Room ?

W. Seven Days.
Q. How long is a Book to be in the Coffee-Room,

before it may be taken out ?

W. Two Months.

Q. When did you receive this Book ?

W. On the 15th of February.

(FROM THE COURT.)
Qi How do you know that the Book came from Mr

Merrill ?

W. Becaufe it was numbered when it came in, which
is the common cafe with Books that come from Mr
Merrill.

(Queftion from the Court to Mr. Merrill.)
Qi Do you remember how that number came on the

Pamphlet ?

W, I believe it is my Young Man's writing.
Rev,
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Rev. josh. WATSON, M. 4. called and Sworn.
Dr. Kipling. Were you not Curate of Fenftanton in

February or March laft ?

Witnefs. I was.

Dr. K. Did you not in that interval make fome in-

quiries refpeding the Price of Spinning Wool?
W. I did.

Dr. K. What led you to that inquiry ?

^ W, The perufal of Part of a Book which I had read at

'ihe M after of Arts CofFee-Houfe.

Dr. K. What was the Title of that Book ?

W, I do not recoiled: the precife Title, but I have rea-

fon to believe, that the beginning of the title was " Peace
and Union."

Dr. K. Is any Perfon's Name mentioned in the Title

Page ?

W. I believe, William Frend, M, A. Fellow of Jefus

College.
Dr. K, Did you find what is ftated in that Book, re-

fpeding the Price of Spinning, to be agreeable to the in-

formation you received from the Inhabitants of Fen-
ftanton ?

W. I had reafon to believe that the information I re-

ceived at Fenftanton, on that fubjed, was different from
the information, I received from that Book, on that fub-

jea.
. Dr. K. Did you mention that feeming mifreprcfenta-
tion to any one of your acquaintances at that time ?

W. I did, whenever enquiry was made of me, on the

fubjed.
Dr. K. Have you reafon to thmk that Mr. Frend ever

heard, that you thought, what is faid in the before-mentioned

Pamphlet, about Spinning, is not true ?

W. I have reafon to conceive fo.

Dr. K. Mention that reafon to the Court ?

W. I did receive Notes or Letters, as I prefumed
coming from Mr. Frend; in one of which 1 was defired,

not to affert in future, that the fubjedl on which I had
been queftioned in various companies, was a mifrepre-
fentation.

Dr. K. Is that Note in your poffejiion?
W. It is.

Dr. K. Have you it in Court?
W. I have.

Dr. K. Pleafe to produce it.

Mr, Wat fon produced the Note*
Rev.
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Rev. EDW. KILVINGTON, M. A.

Called by the Promoter, who Ihevved him the Note,
and afked him ;

Dr. Kipling. Whofe hand writing is that ?

Witnefs. Mr. Trend's

Dr. K. Have you frequently feen him write ?

W. Yes, frequently.

Mr. Frend crofs-examined the Witnefs.

Mr. Frend. Do you know it to be Mr. Frend's hand

writing?
Witnefs. I do.

Mr. F. How came you to know it to be Mr. Frend's

hand writing ?

W. By having very frequently feen him write, and from

having letters of his now in my own poffeffion.
Mr. F. Did you ever write letters to Mr. Frend ?

W. I believe I have.

Mr. F. Where did you fee Mr. Frend write ?
'

W. In his room when giving Ledlures, for three years,
or thereabouts.

Mr. F. How long is it fince you faw Mr. Frend write?

W, About fix or feven years fmce I faw him write, cer-

tainly not more.

Mr. F. How then can you fay, that this is Mr. Frend's

hand writing, that bears fo late a date?

W. I have reafons, but on Mr. Frend's account, I am
unwilling to give them.

Mr, F. I beg the Witnefs may be defired to give
them.

^Here the Court confulted, and ordered Mr. Kilvington
to give his Reafons:)

W. Mr. Frend's ftudied attentions fhewn to me, as I

believe they were fhewn to all thofe whom he was defirous

of profelyting to his own opinions, were fuch, as to have

impreffed very deeply on my mind,' the recolledtion, not

only of his hand-writing, but a thoufand other circum-

ftances, much more minute Added to this, I have occa-

ilonally feen his hand-writing fince the time I formerly
alluded to.

Mr. F. How long fmce ?

W. Very lately.
Mr. F. How far back?
W. Within a month.
Mr. F. On what occafion ?

W. In
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W. In the Order Book at the Mafter of Arts CofFee-

Houfe, and I further believe that I have feen Mr. Frend

write within thefe two or three years.
Mr. F. Did you read the writing which you faw Mr.

Frend write within thefe two or three years ?

W. 1 have read the Diredtions of Letters which I have

feen Mr. Frend write.

Mr. F. I defire to know the precif^ time.

W. I cannot fay, but I believe, within three years.
Mr. F. Is it within two years?
W. I believe not.

Rev. JOHN PLAMPIN, M.A. called and Sworn.

(A Note was given to him by Dr. Kipling.)
Dr. Kipling. Whofe hand-writing do you believe that

to be?

Witnefs. I believe it to be Mr. Frend's.

(FROM THE COURT.)
Q. Have you feen Mr. Frend write frequently and

lately ?

W, I have, within fix weeks.

The Witnefs crofs-examined by Mr. Frend.

Mr. Frend. Have any of your Pupils an opportunity
of knowing your hand-writing at Ledures?

Witnefs. Certainly not, becaufe it is not my duty to

write in their prefence.

Rev. THOs. NEWTON, M. A. called and fworn.

(A Note was given to him by Dr. Kipling.)
Dr. Kipling. Whofe hand-writing do you think that

to be ?

Witnefs. I believe it is Mr. Frend's, but I cannot fay
pofitively.

FROM THE COURT.
Q. Have you feen Mr. Frend write frequently, and

how lately?
W, I have feen him write within a year or two, but

not frequently.

(A) The Note was read :

Mr. Frend having been informed, that Mr. Watfon has

ftudioufly endeavoured, in various Companies, to make it

appear that his account of the Fall in Spinning is a raifre-

prefentation; takes this opportunity of acquainting him,
that
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that Mr. Frend gained his knowledge of this circumftancc,
from thsfe fources ; from the Poor employed in fpinning,
from the perfons employed by the Wool-Dealers to

deliver out Wool to the Poor, and from the printed

Paper fent round by the Wool-Dealers. He aflerts

^ it, as a Fadl, from thefe informations, that the poor
Perfon, who earned a fliilling the week before the printed

Paper Mr. Frend alludes to, was fent round, did the week
after gain for the fame quantity of work, only nine-pence.
Mr. Audley, a Wool -Dealer in this town, is willing to

corroborate this account, and will, Mr. Frend doubts not,

give Mr. Watfon any further information on this fubjedl,
which may not only tend to make Mr. Watfon's ideas

clearer, but prevent him from misftating in future, a matter

of fa6t.

Jefus College^ March 13, 1793.

[To the Rev. Mr. Watfon, Fellow of Sydney College.]

Dr. K. Has that note ever been out of your pofleffion?

W, It has.

Dr. K. How do you know that the very fame note yon
lent, was returned to you ?

W. By my own hand-writing, which is on one fide

of it.

Dr. K. When was that written ?

W. Before it went out of my polTeffion.

Dr. K. Did you return any Anfwer to that Note ?

W. I did.

Dr. K. Be pleafed to produce that anfwer, to the Court..

The Witnefs delivered in the anfwer, which he could

not fwear was a literal, or a verbatim Copy, of the anfwer

he fent to Mr. Frend, but that it contained the meaning
and fubftance ; and was written on the fame day he received

the Note.
This anfwer was then read, and delivered to the Re-

giftrary.
Mr. Watfon has received a Note from Mr. Frend, irt

anfwer to which he declares, that whenever the fubje6t of
converfation in his prefence was the oppreffion of the Poor
of Fenftanton, as reprefented in Mr. Frend's Appendix,
he has aflerted that he wifhed to believe that Mr. Frend,

through ignorance, had mifreprefented the fadl; the foun-

dation of this alTertioa, was information which Mr. Wat-
fon received at Fenftanton ; Mr. Watfon is ftill of the fame

opinion; as to his being iludioufly earnefl either in approv-
F ins
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ing or contradicting Mr. Frend's publication, he dcniei

the fal.

Drum J March 14.
Dr. K. Did you ever receive any Anfwer to that Note

you have now read ?

Wit. I did.

Dr. K. Produce that Anfwer.

(Produced and Read)

(B.) Rev. Mr. Watfon^ Felhxv of Sydney College.
Mr. Frend requefts the favor of Mr. Watfon to omit, in

future, his reinaik on Mr. Frend's Account of the Fall

in Spinning, namely, that he wifhed to believe that Mr.
Frend, through ignorance,

" had mifreprefented the fa6l,"

as Mr. Frend takes upon himfelf to aiTure Mr. Watfon,
that the fa6l is not at all mifreprefented. Mr. Frend has

informed Mr. Watfon from what fources he derived his

information, and takes the liberty of obferving, that Mr.
Watfon is not probably aware that the printed bills alluded

to are formed at meetings for a large diftridl, and that thofe

which Mr. Frend faw, did not relate only to the Spinners
of Stanton, but extended over Huntingdonfhire, and parts
of Northamptonlhire and Bedfordfhire.

In confequence of Mr. Watfon's Note, Mr. Frend
called this evening on Mr. Audley, who has given him a

printed paper jufl made for Cambridgefhire, and Parts of

Hertfordftiire, Bedford/hire, and Huntingdonfhire, and
ihewn him Letters from Yorkfhire and other Parts, in-

forming him of the Progrefs in the lowering of the Value
of Spinning. At a Meeting, this week, in Suffolk, Spin-

ning was lowered again 2d. per pound, from 9d. to 7d.
Now if in contradiftion to Mr. Audley, and a variety

of^ dealers whom Mr. Audley is willing to name to Mr
Watfon, befides giving him every other information on this

fubjed; Mr. Watfon flill perlifls in declaring that the
Pi-ice of Spinning, which was one week at a fhilling, and

reduced, according to Mr, Frend's account, over a large
cliflri6t, to 9d. the week after, was not in this manner
reduced; Mr. Frend can only requeft that he would point
out to him, from what fource he has derived an information
which the principal dealer in wool of this place declares

not to be true, which Mr. Frend knows alfo not to be true

from the a(5tual infpedtion of the printed papers which

regulate thefe proceedings.
Mr. Frend did not in his former Note refer to his pub-

lication
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ricatifln at large, fcut flmply to the Fa^ of the Fall of the

Value of Spinning; he did not fay that Mr. Watfon was

ftudioufly earneft in contradidling or fupporting Mr. F's

pubtication, but folely that he has ftudioufly endeavoured

in various Companies, to make the account of the fall in

fpinning, a mifreprefentation.

'Jejui
Coll. Thurfday Evening, March 14.

Mr. Kilvington, Mr. Plampin and Mr. Newton, were

then a{ked by Dr. Kipling whether they believed this Note
to be the Hand-writing of Mr. Frend; to which they

refpe6lively anfwered, that they believed it to be his hand-

writing.
Dr. K. to Mr. Watfon. Did you anfwer this Note?
W. I did.

The Anfwer produced and read.

Sir,
I will briefly flate to you the fubje<fl matter of the

information which I received at my Parifh A Shilling

may be termed the maximum of Price for Spinning a certain

Quantity of that kind of Wool, which the generality of

the Poor are found capable of fpinning to the beft advan-

tage of the Wool-Dealer. But the Receipt of a Shilling
for this quantity, from my information, depended upon the

Price of Wool, upon the Dexterity and the Honefty of the

Spinner, and upon the Confcience of the Dealer in Woo!^
to give what ought to be the due reward of labour I urv~

derftood, that of this certain fpecies of Wool, and for a

certain quantity, the Value of Spinning flu6luated from
IS. as the higheft mark, downwards to iijd. iid. &c.

according to the flu6luating Value of the manufadlured

Commodity when brought to Market. I pretend not to

comprehend the Myftery of Woollen Manufactories fo far

as to explain why a fhilling's worth of labour fhould only
be paid by iiid. iid. &c. I concluded that at the time
mentioned in your Publication, the Price of fpinning a

certain Quantity of this Wool was 9d. but I had reafon to

think that it did not, in one week, defcend from is. to 9d.
becaufethe Majority of the Poor had not received the maxi-
mum of Price for fome time. This is the fnbftance of
what 1 have faid, when interrogated, as Curate of the

Parifh of Fenftanton, upon the Fall of Spinning. My
Information was derived from fome of the moft refpeflable
Inhabitants of my Pariih. I have ever profelTed to fuppofe

F 2 - that
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that you had not wilfully mifreprefented the matter of faft.

I am. Sir,

Your humble Servant,

J. WATSON.

Dr. K. Did yoti receive an Anfwer to this Note?
W. I did.

(Read)
(C) Mr. JVatfon, Fellow of Sydney College.
Mr. Frend did not write to Mr. Watfon to enter into

any Controverfy on the Myfteries of Woollen Manufac-

tories, which, like the pretended Myfteries of Religion, are

only fuch to thofe, who do not give themfelves the trouble

of gaining knowledge from the proper fources. It is the

niifreprefentation of a matter of Fa6l, to the Injury of

Mr. Frend's Chara6ler, that he complains of; and however

light the fubjedl may appear in Mr. Watfon's eyes, as long
as Truth is violated, it becomes Mr. Watfon to acquire juft

Information, and having done that, to convid Mr. Frend
of a falfehood, or to retraft his former Aflertion. Mr.
Frend declares, that at the time mentioned in the Appen-
dix to his Pamphlet, fpinning was at nine pence, the week
before it was at par or a ftiilling. Mr. Watfon denies this,

and is referred by Mr. Frend to Mr. Audley, the principal
Wool-Dealer in this place, or to any Wool-Dealer in

Huntingdonfhire. It appears ftrange, that Mr. Watfon
ihould delay to call on Mr. Audley, from whom he will

gain more information on this fubjedt, than from the moil

refpedable Inhabitants of his Parifh, not immediately
concerned in letting out fpinning to the Poor.

Jejus College, March i$, 1793.

Mr. Plampin, Mr. Kilvington, and Mr. Newton, were

called by the Promoter to prove the Hand-writing of the

above Note, and depofed as before.

(Dr. Kipling to Mr. Watfon)
Were the two laft Notes you produced marked with the

marks B. and C. by you, before you parted with them?
W. They were.
Dr. K. Did you anfwer the third Note marked C r

W. I did.

(Mr. Watfon's Anfwer read.)

Sir,
You aflert that I deny what you pofitively affirm Ido

not The information which I received from my Pariih-

ioners, about the fall of the Price of Spinning, feemed
inconfiftent
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inconfiftent with the Contents of your Publication. I repeat
to you that I am not (killed in the knowledge of the prac-
tices obferved in Woollen Manufa6tories I cannot from

my own knowledge, prefume to contradi6l what you, from

your profciTed extenfive inVeftigation of the fubjeft, pofi-

tively aflert to be matter of Fadl I will endeavour to

recolleft, if it can be deemed worthy of recoUedlion, that

you have unequivocally contradidled the idea, which I had

conceived, from the information of my Parifhioners.

I have befor faid, that I wifhed to believe, that thro*

ignorance you had mifreprefented a matter of Fa6t You
cannot think that I have injured your chara6ler, by lup-

pofing you liable to error.

But I affirm, that it will be a violation of Truth, if you
maintain that I have, in various companies, ftudiouily en-

deavoured to accufe you of wilful mifreprefentation I beg
leave to decline any future correfpondence with you upon
the fubjedl of the ** fall in fpinning" at Fenflanton I would
wifli to profefs the apparent fentiments, of that perfon, or

thofe perfons, who humanely and ftudiouily endeavoured
to deliver your Pamphlet from the incumbrance of its

Appendices, by tearing them from the Copies that were
fent to the different Bookfellers. I would be far from de-

iiring, that by any exertion of mine, the remembrance
even of thefe lucubrations, fhould be attached to the main

body of your Publication. The intention of their repa-
ration from it, doubtlefs was, that they might be configned
to Oblivion that peaceful Afylum where enthufialfic

Rhapfodies and chimerical Theories, having loft their novel

excentricity, repofe undifturbed from perfecution, being
fecured by their own intrinfic infignificancy.

I am, Sir, Your Humble Servant,

J. WATSON.
Sydney Coll. March 17.

Dr. K. By whom did you fend that anfwer to Mr.
Frend ?

W. By my bed-maker, John Smith.
Dr. K, Did your bed-maker bring you any atifwer?

W. He did.

(The Court ordered that John Smith be cited to ap-
pear on the next Court Day.)

Dr. K. Have you any particular Reafon to think that
the Notes marked A. B. C. came from Mr. Frend of Jefus

College?
W. I have.

Dr. K. Pleafe
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Dr. K. Pleafe to give that reafon to the Court.
W. The firft time I met Mr. h'rend in public, after the

receipt of the third note, he ufedto me the words,
*' Our

Ccrrefpondence has ceafed^^

Dr. K. Had you any other correfpondence with Mr
Frend in writing, rmceChriftmas?
W. Not to the beft of my recoIle<Slion.

Dr. K. Is there any other reafon you would produce to
the Court ?

W. No.
The Witnefs crofs-examined by Mr. Frend.

Mr. F. Have you not reafon to believe, that the infor-

mation you received from Fenftanton, was not true ?

W. At the time I received the information, I thought
it true; fmce that time 1 have not fearched into it, being
fatisfied with what Mr. Frend had ihewn me,
Mr. F. What did Mr. Frend fhew you ?

W. Several papers fince our correfpondence*
Mr. F. What did thefe papers relate to ?

W, I do not exactly know.
Mr. F. Were they certificates?

W, I believe onemiglit have the form of a Certificate,

Mr. F. Were they all written papers ?

W, 1 believe not.

Mr. F. Have you any recolledlion of what the printed

papers referred to ?

W. I remember feeing one printed paper particularly.
Mr. F. 1 beg you to relate, what the printed paper

contained.

W. I believe it contained a fcale of the Prices of Wool-
Spinning, but 1 cannot fwear that it did.

The Court was then adjourned to Monday next, at ten

o'clock in forenoon.

FOURTH COURT DAY.
At a Court holden before the Right Worfhipful Ifaac

Milner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-
bridge, and John Smith, Richard Farmer, William

Colman, Lowther Yates, John Barker, Jofeph Turner,
Francis Barnes, and William Craven, Dodtors in Divi-

nity, and John Fifher, L.L. D. his AlTeffors, between the

hours of ten and two on Monday the thirteenth of May,
^793, in the Senate-houfe of the faid Univerfity,

Me prefent.

GEO. BORLASE,
Not. Publ. and Regiftr.

The
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The Office of the Judge T Francis Hodfon fworn and

promoted

By Thos. Kipling, D. D.
examined, alfo E. Kilvington,

J. Plampin, T. Newton, J.

againft
'

Merrill, J. Bowtell Sen. J.

William Frend, M. A. and Bowtell Jun. H. Alger, ex-

Fellow ofJefus College. J amined, and J. Smith, and

W. Mathew, L.L. B. fwoni

and examined.

FRANCIS HODSON called by Dr. Kipling and fworn.

(The Cambridge Chronicle and Journal was given
to him, dated February 9th, 1793.)

t)r. Kipling. Are you the Printer of that News-

Paper ?

Witnefs. Yes.

Dr. K. Read that Advertifement.

W. In the Prefs, and, &c.

Dr. K. By what authority did you infert that Adver-

tifement ?

W. A Gentleman of the University brought it to me
en February the 6th, and defired me to infert it, and paid
me for inferting it.

Dr. K. Was it Mr. Frend himfelf ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Do you know who the Gentleman was?
W. It was the Rev. Herbert Marlh, Fellow of St.

John's College.
Dr. K. Have you the writing which Mr. Marlh left

with you ?

W, I have.

Dr. K. Produce it to the Court.

(Produced and read.)
** In the Prefs, and in the courfe of next week will be

publiflied, PEACE and UNION recommended to the
** aflbciated Bodies of Republicans and Anti-Republicans,

by William Frend, M. A. and Fellow of Jefus Col-

lege."

The Rev. HERBERT MARSH, M. A. was called, but

reprefented to the Court, that he was a near Relation

and a private friend to the Defendant, and defired

therefore that his evidence might be difpenfed with,
which was confented to by the Promoter.

The Cambridge Chronicle and Journal, dated i6thof

February, was then given to Mr, Hodfon.
Dr. K. Are
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J3r. Kipling. Are you the Printer oT that News-Papef?
Witiiefs. Yes.
Dr. K. Read that Advertifement.

W. This day is publifhed, &c.
Dr. K. By whofe order did you infert that Advertife-

ment ?

W. By Mr. Trend's own order perfonally.
Dr. K. Mention to the Court what paffed between you

and Mr. Freud, relative to that order.

W. I cannot recolleft the exacSl words, but Mr. Frend
defired me to repeat his advertifement in the next paper, and
to fay,

"^ This day is pubhfhed."
Dr. K. Did he make ufe of any other words?
W. Not to my recoliedtion.

Dr. K. Did you receive a Note from Mr. Frend foon

after that converfation?

W. I received a note in the name of Mr. Frend, faying
that he had omitted to defire me to add " the Price of One
Shilling."

Dr. K. Produce that note to the Court.

(Produced and read).
Dr. K. Have you ever feen Mr. Frend write?

W. Yes.

Dr. K. Do you think thofe Notes were written by Mr.
Frend ?

W. I am of opinion they were, but I would not be

confidered to fpeak pofitively.
The Court defired him to give his Reafons for thinking
them the hand-writing of Mr. Frend.

W. The reafons are, that the refpedl I have for Mr.
Frend, as a Gentleman of Literature and a Member of this

Univerfity, would not have permitted me to infert an

Advertifement, to which his name was annexed, unlefs I

fuppofed, 1 had his own authority for doing it.

Rev. E. KILV1NGT0N,M. A. called.

Dr. Kipling. Whofe hand-writing do you believe that

to be in both thofe notes ?

Witnefs. Mr. Frend's.

Dr. K. Have you feen Mr. Frend write within thefe

two years
?

W. 1 am now, upon recolle6lion, prepared to fay, that

I have.

Dr. K. Have you read any of Mr. Frend's hand-

writing, which you have feen tim write within thefe two

years ?

W. I have. Rev.
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Rev. JOHN PLAMPIN, M. A. called.

Dr. Kipling. Look on thofetwo notes Whofe hand-

writing do you believe it to be ?

Witnefs. 1 believe it to be Mr. Frend's, but am not fo

certain of it as I was of the others.

Rev. THOMAS NEWTON, M. A. called.

Dr. Kipling. Look at thofe two notes Whofe hand-

writing is it?

W. I cannot fpeak pofitively, but I believe it to be

Mr. Frend's.

JOHN MERRILL called again.
Dr. Kipling. Have you ever received into your houfe

any one Copy of ** Peace and Union, 6cc." by William

Frend, befides thofe 50 copies which you mentioned in

your former evidence?

W. I never received anymore than that parcel on the

I3tli of Feb. laft. <

JOHN BOWTELL Sen. called again.
Dr. Kipling. Have ycu ever had in your houfe, either

as prefents, or for fole, any Copies of the Pamphlet, in-

titled " Peace and Union," that were not contained in the

parcel, which you have told the Court, was opened by
Mr. Frend at your houfe, and in your prefence ?

Witnefs. None that I have it^w.

Dr. K. Do you not think you would have fcen them,
had there been fuch ?

W. Yes, I think I fliould, had I been in the way.
Dr. K. Did you ever hear of any fuch coming into

your houfe, that were not contained in that parcel?
W. I have.

Dr. K. Do you know from whence they came ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Do you know who brought them into youj

houfe ?

W. No.
Dr. K. Who told you about them ?

W. My Nephew, John Bowtell.
Dr. K. Have you fold any of thofe Copifes ?

W, No.
Dr. K. Are they ftill in your pofTeffion ?

W. No.
Dr. K. To whom have you delivered tliem or caufed

them to be delivered ?

G W. I
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W. I have neither delivered them to any body, nor

c^ufed them to he delivered.

JOHN BOWTELL Jun. called.

Dr.TCipling. Have any Copies of the Pamphlet, in-

titled ** Peace and Union, &c." heen brought into your
Mafler's ho\ife, befides all thofe Copies of that Pamphlet,
which were taken out of a parcel opened there by Mr.

,

Frend ?

Witnefs. I brought fomein myfelf.
Dr. K. Do you recollefl how many you brought in ?

W. No.
Dr. K. From whom did you receive thofe copies ?^

W. I fetched them from the Inn where the Carrier fets

T3p at?

Dr.K. What Carrier?

W. The St. Ives.

Dr. K. To whom were they dire6^ed ?

W. They were diredled to our houfe, I think for Mr.
Frend.

Dr. K. Who ordered you to go to the Carrier's for

them?
W. Mr. Frend.
Dr. K. What did you do with thofe Copies ?

W. Mr. Frend deiired me to unpack them.
Dr. K. Where was you when he defired you to unpack

them ?

W. In our own houfe.

Dr. K. Do you know what became ofthem afterwards ?

W. They were fent to London.
Dr. K. Did you take them to the London Carrier

yourfelf?
W. Yes.
Dr. K. How do you know they were Copies of the

Pamphlet,
" Peace and Union, &:c."

W, I faw fome of them untied, and faw the Title-

Pages.
Dr.K. When?
W. About the 1 6th or 17th of February, on Thurfday

oight, and they were fent to London the fame night.

Mr. Frend crofs-examined the Witnefs.
Mr. Frend. Do you remember feeing Mr. Frend be-

fore at your houfe, packing up, or unpacking parcels?
Witnefs. I have feen Mr. Frend one or two days before

in our houfe unpacking a parcel,
Mr.F. But
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Mr. F. But within thefe three or four years lafi:, have

you feenhim frequently unpacking parcels, orcaufujg them
to be packed ?

W. I do not remember that I have.

JOHN BOWTELL Sen. called again.
Dr. Kipling. Have any Copies of the Pamphlet been

fentfrom your houfe to Mr. Merrill or Mr. Lunn for fale,

which were not taken out of the parcel you faw Mr.

Frendopen?
Witnefs. I cannot tell I do not know ofany.
Dr. K. Have you ever fold any copies with the Ap"

pendix annexed ?

W. I do not recollefl that I have fold one with the

Appendix annexed.
Dr. K. Was the Appendix torn from any Copies of

the Pamphlet at your houfe?

W. Yes, it was cancelled.

Dr. K. Who cancelled it?

W^ Idid,

Dr. K. Bv whofe order ?

W. By Mr. Frend's.

Dr. K. To whom have you given credit in your books,
for the money you have received, for the pamphlets fold

by you ?

W, To Mr. Frend.

Queftion from Mr. Frend. Do you recolIe(5k feveral

parcels of books of various authors, in the courfe of four or

five years, packed or unpacked by me or my order, at your
houfe ?

W. I do,

HARVEY ALGER called again.
Dr. Kipling. Did you deliver both the Copies of the

Pamphlet, which you purchafed by my Order, at Mr.
Lunn's or Mr. Bowtell's, into my hands, on the rfk

Court Dffy, or one only?
Witnefs. Only one.

Dr. K. Which of them was it?

W. That which I purchafed at Mr. Lunn's.
Dr. K. How do you know it was that Pamphlet in

particular?
W. I marked it with an L.
Dr. K. Did you fee me take the very fame Pamphlet

from the Table in the Court, on that Day ?

W. I did.

G2 Dr.K. How
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Dr, K. How do you know it to be the fame?

W. By the marks which were on it.

Dr. K. At what Time did I take it from the Table ?

W. At the Time the Court broke up.
Dr. K. To whom did 1 deliver it?

W. To me.

Dr. K. When and where ?

W, At the Table, at the Time the Court broke up.

JOHN SMITH called and fworn.

Dr. Kipling. Do you know Mr. Frend by Sight?
Witnefs. Yes.

Dr. K. Do you remember carrying a Note to him
from Mr. Watfon of Sydney, within thefe two or three

months?
W. Yes.

Dr. K. Did you deliver it into Mr. Fiend's own
hands?

'

W. I did.

Dr. K. What did Mr. Frend fay to you on that oc-

cafion ?

W. It required no Anfwer.
Dr. K. Is this the only Note you ever took from Mr.

Watfon to Mr. Frend?
W. Yes.

Dr. Kipling then read the third Article (pag. lo) and
alfo the twenty-ninth Page of the Pamphlet

" Peace and

Union," beginning from the Words " The Liturgy, &c."
to the Words " fuch Compofitions ?" and referred the

faid Article to the Judgment of the Court.

After Dr. Kipling had read the fourth Article, (page lo)
he begged leave to add a few words concerning it; as fome

perfons, he found, doubted, whether thefe words " the great

body of Chriftians," which occur in the 37th page, were
intended to mean the Church of Rome only, or included

the members of the Church of England. To find out

their true meaning he defired the Court to obferve, that in

the exhortation, with which tlie paragraph concludes, are

mentioned only thofe Churchmen and Diflenters, who
*'

rejed; many points ellablilhed in the Romifli Church ;"

and that therefore the Charge
" of worfliipping created

Beings," which is the fubje6t matter of this paragraph, is

laid by the Author of the Pamphlet, not againft the

!Romim, but aganift the Reformed Church ; in which lat-

ter is contained the Church of England.
Dr.
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Dr. Kipling then read the 5th Article (page 10) and part

of the 39th page of the Pamphlet, beginning at the words,
*' the Chriftian World," to the words,

"
Spirit of Chrifti-

unity,'* and adduced the Cafe of Charke, Fellow of Peter-

Houfe, in 1572, who was expelled his college, and baniflied

from the Univerfity, for having aflerted, that among the

Minillers of the Church of Chrift, there ought to be no

fuperiority or pre-eminence whatever.

Dr. Kipling then read the Sixth and feventh Articles,

(Page 10.) and called

Wm. MATHEW, EsQtj L.L. B. who was fworn,
and depofed as follows :

Dr. Kipling. Was Mr. Frend Fellow of Jefus Colleg*
in the month of February laft, and does he continue Fellow
at this time?

Witnefs. He was Fellow in the month of February
laft, and is Fellow at this time.

Dr. K. On what ground do you affirm that?

W. On two Grounds The firft, becaufe the admiffionL

to his Fellowship in Jefus College appears upon the Re-

gifter of the College, and becaufe 1 pay to him fuch

money, as is due to him as Fellow.

Rev. JOHN PLAMPIN, M. A. called.

Dr. Kipling. Do you know that Mr. Frend was Fellow
of your College, in the month of February, apd that he
continues Fellow?

Witnefs. Yes,

The Vice-Chancellor directed the Regiftrary to produca
the Book of Degrees, and the Supplicat for the admiflion

of Mr. Frend to the Degree of M. A. at the next Court.

Dr. Kipling then read the 8th Article (page 11) and

part of flatute " De concionibusy^ from the word *' Prohi-

bemus^'' to the end ; and the Grace, palTed in the year

1603.

The 9th Article (page 1 1) was then read by Dr. Kipling,
and the Vice-Chanceilor appointed the next Court-Day for

Dr. Kipling to make his obfervations on the Evidence.

Adjourned to Friday the 17th infl, at ten o'clock in the

forenoon,

FIFTH
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FIFTH COURT DAY.
At a Court holden before the Right Wor/hlpful Ifaac

Milner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-
bridg^e,

and John Smith, Richard Farmer, William
Cohnan, Lowther Yates, John Barker, Jofeph Turner,
Francis Barnes, and William Craven, Doctors in Divi-

nity, and John Fifher, L.L. D. his AfTeflbrs, between the

hours often and twelve of Friday the feventeenth of May,
1793, in the Senate-houfe of the faid Univerfity.

Me prefent.
GEO. BORLASE,

Not, Publ. and RegiHr.

The Office of the Judge! The Book of Degrees, and

promoted the Supplicat for the admif-

by Thos. Kipling, D. D. ^ fion of William Frend, to the

againft j Degree of Mafler of Arts,

WilliamFrend,M. A.and I was produced by the Regif-
Fellow of Jefus College. J trary, and Dr. Kipling was

J,
heard upon the evidence here-

tofore produced i this Caufe to the Court,

He began with expreffing his acknowledgements to the

Court for their patient attention during the trial, and for

their prefent indulgence. His aim now was to colledt and
combine the fcattered parts of the evidence Arrangement
would communicate energy ; a perfpicuous conne6l:ed detail

would aid the decilions of juftice, remove the hefitation,

which might have arifen from fufpence, and imprefs a

deeper conviction, where its force had been weakened by
the interruptions andtedium of the Trial. In my remarks

however, he faid, I Ihallbe as concife as poflible, and fhall

catefully avoid every thing impertinent and perfonal.
-

And, if any thing of this nature fhould fall from the De-

fendant, he left it to the Authority of the Court to reprefs it.

Whilft at the f me time it would be a confolation to him,
that the Accufer had not, in that refpeift, been the Ag-
greffor; that invedtive was deprived of the plea of reta-

liation.

After this introdudllon, Dr. Kipling repeated the charge
which had been brought againft Mr. Frend, and explained
the principal ftep which he had taken, previous to the trial,

in order to eftalilifh its truth. Not aware of any objekion
to the teftimony of a domeflic to a plain matter of fa6t,

tehad diredled his fervant, Harvey Alger, to purchafe two

copies
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copies of the pamphlet, intitled " Peace and Union,'* at

different bookfellers. And the Court had now heard his

depofition, that in compliance with his Mafter's orders, he

did on the 19th of lafl: April, buy two copies, one at Mr.

Bowteli's, and the other at Mr. Lunn*s;. that, before he

delivered them to his Mafler, or any other perfon, he put
fuch marks upon them, as might enable him to fwear to

their identity, and in particular, upon the copy bought at

Mr. Lunn's, the letter L.
Dr. Kipling then addrefled the Vice-Chancellor, with

obferving, that the Firji refult of his Examination of
Witnefles was this, that the Pamphlet marked L. and now
in the pofleffion of the Court, was one of Twenty Copies,
which Philip Life, Mr. Lunn's Foreman, brought from
Mr. Frend, at his Chambers in Jefus College, oxi the 3d
of April.

The teflimony upon which he built this conclufion,
was arranged, as follows :

Mr. Lunn had depoled, that he received by his Agent,
in confequence of a meflage fent to Mr. Frend, 20 Copies
of the Pamphlet, entitled " Peace and Union."

Philip 1-ife, his foreman, had depoled, that he went to

Mr. Frend on the 3d of April, with this meffiige from his

mafter,
" Mr. Lunn's compliments, and having fold all

the copies of his Pamphlet, which he had from Mr. Bow-
teli's, defires to have 50 more;" that Mr. Frend gave him
20, and that he brought thefe to his mafter's ihop for

fale.

Being alked, whether Mr. Lunn had any Copies of the

Pamphlet unfold at the time of his going with the above

meffage, he ahfwered,
*' not that I know of;" and being

again interrogated, whether Mr. Lunn had procured any
other copies of the pamphlet for fale from ay other quar^
ter, between the 3d and 19th of April, he replied,

<' not to

my knowledge."
Another depolition of his Mafter was, that the only

Copies he ever had for fale, were 100, which he received

from Bowteli's, and ao, which he afterwards received from
Mr. Frend by his Journeyman; and that he thought he
had not one copy remaining in his houfe, when he fent

him to Mr. Frend on the 3d of April for fome more.
From thefe premifes then, Dr. Kipling remarked, the

conclufion is clear and decifive.

Dr. Kipling here added, that what was true of the Copy
marked L. was alfo true of that which another witnefs

had
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liad delivered to the Court on the fecond Court-Day.-
Mr. Lloyd had depofed, that he bought his copy at Mr.
Lunn's fliop on the i8th of April.

And, as if felicitous to engage the attention of the Court
in a peculiar manner, to the point and the proof before them,
he called their recolledlion to other parts of the evidence.

According to the teftimony of Bovvtell Sen. Mr. Frend had
come his to houfe on or about the 13th of laft February, had

opened a parcel which was direfted for himfelf at Bowtell's,
and which contained feveral pamphlets, and had ordered his

Nephew ('Bowtell Jun.) to take 50 of them to Mr. Lunn's.

From Bowtell Jun. they had learned, that thefe 50 copies
were delivered by him to Philip Life, and from the latter,

that he had received them into his Mafter's fhop, and that,
when they were all fold, had fetched 50 more from Bowtell's

houfe, who himfelf gave them into his hands.

After this proof. Dr. Kipling proceeded to fliew, that

even admitting it was not conclufive, there remained another,

which could not be difputed. Suppofing Mr. Lloyd's

copy, and that marked L. were not of the twenty which
were brought from Mr. Frend's chambers, they fliil muft
have come from Bowtell's houfe, and confequently from
the Defendant.

His argument was comprized in the following interro-

gatories and anfwers :

Philip Life was afked, "Do you believe, that no more than
the 50 copies, delivered to you by Bowtell Jun. as coming
from Mr. Frend; the 50 you yourfelf afterwards received

from Bowtell the Elder, and the 20 you brought from Mr.
Frend's Chambers, were ever expofed to fale in Mr. Lunn's

ihop ?" And the witnefs replied in the afiBrmative.

To the queflion,
" Had you ever for fale in your /hop

any copies of the pamphlet, intitled *' Peace and Union,'*
befides the 100 you received from Mr. Bowtell, and the

20 which your Foreman brought from Mr. Frend ?" Mr,
Lunn replied in the negative.
The hlder Bowtell was then afked, whether any copies

of the pamphlet in queftion, had been fent to Mr. Lunn's
for fale from his houfe, which had not been taken out of
the parcel opened by Mr. Frend in his houfe, and in his

Jjrefence And his anfwer was,
*' I do not know of any."

Who then, obferved the Promoter, as he recapitulated
this united teflimony, can controvert the plain inference,

that if the copies before-mentioned, which were both

purchafed at Mr. Lunn's, did not come from Mr. Frend's

ha;inbers on the 3d of April, they were ftill a part of the

parcel
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parcel opened by Mr. Frend in Bowtell's houfe, and reveft

to him as their Publiiher and Owner ?

From this accurate reprefentation, from this two-fold,

proof of the fame point* Dr. Kipling pafled to a Third par-
ticular of no lefs moment. He appeared to wifh to fpare
no inveftigation, nor could he be confcious of having done
fb. He feemed not to expe6t conviction from declamation

or artifice, but to addrefs the Judge in his true capacity,
as the fevere and fleady Patron of Truth in her plaineft
drefs.

He now propofed to fliew, that the Defendant had
iffued the copy, which his fervant had bought at Bowtell's,
and the copy, which belonged to the Mailers of Arts

Coffee-Houfe, and was diitinguilhed from the other only

by an Appendix,
For the firft, the fmgleteftimony of Bowtell was adverted

to. He had faid, that lie never faw in his houfe, either as

prefents, or for fale, any copies of the Pamphlet, except
fuch as had been taken out of the parcel opened by Mr.
Frend in his houfe, and in his prefence : and that he

thought, he muft certainly have feen them, if there had
been any others.

With refpe61: to the copy belonging to the Maflers of

Arts CoiFee-Houfe, Dr. Kipling appealed to the depofitions
of four witnefles.

Mr. Merrill had told the Court, that on the 1 3th of

February, his Maid-fervant delivered to him a bundle,

containing 50 copies, which were all he had ever received

into his houfe; and that he fent the copy before them to

the Mailers of Arts Coffee-Houfe.

Elizabeth Everfden, the Maid-fervant, had added to her

Mailer's teftimony, that ihe received from a young perfon,
about the fize of Bowtell Jun. a bundle of Pamphlets,
and was told by him, that they were to be fold for Mr.
Frend.

Of the two Bowtells, the younger fays, that, in obe-

dience to orders given by Mr. Frend in perfon, he took
a bundle of 50 Pamphlets to Mr. Merrill's fhop, and deli-

vered it to his maid-fervant; the Eider depofes, that

Mr. Frend in his prefence, ordered his Nephew (Bowtell

Jun.) to carry a bundle of pamphlets, which came out of

the parcel opened by Mr, Frend, to Mr. Merrill's houfe,
and that he knows not of any one copy being fent from hi?

houfe to Mr. Merrill's, excepting the contents of that

bundre.

The Court then, remarked the Promoter,, cannot but

H anticipate



anticipate the obfervation, which clofcs this ftatement.

Mr. Merrill having no copy for fale, but what had cctne

from Bowtell's honfe, out of the parcel opened by Mr.
Frend, they will immediately decide the claim of the

Defendant to that which was fent to the Mafters of Arts

Coffee -Houfe*

At this point of the fummary, Dr. Kipling, anxious to

carry along with his own convi6kions, thofe of his hearers,

recalled to their memories the amount of the whole pre-

ceding proofs. Out of five copies in the poflefTion of the

Court, four have come from the Defendant, either when
he was at Mr. Bowtell's, or at his own Chambers: viz.

Mr. Lloyd's, the Maflers of Arts, and the two purchafed

by his fervant.

He intended hereafter to {hew, that the fifth had the

fame fource, But he was now proceeding to the Fourth

jefult of the evidence. And he had, he faid, in his hand
a firing of depofitions, whofe proof could not be reflfted,

that the fale and difperfion of every copy within the pre-
cin5ts of this Univerfity, originated with the Defendant.

He was indeed aware of the obje6tion, which might be
here made, to the repetition of teflimony, but requefled,
that the nature of his fituation, as Promoter, and the

folicitude he felt, to difcharge his obligations, and to im-

prefs the minds of his honourable auditory, might be ad-

mitted as his excufe and apology.
Dr. Kipling then entered upon a narrative to this efFe6l :

A parcel diredled for Mr, Frend was brought to thehoufe
of Bowtell Sen. in the month of February. On the day
it arrived, or certainly on the following day, Mr. Frend
came and opened it in his prefence. It contained a number
of pamphlets, fome of which Mr. Frend put into his

hands. Of thefe, and of others, which he faw fcattered

about, the Titles were ** Peace and Union, &c." From
this circumflance he concluded, that the Titles of the refl

of the parcel were the fame No others, but what came out
of this parcel, has he ever feen in his houfe; and when he
fold any, he confidered himfelfas accountable to Mr. Frend
for the money.

Bowtell heard Mr. Frend order his nephew to carry two
bundles of Pamphlets, which were a part of the parcel,
one to Mr. Merrill's, and another to Mr. Lunn's. And
the nephew, in compliance with that order, took the two
bundles, each containing 50 Pamphlets, and going to the

bookfellers, delivered one to Mr. Merrill's maid-fervant,
and the other to Mr. Lunn's foreman.

The
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The maid-fefvant, according to her account, received a

bundle for her mafter from a boy, about his fize, and was

told,
" that it contained fome pamphlets to be fold for Mr.

Frend;" and fhe delivered the bundle to her mafter with
the meftage.
Mr. Merrill, on opening it, found it to contain 50 pamph-

lets with the Title " Peace and Union, Sec." fold feveral of

them, though none but what were a part of that bundle,
and gave Mr. Frend credit for the money in his account

book.
Mr. Lunn's Foreman received the other bundle of

pamphlets from Bowtell Jun. and when it was opened,
either by himfelf, or Mr. Lunn, obferved, that it aifo con-
tained 50 of the aforefaid pamphlets,
Mr. Lunn took notice of the number of the pamphlets,

and alfo of their Titles, as well as his foreman. Mr.
Lunn indeed received from Bowtell's 100 copies in the

whole, (wliich all came out of the parcel opened by Mr.

Frend) and he had hnd 20 from Mr. Frend's chambers
But befides thefe, he never had for fale any others. The
100 have been fold by him, and though he had not Mr.
Frend's exprefs diredlion to fell them, yet he expofed them
to fale, upon the prefumption, that they could not be fent

to a bookfeller for any other purpofe.
From this relation drawn from the evidence. Dr. Kip-

ling concluded, that not one fingle copy of the pamphlet
under confideration had been fold in this place, but what
came from the Defendant : That he was the publilher of

it, and had cauled h to be difperfed within the precindts of
this Univeriity.
He could, he faid, infift upon other points, as that Mr.

Lunn's foreman had received 20 pamphlets out of Mr.
Frend's own hands, at his Chambers in Jefus College, to

be fold at his Matter's fhop : But he haltened from an un-

interefting, though important detail, to prove, that Mr,
Frend is the Author, as well as the Publisher of the

Pamphlet.
Dr. Kipling requefled, that the Court would conne6l the

preceding teftimony with the language, in which the

Pamphlet is addrefled to the public. An anonymous
Author had not obtruded himfelf on their notice. The
Title-Page greets them in the name of W. Frend, and
informs them, that the book is publiftied for him, the

Author,
There is, he continued, in the minutes of the Court

more than one confeflion on the part of Mr. Fre.id of the

H 2 Truth
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Truth of what the title-page afTerts. The Pamphlet had
fcarce appeared to the world for three days, when the De-
fendant called on Mr, Merrill, and ordered him to cancel

the Appendix. Now, had Mr. Trend's name beeri put
into the Title without his knowledge, and without his con-

fent, would he have ordered the laft leaf to be torn off?

Would he not rather have diredled the bookfeller to cancel

the firft leaf ? He certainly admitted in this a6l, that the

remainder claimed, and was not unworthy of his fig'

nature.

What elfe is it. Dr. Kipling faid, but a cOrifeflion of

Authorfhip, that upon being afked by a bookfeller's fer-

vant for more copies of his Pamphlet, the Defendant

ihould immediately, with his own hands, give him thofe,

which were in his poflelubn ?

Dr. Kipling next produced and read the advertifement,

which had been fent to Mr. Hodfon, to be inferted in the

Cambridge Chronicle of the Qth of February. -It told the

fame tale to the world with the Title-Page. And the

note, in which it had been fent, had been proved by four

Witnefles to be Mr. Frend's hand-writing. Nor was this

all. In the following week Mr. Frendhadhimfelf called

on the Printer, and direded him to repeat his Adver-
tifement,

Dr. Kipling after this, reminded the Court, that they
were in pofTeffion of a fifth Copy of the Pamphlet, which
he had not yet affigned to its owner. It was that which
Dr. Dickens had produced. He repeated Dr. Dickens's

teftimony, and obferved, that he had now fulfilled the

promife he before made, of fhewing that this, as well as

the others, came from the Defendant; and he would
now prove him to be its Author, and by confequence*
the Author of the reft, which bore it company. 1 hey
differed in nothing, which at all affected the merits of
the caufe-pThere were two with an Appendix, and three

without.
Mr. Watfon, he faid, had been engaged with Mr. Frend

in an epiftolary controverfy on an aflertion contained In

the Appendix Three notes written by Mr. Frend had
been produced by Mr. Watfon. The hand-writing of
each had been eftablifhed; and in the third, Mr. Frend

exprefsly acknowledges the pamphlet, to which this Ap-
pendix belongs to be his a dire<Sl confeffxon from Mr.
Frend himfelf, that he is the author.
Here the Promoter, by a brief recapitulation of thefe

Jil proofs, clofed his review of the evidence, and exprelTed
his
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.

Vis firm conviction, that the moll fcrupulous mufl: admit
the truth of the Second Article of Acculation. Indeed,
for his own part, he faid, he had no doubt of the truth

of every charge. They had all been read to the Court,
and fpake a plain intelligible language. He held it to be

unnecefTary for him to point out the pernicious tendency of
the paffages quoted. The ordinary feelings of men would
be infulted by fuch an attempt Neither could he be called

on to unfold a criminal intent, where there was no hidden

meaning. He left to fophiflry its own devices.

Neither did he confxder it, he added, as necelTary for

him to touch on that part of his .iccufation, which had

refpe<l to the Laws and Statutes violated. No objecflion
had as yet been made to that charge^ And he flood before

a Court, which needed no counfel from him, before the

Governors of the Univerilty, a Judge and his Afjeflbrs,
who are the eftablifhed lawful interpreters of all its ordi-

nances.

Dr. Kipling then finlfhed his accurate and able ftate-

ment by faying, that, as he could not forefee what his

dverfary might alledge in his defence, he flill referved to

himfelf the privilege of reply.
The Court was adjourned to Friday next, the 24th inft,

;it ten in the forenoon, when Mr. Frend was appointed to

enter on his defence,

SIXTH COURT DAY.
At a Court holden before the Right Worfhipful Ifaac MiU
ner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-
bridge, J. Smith, R. Farmer, W. Colman, L. Yates, J,
Barker, Jos. Turner, Fr. Barnes, W, Craven, and J.
Poillethwaite, Dodlors in Divinity, and John Fifher,
L. L. D. his Affeffors, on Friday the 24th of May, I793>
between the hours of ten and three, in the Senate-houfe of
the faid Univerfity, Me prefent.

GEO. BORLASE,
Not. Publ. and Regiflr.

The OfHce of the Judge 1 Mr. Frend was heard on

promoted I his defence, having firft re-

By Thos. Kipling, D. D. ! ferved to himfelf the Power

againft j
of objedhing hereafter to any

William Frend, M. A, and Partof the Evidence or of the
Fellow ofJefus College. J Proceedings heretofore pro-

duced, and had before the

Court in this Caufe.

Mr. Frend addrefled the Vice-Chancellor 1 hope the

Court
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Court will not take advantage, if I fhoiild in the courfc of

my Defence, inadv^ertently call the Pamphlet mine, as I am
obliged to defend it.

Vice-Chancellor. Certainly not.

DEFENCE.
I.

After the Promoter has been allowed four days in ac-

cufing me, I feel myfelf happy, in having at length an

opportunity of refuting the Charges brought againft me,
and of proving, I truft, to the fatisfaftion of this Court,
that they are falfe, wicked and malicious.

This is a Gaufe of a moft extraordinary nature, fuch as

has not been known fmce the foundation of the Univer-

fity. It is a perfecution unheard of It has been carried

on in a manner that would difgrace the worft Inquifitor!
The Pamphlet, intitled " Peace and Union, ^cc." was

puhlifhed in the middle of February; at a time when the

people of England were deluded by falfe reports of fecret

enemies. Advantage was taken of this circumilance, by
a cabal formed againft me By a pretended gang, ufurp-

ing the power of the Vice-Chancellor and Heads gf

Colleges, violating the Statutes, and having no right to

examine into the contents of the pamphlet. They have

aflaulted me by every art They have ranfacked my Letters

Betrayed my private converfations They have even fum-
moned againft me my Relation ! my bofom Friend !

Private notes were handed about from college to college

they travelled from St. John's to Dr. Kipling, taking Caius

College in their wayj where they were read by Mr.
Belward.
Thus attacked, I. was not forfaken by my friends, they

chearfully came forward to give me their fupport, and I

/hall always refle(5l on their generous attachment with

triumph, and remember it with gratitude to the lateft hour
of my life.

Animae, quales neque candidiores.
Terra tulit; nee quels me fit devindlior alter.

Among the arts my enemies have employed to preju-
dice the minds of the public againft me, they have

reprefented me as unworthy to breathe as an Atheift

an Infidel. My opinions are Philofophical The
Charge of Atheifm I refute, by aflerting in the words of

the Church, my belief: that there is but one living and
true God, everlafting, without Body, Parts, or Paffions ;

of infinite Power, Wifdom, and goodncfs; the Maker
and
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and Preferver of all things both vifible and invifible >

Such is my Belief. The Charge of Infidelity I refute by
aflerting my belief, that Jefus Chrift is the Saviour of

Mankind, the only Mediator between God and Man,
through whom alone I as well as you expedl Salvation.

My third opinion is, that it is the duty of all who pro*
fefs themfelves Chriftians, to be benevolent to all men.

After having endeavoured to traduce my Religious
Character, they have alfo attacked my Political, i have
been reprefented as an Enemy to Government, a Repub-
lican and a Leveller; CharatSlers not be found in a Man of

Education and Literature. Is it to be fuppofed, that any
man can be a Leveller whofe purfuits are entirely literary,
and who would hqve no means of fupport were the level-

ling fyftem to prevail ? Were I difpofed to be a Republi-
can, I Ihould not be the lefs fatisfied with our Conilitution,
which is more republican than that of any country, where
I have travelled ; fome few Cantons of Switzerland, only
excepted. If indeed, he who wifhes the Commons to have
a proper weight, is a Republican, I acknowledge myfelf
one : At the fame time I allow that certain Powers and

Privileges are given to the Chief Magiftrate, and to the

Houfeof Peers.

1 rejoiced at the fuccefs of the French Revolution but
when was it that I rejoiced ? It was at a time when a Pre-
deceflbr of the Vice-Chancellor had given out the Demo-,
lition of the Baftile, as a fubjedt of Triumph and Con-
gratulation! Wliich of us indeed did not applaud the firft

fteps in that Revolution, or who does not view with hor-
ror their late condu6l ? Our Governors having now
entered into a War with the French, has made me
filent. I have been charged with maintaining a Corref-

pondence with the Convention; which, if true, I fliould

have no Reafon to difavow ; but I declare it to be falfe,

both as it refpedts myfelf, and other Members of this Uiii-

verfity involved in the fame Charge. I declare from my
own knowledge that no fuch Letter or Correfpondence ever

pailed between me or them.

11.

I now defire that the Second Article may be read" You
the faid William Frend, M. A. did publiih and caufe to be

difperfed within this L^niveriity a fcandalous Pamphlet, inti-

tJed Peace and Union, &c." [See Page lo.]
The Promoter did well to deprecate all perfonal reflec-

tions, after charging me with being the Author of a

fcandakus Pamphlet.-* To be fure this is not perfonal dit all!

The
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-^The vrordfcartiialous IS not zt 2M perfonaP. He had good
reafon to defire that no Perfonalities might be ufed. If I

chofe to be perfonaly I might fay, that Dr. Kipling by a

recent Publication had difgraced the Univerfity Had I

profeffed to publifh a Fac Simile of a M. S. and really

produced a Fac Contrarium, that would have beenjcan-
dalous had I prefixed to it a preface, the Latinity of which
was derived from Beza, and not irom Cicero, that would
indeed have been Vifcandal to the Univerfity. As to the

Pamphlet in queftion, 1 know it is not fcandalous in the

Opinion of many Members of the Houfe of Lords, many
Members of the Houfe of Commons, many Members of
this Univerfity.

Evidence of Authorfhip is either external or internal.

External from the Author's Declaration, orfrom Witneflcs;
the former not producible in a Court of Juftice, becaufe no
Confeffion before Trial is valid. The validity of Witnefles

mufi depend on their character ; and in works of Literature

on their Competency, The ignorant and illiterate are not

competent.
Internal evidence is derived from the book itfelf; from

a fimilarity of ftyle with a perfon's public fpeeches, or his

publications, f or Example. If the Promoter's Preface

had been brought to me; from the elegance and

purity of ftyle fo much refembling, what I have often

heard him utter in the Divinity Schools and in the Pulpit,
I fliould certainly have concluded that the Writer could

be no other than Dr. Kipling. But fuch proof, however

fatisfadlory among Men of Letters, cannot be admitted in

a Court. And for this reafon the Promoter was not allowed

to produce other Pamphlets, faid to be written by me.
It has been argued, that the Pamphlet intitled " Peace

and Union" was written by me, becaufe my Name is in the

Title Page, in confutation of this Argument, I produce
a Volume of Seimons, which in the Title Page are faid to

,
be by Dr. White, but which were the joint produ^tiqn of

a Diffenting Minifter and a Member of this Univerfity.

Again, another Example occurs in the Promoter's Publi-

cation Codex Theodori Bezze Cantabrigienfis I do not

pretend to a deep Knowledge of the Latin Language, but

I have been told by thofe who have a better Title to the

Name of Critic, that the Words are to be conftrued thus.

Codex, the Book, Theodori Bezse, of Theodore Beza,

Cantabrigienfis a Cambridge Man : therefore, if any Faith

is to be given to Title Pages, Theodore Beza was a Cam-

bridge Man Now if any twenty /even ihould take a Dif-

guft
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gufl at a particular PafTage in this Book, and, learning froro

the Title-pnge that Be'Za was a Cambridge Man, fiiould

cite him into the Vice-Chancellor's Court, Beza would be

returned, non eft inventus but if he cannot be found he
is not the Author.
Some time ago, Epigrams, reviling the Vice-Chanceilor

and Heads of Colleges, were attributed to a celebrated

Mathematician, who found it neceflary, in a public Man-
ner, to difavow them. Thefe were the Produdtion of a

Gentleman famous for his eloquence.
But the Title Page was in my own hand writing!
This is no Evidence that I ani the Author. I might be

employed as a Copyer by the Author.
But I delivered -the Pamphlets for Sale !

Perfons often deliver the Pamphlets of cither Authors :

Thus during the Difcuffion of the Teft A6t, I diiperfed

many Copies of Bifhop Hoadley's Tradl:. indeed 1 have
an Agent her whom 1 employ to fend Books into different

Parts.

The WitnefTes produced by the Prortiotef werd Book-

fellers, Bookfeller's Boys, and a Mr. Lloyd 'The Pro-
tnoter failed in his Proof that the Copy exhibited in Court,
\vas one of the twenty brought from my Chambers : For
Mr. Lunn did not affirm that all the Copies which he had
from Bowtell were fold before his Journeyman came to my
Chambers for more. The Printer was called to prove that

the Advertifement of the Pamphlet was by my Order he

iaid, that after the firfl Advertifement, he received a Note

ordering a fecond Advertifement. Being afked whether

the Note was in my hand writing, he would not fwear to it,

though he has feen more of my hand writing than any
'other Perfon whatfoever. He had fome Regard for an

Oath ! Two Witneffes of the Univeirfity were then found
'-

I - . Arcades ambo,
Et jurare pares et refpondere parati,

who both immediately fwore to the Hand-writing.

Kow for the catechifing of Mr. Lloyd !

Enter Mr. Lloyd.
Pr. Kipling. What is that you have in your hand?

Anfwer. A Book.

Pr.K. What Book?
W. ** Peace and Union"

Pr. K. Where did you buy it ?

W. At Mr. Lunn's.

I Dr. K. Fcf
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Dr. K. For what purpofe ?

W. For the purpofe of bringing home the charge againft
Mr. Frend.

Thus did he confefs, that he was prepared by the Pro-

moter, and came for the cxprefs Purpofe of convidting
me!

My Accufers bring their fecond Proof from Letters

which pafled between me and Mr. Watfon, but there is no

proof from them : for nothing contained in the Letters

fubftantiates the Book The Notes written by Mr. Watfon

only fpeak of the Book as ^uhlljhed by me. Great ftrefs has

been Laid upon a Paifage in one of my Notes, but what
does it prove? Let us read it and judge

*' Mr. Frend did

not^ in his former Note refer to his Publication." Now ob-

iferve the Maimer in which I am proved to be the Author
I do not refer to the Book, and therefore it mujl be mine !

Nothing in the World can be clearer.

In the Courfe of Mr. Watfon's Examination, an honeft

Countryman, as I am informed, being ftruck with the fre-

<}uent Repetition of the Words *' Wool and Wool-Spin-
ning;" and fomehow unaccountably concluding that Mr.
W. was the Perfon under accufation, exclaimed. Ah ! the

Matter's plain enough: Poor Man ! he fartenly ftole the

Wool!
The WitneiTes are all inadmiflible becaufe they are of the

twenty /even, Againfl one of them I have a Charge of a

more ferious Nature, which I bring forward with Concern
He has difgraced himfelf in the Face of the Court. 1

will not truft to my Memory, but will read his Words as

I have fet them down.
** The fludied Attentions which Mr. Frend fhewed to

* me, as he did I believe to all thofe whom he wilhed to
<*

profelyte to his opinions, &c." (See page 33) This is

a Charge heavier than any brought againft me by the Pro-

moter, and which I could have refuted from Mr. Kilving-
ton's own Letter if I had been permitted to produce it. I

was then Tutor of a College, and however lightly others

may think of the office of a Tutor, I have too high an

opinion of the facred Nature of that office, to think of in-

forcing my particular Tenets, on thofe committed to my
Care. Belides, who are they that wereaddi6led to making
Profelytes? The Scribes and Pharifees, who compafled Sea
and Land to make one Profelyte ! What is their Character?
We are told by Chrift himfelf that they were Hypocrites.
There is a fet of Men, to whom this Imputation may be

mpre properly applied, who imitate the Pharifees of old

with
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with their melancholy countenances, and their long Pray-
ers. The Charge of making Profelytes when applied to
me is evidently falfe.

The Diftribution of Books is no proof of Authorfhip,
I have diftributed in the laft 6 or 7 years no fewer than

10,000.
I cannot conceive for what end Dr. Dickens was cited.

He is an elderly gentleman, who has often afforded us amufei
ment in the Combination Rooms at Chriflmas, and with
whom I frequently divert myfelf. His Evidence amounted
to this. He came to the Printer's at St. Ives, where I was,
took up a Copy of Peace and Union, and carried it off,

which is the fame thing, he maintains, as if I had given it

to him.
But were every thing elfe valid, the Court cannot pro-

ceed to pafs fentence upon a Record, which has been in

the hands of the Promoter.
The civil Law requires Evidence to be in Writing. The

common Law allows no Evidence to be heard out of Court ;

(Cafe of Metcalfe and Dean.) The Jury after going out of

Court fent for a Witnefs to re-examine him privately t

The Judge fet afide their Verdidl, although the Evidence
was not alia aut diverfa.

Dr. Kipling has been guilty of many Informalities, in

reminding Witnelles, what they had before depofed, pre-

paring them calling them and recalling them. Bcfides

the Witneiles were examined in each other's Prefence; nay
even confronted to prove perfonal Identity (in the cafe of

Merrill's Maid and BowtcU Jun.) Moreover one of the

Witnefles is a menial Servant of the Promoter, and therer

fore not admiflible.

Teftis non eft, cui imperari poteft.

Hand-writing is not to be allowed as Evidence, from the

cafe of the feven Bifliops r.And from the cafe of that great
man Algernon Sydney. Others of the Witnefles were

not admifhble, becauie, Nemo in propria Caufa eft idoneus,

Lloyd and Kilvington were among the original accufers;

and the latter not to be credited becaufe he had uttered- a

deliberate Falfehood ; and as he was falfe in one fadl, it w^s
fair to conclude, that he was falfe in all.

Here Mr. Belward rofe and faid,

Mr. Vice Chancellor, I beg leave to obferve, that Mr.
Trend's affertion, that private Notes fent from St. John's;

College to Dr. Kipling, had on their W^ay, been read by
meat Caius College, is a Falfeliood.-rJ never fa\y them'.*

I 5i Mr



Mr Frend replied. Perhaps I wasmifmformed Tafk Mr.
Belward^s Pardon. It is a matter of no confequence.
The Teftimony of Mr. Plampin and Mr. Mathew is

not to be admitted, ^oth as being of the 27, and as having
fat as my Judges, and condemned me in my own College.
I here repeat my Objedtion to the Minutes, as having been

taken out of Court by the Promoter. (The CommifTary
informed Mr. F. that thefe Minutes were only helps for

the Court, and were not rnatter of Record. The Vice-

Chnncellor afked the Regiftrary whether the Minutes had
fuffered any alteration. He anfweredthat he had examined
them carefully, but had found none.)
Here Mr. F. gave in the following Proteft againfl the

Minutes.
Protefl of the ynder-figned againft the Validity of the

Evidence in this Caufe.
The Witnefles cited by the Promoter in this caufe, having

been examined in the Court upon Inferrog^itories propofed

by the faid Promoter, and taken down in writing by the

"Regiftrary of the Court before they were put to the VVit-

neifes, and the Anfwers of fuch Witnefles having been alfo

taken down by the Regiftrary, the Evidence of the feveral

WitnefTes fo recorded ny the liegiftrary ought to have been

kept in Court as an official Minute of fuch Evidence : but
the original Minutes of the Evidence, as taken in Court,

having been delivered out of the hands of the proper
Officer, and put into the cuftody of the Promoter, I do

proteft againft fuch Evidence, and do declare that it has
Joft its Authenticity, and cannot be confidered as the fame

Evidence, or ever be made, either in this Court or any
future Court of Rpview^, the Foundation of a Judicial
Decifion.

W. FREND.
Signed by W. Frend, May 24,

*793> in theprefence of me,
GEO. BORLASE,

~
Notr. Puhl. and Rcgiftr.

- III.

Mr. Frend defired that the third Article might he read.
** You have defamed the public Liturgy of the eftabliftied

Church, by affirming that it is very far from that ftandard

of purity in Dodlrine, which is re<juired in fuch Compq-
fitions." (See page 10.)

I aflc, is the Liturgy a divine or a human Compofition ?

|f divine^ it wpuld be profane to accufe it of Imperfection ;

but
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but to ftyle a human Compofition defedive will any one

pretend to fay that that is defamation ? Every Man has a

Right to form his private Judgement on fuch a fubjedt,

and the Promoter, from his flanding and ftation, may be

fuppofed a better Judge than I can be. If I had faid that

the Liturgy was deficient in purity of Dodtrine, 1 might
have appealed to Archbiihop Sancroft, who on account of

the burial fervice, would never take Cure of Souls to

Archbifliop Tillotfon, who wiflied we were well rid of the

Athanafian Creed to the Margaret ProfeiTor, who repri-

manded Dr. Pearce, when Fellow of St. John's, for read-

ing in Chapel the Athanafian Creed. (Here the Profeflbr

arofe and faid,
" It is falfe ! I can take upon me to fay,

*' that I never cerjfured Dr. Pearce for reading that Creed.")
To the Bifhops of Loncjon and Ely, and to all the Peti-

tioners for the Reform of our Articles.

If I had faid, there were Imperfedlions, I might bejufli-
fied by the Mis^tranllation of the Pfalms, " Let his Wtfe
be a Widow, let his Children be fatherlefs, and let the Ex-
tortioner take all that he harh." (Pfalm 108 : 9, 10.) Is

thereany Man here, who would wifh fo much ill to the worft

of his Enemies? Did thofe words come from David? Will

any Jew repeat thofe Words ? Any one that underftands

the original will not be deceived by this Error of the
Tranflators. I might alfo inftance the antiquated Lan-

guage of the CoUedis :
" Prevent us, O Lord, in all our

doings" when the defign was, to invoke the fuccour of the

Almighty, Thefe and other PafTages might be altered

with advantage, for common ufe.

I might appeal to Royal Authority, that of James L
when King of Scotland. " Our Neighbour Kirk has a

Liturgy much like the Mafs; it wants only the Liftings.'*
It appears that the above Royal Perfonage was not ac-

quainted with the excellencies of the Englifh Liturgy at

that time, for he afterwards altered his fentiments. The
Englifti Liturgy, when confidered colle6lively, is far fupe-
rior to the Romilh, Greek, or Hebrew; but ftill it cannot
be denied, that other Services are in fome parts fuperior to

the Englilh : thus in the paffages out of the New Tefta-

ment, the Greek has the Advantage : in the Pfalms, the
Hebrew. But I beg it may be underllood that I maintain,
that on the whole, our Liturgy is fuperior to any other
cftabliflied Liturgy.

In this third Article, the Promoter is guilty of a falfe

quotation, for he has omitted ^Arrangement and Language^
and retained only Doeirine, If any Perfoa fnould fay that

the
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the Vice-Chancellor was too remifs in fome pafticulars, in

others too fi:ri6V, and in many unexceptionable; he would
by no means be confidered as charging the Vicc-Chancellor

' with culpable Negle<St in the Execution of his Office, taken

collectively.
Now it may be true, that the Liturgy is far from the

^andard of Purity on three Accounts taken conjointly^ and

yet it ought not to be inferred, that the Author charges the
Do6lrine taken Jingly, with being far from that flandard.

When the Promoter was afked hisReafon for the Omiffion,
he replied, becaufe he did not underiland the meaning of

Purity of Arrangement. He might have improved his

Underflanding if he had confulted the Margaret Profeffbr,
who in the preface to his Sermons has explained it. If he
would now and then look into thofe vile authors, Virgil
and Horace, whom I contefs that I fometimes perufe, he
would have read,

Cui lela potenter erit res,

Kec facundia deferit huncj nee lucidus ordo

IV.
I defire that the 4th Article may he read.

('In this Mr. Frend is accufed with charging the Church
of England with Idolatry) See page 10.

This Charge is quite ridiculous. I am inclined to con-

je6lure, that the Promoter has been imitating the Example
of a Spanifh Promoter, (as defcribed in the celebrated

Novel Gil Bias) who attended by his Accomplices, and
drefled as the learned Promoter is, in a black Gown, iu

the Garb of the Holy Inquifition, knocked at an honeft

Man's Door, and enquired of the Boy Does your Mafter
eat Pork ? I do not remember that he does. Write down
that he is a notorious Jew. You doubtlefs eat Lamb
fometimes. Yes fometimes, we had fome lafl Eafler. Write
down that he keeps the paflbver. Is he fond of Children?

Yes, very fond Write down that he feduces Children into

his houle to cut their Throats. Does he fpend one day of

the week in total inaction ? He fliuts himfelf up on fome

days in his Clofet for a long time Ah ha! he keeps the

Sabbath! Write down that he fabbatizes. Thus the Pro-

moter, and his Familiars, affembled with a determination

to find out fome Charge againft the Pamphlet. For fome

time, he fought without fuccefs^ At length, a Gentleman
famous for his eloquence found out "

Orgies of Bacchus''

Inftantly there was a Cry, write down. Idolatry What
more? ".Rites of the Eucharift" Write down, he d^ide?;

theEucharift. However ^
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' However ridiculous this may appear, the Intention was

not lefs malignant. Let the Promoter bJufli when he re-

fledls on it ! Have 1 indeed been guilty of coupling the

Orgies of Bacchus with the Rites of the Eucharifl? He

may indulge in the former, but let him not accufe me of

profaning the latter, which I revere as an Ordinance mfti-
^

tuted by Chrift himfelf.

I am accufed of degrading the Clergy, but it is clear

that the Pamphlet does not fpeak of thole of the Clergy
of England, among whom are many of my Friends, and
who do no Difcredit to the facerdotal Function. I am re-

prefented as an Unitarian. I affirm that the Church of

England is fo. I never met with more than one Perfon

who maintained the contrary. The Promoter contends,
that by the great Body of Chriftians is intended Church-
men and Diflenters, but they are far from a majority. Ha
he fo little Knowledge of Ecclefiaftical Hiflory as to be

ignorant of the Greek and Romifh Churches? I never

called the Church of England idolatrous, I difclaim all

fuch Language, as applied to it, andl adkually did leave a

Society to which I once belonged, becaufe they w^ould

not defift from doing fo.

V.
The fifth Article read. (See page lo.)
You affirm, in Page 39 of the faid Pamphlet, that eccle-

iiaftical Ranks and Titles, are all repugnant to Chriftianity.
In this Article Ecclefiaftical Drefs is left out : I could

not underftand why, until I found upon reading the

Canon, that the Promoter was irregular himfelf in this

Particular. (Reads part of the Canon as follows) :

All Dodtors in Divinity, Law, &c. fhall ufually wear
Gowns with ftanding Collars and Sleeves, ftrait at tlie

hands, or wide Sleeves as is'ufed in the Univerfities, with
Hoods or Tippets of Silk, &c. We do further in like

Manner ordain. That all the faid Ecclefiaftical Perfons
above mentioned, ihall ufually wear in their Journeys
Cloaks with Sleeves, commonly called PriejYs Cloaks.,
-without Guards, Welts, long Buttons or Cuts. And no
Ecclefiaftical Perfon ihall wear any Coif or wrought Night
Cap, but only plain Night Caps of black filk, fattin, or
velvet. And that in public they go not in their Doublet
and Hofe, without Coats or Cafocks, and that they wear
not any light coloured Stockings.
Now I have feen him in fpite.of the Canon riding to the

Hills, without his hng Cloak, in his Doublet. BeiTdes the

Canon
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Canon fays, that the Qergy fhall wear no light coloured

Stockings, in which the ProiAoter now appears, in defiance
of the Canon.

I deny having afTerted that all Ecclefiaftical Courts ara

repugnant to the Spirit of Criftianity : There certainly
is a Court which is repugnant to the Spirit of Chrifti-

anity. The Inquifition. There are ecclefiaftical Ranks
repugnant to the Spirit of Chriftianity : the Pope and
thofe Ranks in which the Clergy claim fuperiority. The
Clergy of England all take the Oath of Supremacy In
this Country the King is the Head of the Church The
Paflage then has no Relation to them.

Vice-Chancellor. Do you affirm that the Church of

England is not intended in that Paflage?
Mr. Frend. Some Ranks and Titles are not repugnant

to the Spirit of Chriftianity. Prefbyters, Biftiops and
Deacon? are not repugnant to Chriftianity, being appointed
by the Apoftles themfelyes. Some Courts alfo are not

repugnant to Chriftianity, when they excommunicate a
Man for Miftsehaviour for St. Paul himfelf did fo The
Paflage is faifely quoted, a Method by which any thing

may l)e proved out of any thing. Thus it may be proved
even from the Scripture, that there is no God But if any
one examines the Paflage, he will find, that none but a

Fool would have faid fo. Thus Suicide may be defended:

In one place I read, Achitophel went and hanged himfelf:

and in another it is laid. Go thou and do likewife A piece
of Advice which 1 do not mean to give to the Promoter,
He has made three alterations in this fhort extradt, in-

ferting om word and leaving out two. The word hence

which he omits, plainly refers to the preceding fentence,
in which the Romifti Clergy are defcribed as claiming

Superiority over the Laity. The conftrudlion of the

paflhge is this: Hence (viz. from the afledlation of fupe-

riority) all thofe Courts, which are repugnant to the Spirit

of Chriftianity. Again in the preceding paflage (page 36)
to which bcnce refers, the Chriftian World fpoken of, is

faid to have exifted 1400 years ; the pafl'age
therefore does

not relate to the Church of England. Thedodlrine as ap-

plied to Proteftants I difavow.

VI.
The Sixth Arttcle read (See page 11). That in page 39,

you have ridiculed and reviled the Offices of Religion, &c.

-The Laity like brute beafts, &c.
I karcely know what anfwer to make to this Charge.-*-
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The Promoter faid nothing in explanation of it. I approve
of the Rites of the Church of England; the Minifters who
perform them are men of Education, and perform them
.with proper folemnity. Not with an ufurped authority, as

thofe mentioned in the Pamphlet, but by the authority of

the people, declared by zt of parliament. The paflage

evidently refers to the Church of Rome. It is in the

Romifli, not theEnglifh Church, thai; Marriage is held to

be a Sacrament. The Church of England has no office of

Sprinkling. It is the Burial of the Church of Rome
which has a Spiritual Incantation, and the words. Another

Spiritual Incantation, refer to the former one, viz. the

Sprinkling with Holy Water. The Rites performed by
our Clergy are all calculated to imprefs thofe of the fame

communion with pious fentiments. The charge really
relates to the Priefts, rather than to the Rites of Religion

for the latter the Promoter has no great regard, though
he ftands up for the dignity of the former.

SUMMARY.
The Liturgy being uninfpired muft be imperfe(3:: it is

no difparagement to it, to fay, that it has fuffered in its

arrangement, that its ftyle is fometimes rude and antiquated,
and ihould it be affirmed, that its doctrines are far from
the ftandard of purity, fuch aflertion might be juflified by
many authorities. Tillotfon, Sancroft, Bennett, Stebbing,
Porteus, Yorke, Paley. Dr. Kipling in his Prolegomena
indulged hirafelf in a fling at thofe who held the Infpira-
tion of the Evangelifts; and now would atone for it by
afcribing Infpiration to the Liturgy. If I could bring

myfelf to cite paflages from him, with as little delicacy,
as he has cited witneiles, I fliould not doubt ofequal fucceis.

She great Body of Chr'ijlians, mull refer to the Catholics,

elfe what is the meaning of that admonition ?
" Let

Churchmen and Diflenters examine (page 38) how far

they have deviated from the true faith r" It is true, fome
DifTenters have brought the charge of Idolatry againfl the

Church of England, but I have ever and ftill do exprefs

my difapprobation of fuch a charge. If the aflertion (page 39)
be underftood of all Ecclefiaftical Ranks and Courts, it is

evidently abfurd in itfelf, and contrary to fcripture, which

enjoins Excommunication, and fpecifies the ranks of

Deacon, Prefbyter, and Bifhop. I believe thefe ranks to

be confonant to the Spirit of Chriftianity. To fay that

I think them repugnant to it, is a vile calu-nny. The

paflagewas incapable of fuch a conftru(f^icn, wirhout fepa-
K rating
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rating it from the context, by omitting the word hence ind

inferring are. The article deferves no reply, from the

garbled ftate in which the pafiage is quoted. In the fame

manner, he has perverted the paflage at the bottom of the

39th page. Do the Englijh Laity fit patiently under the

dominion of Priefts like brute beafts ? Has the
En^lljb

Church any ofEce of Grace at Meals? The Author or the

Pamphlet feems well acquainted with the Romtjh Church.
The Expreffion,

" another Spiritual Incantation," alludes

to the Sprinkling with Holy Water.
Exfufflo te immundiffime Spiritus in Nom. Pat. &6.
Exorcifo te ft qua incurfet Diaboli Tentatio.

In their Burial Service they have another Incantation-

Enchanted Water. Parva Crux fuper pe6lus afpergitur

Corpus aqua benedi(5la ; not to mention their figning with
the Crofs, and burning Incenfe.

The Expreflions in the 40th page fhew, that the Rom'ijh
Church was intended In that Church, not in the Englifti,
the Clergy derive benefits from the fuperftitious prejudices
of the Laity, and the 'people are permitted to indulge in

immoral pra6lices from the Hopes of Abfolution. The
Gentleman in Black, refers to a Clergyman diftinguifhed
from his Fellow Citizens. The Englilh Clergyman is a

Citizen.

vn.
Read the Grace of 1603. The Pro6lor of the Court re-

plied, that this Grace is not to be found. The Grace
Book was fent for and examined without finding the

Grace.
And will the Univerfity look on with Patience, when

one of its Members is accufed of violating a Law which
is known to have no exiftence? Or if it ever had, has not

been a6ted upon thefe 190 years. The infertion of the

45th Statute in this Article, is an Infult upon the Vice-

Chancellor, the Court, and the whole Senate. The Pro-

moter muft know that the Vice-Chancellor could a6l upon
that ftatute only with the concurrence of the Heads of

Colleges; in a Court, different alfo from that, into which
I have been cited. But every right of an Engliftiman has

heen violated in this Trial. Would the Promoter and his

twenty-feven wifli to revive the Diflentions which tore

the Univerfity in 1603? We are now too liberal, I truft,

to devote a man to deftrudlion, becaufe he is of a different

opinion in Philofophical, Political, or Religious Subje6ls.
I fhall not enter into the confideration of the 45th fiat,

upon which I can be triid only before the Vice-Chan-
cellor
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celter and Heads, but the Promoter has precluded thai

meafure, by citing me into the Vice-Chancellor's Court.

The Vice-Chancellor reminded Mr. Frend, that the

iGrace of 1603 exifls in the Vice-Chancellor's Book.

Exifts! But how? it is fubfcribed,
" Ita Teftor,'* with-

out a Name. The Regiftrary of that day being compelled

^0 ^^rt it} {}Ut too honefl to fubfcribe tp
;^ |jali^09di

CONCLUSION. ''"-
'"

%/ I have proved that the Articles, even fuppofmg me the

Author of the Pamphlet, are without Foundation: that

1 have not defamed the Liturgy, charged the worihip of

the Church of England with Idolatry'^called Eccle-

fiaftical Ranks, Courts, &c. repugnant to the Spirit of

Chriftianity, or reviled the offices of our Church,
* I poflpone the confid^ration of the 45th Statute till I am
called upon publice confiterl. As to the Grace of 1603.
** De non apparentibus, & non exiflentibus e^dem eli

Ratio." !Even if it could be found, it is fo worded as tp

Ihew, that it never was intended to bind pofterity, for

the words pro ftatuto habeatur are omitted, as well as the

words, in pofterijm. Lt is not "fitjuis in fojlerum oppugna,-

yerit," but '*
fi quisoppugnaverit," and relates to paft, not

future offences. At nioft, it was of a temporary nature*
and like the late Alien Bill, and that againft Traiterous

Correfpondence, to be confined to particular times anfl

circumftances.- I might alfo contend, that the Senate has
no power to enadl a Grace of a penal nature fuch as this

and that if it had, this Grace would be null, becaufe, as

the Vice-Chancellor cojafei^d, it detrahitjiatutis, by alter-

ing the penalty.
The Cafe of Chark, 1572, was produced ^^y .the Pro-

moter.

I would afk him thefe Queftions.
Who was the Promoter in Chark's Cafe ?

Were Mr. Chark's Relations cited againft him ?

Were Private Letters produced againft hjm ?

Were references made to other Books of the fame
Author ?

Were the Minutes put into the hands of the Pomoter ?

Did any perfon of Rank in the Univerfity promote the
office of the Judge, to gain preferment, or to gratify a

perfecuting fpirit ?

No Pamphlet Political or Religious, can have a perni-
cious confequence. It muft be a weak government, that

can be ihaken by a Shilling Pamphlet !

K 2 Mr.
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Mr. Frend having fmifhed his Defence^ the Promoter

replied in words to the following purpofe :

REPLY.
He faid that what he had to obferve on Mr. Trend's

Defence, ftiould be confined to the following heads.

1. That the Ext ra6ls from the Pamphlet in Queftion,
did not refer to the Errors of the Roman Catholic Church

cxclufively.
2. That the Profecution was not malicious.

3. That the Defendant's objedlion was not well founded;

namely, that the Laws, upon which he was profecuted, were

ehfolete,
and therefore ought not to be enforced.

4. That the Witnefles were unexceptionable.

J. That the Author of this Pamphlet, had not in his

view the Errors of the Rom'tjh Churchy will be evident

from hence, that his Pamphlet contains advice to the aflb-

ciated Bodies of Republicans and Anti-Republicans, that is,

to Britifh Subjedls, who have no power to reform that

Church.
2. To refute the charge of malice, it would be neceflary

only to mention,that by means of a common friend, (Mr.
Marfli) he had pointed out to the Defendant, the manner \\\

which he believed his Peace might be made with theUniver-

fity, which was, by publicly acknowledging hisofFence, in

fpeaking fo degradingly of the eflablifhed Church, and
its Minifters, and by promifing not to repeat this offence.

3. Dr. Kipling obferved, that even admitting the

Statutes, mentioned in the Eighth Article, to be obfolete^ it

would by no means follow, that they ought never to be en-

forced. The enforcing of a Law depends upon circum-
jlances On fome occafions it may be more prudent to

connive at an offence, than to bring the offender to Jufl ice.

But there are times, when fuch connivance would be

criminal, as pregnant with the worft of confequences,
What was the ftate of this country when the Pamphlet
was written? What was then the fituation of our efta-

tlifhed Government? Not only of our Political, but of
our Ecclefiaftical Government ? Was it ever known, fmce
the beginning of this century, to be in greater danger ?

Was not the chief caufe of this danger the circulation of
feditious and treafonable Pamphlets ? Was not this danger
increafed to that alarming magnitude, by the unremitted

induftry of certain Writers, to infufe the Spirit of Difaffec-

tion into the public mind ? And has not this Pamphlet the

fame evil tendency ?
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Dr. Kipling then proceeded in affaring his audience,

that he would not have called on this Court to enforce

either the 45th Statute, or the Grace of 1603, on a com-

mon occafion; but that the times had of late been extraor-

dinary, and demanded extraordinary exertions.

4th andLaftly. With regard to the depofitions of Mr.

Plampin, Mr. Kilvington, and Mr. Lloyd, which were

cbjeded to by the Defendant, could it be conceived, that

three Gentlemen of liberal Education would appear before

ij^hat, or any other Court, knowingly^ to perjure them-

felves ? But the Court had been told, that the Teftimonies

of thefe Gentlemen could not be allowed, becaufe they

agreed with thirty other Members of the Senate, to pro-
fecute the Defendant in the Vice-Chancellor's Court, and

were therefore Parties in that Caufe.

Now, fuch a principle as this that the Teftimony of an

tnterejled perfon is never to be admitted, tends to fubvert

all civil fociety whatever. For inftance, in profecuting
an Aflaflin, not only the friends of the perfon aflaffinated,

but all their Fellow-Citizens are interefted in the Event.-
It is a public offence -The body politic is injured. Grant-

ing, therefore, this principle, that none fliould be fuffered

to give Evidence in a Caufe, but fuch as are uninterefied\ it

weuld follow that in a Trial for Murder, you can have
no Witnefs whatever, a// being concerned all being par-
ties in the caufe; and thus every murderer would efcape
with impunity.
To apply this to the prefent occafion, Dr. Kipling ob-

ferved, that the Defendant had been profecuted as the
Author of a L'lbel^ on our Ecclefiaflical Polity, and our
eftabliflied Religion. He faid, that Mr. Frend was not

brought before that Court to anfwer for a/>^r/od;/infult,
offered either to himfelf, or to any other gentleman con-
cerned with him in that Trial. Far from it he had
offended the feehngs of humanity, in farcaftically terming
our folemn interment of the dead,

" a Spiritual Incanta-
tion." He had defamed the Effcablifhed Church, by chargpn^
its worfhip with Idolatry. He had even dared to infult Chrif-

tianity itfelf, by coupling its mort facred ordinance with a
Bacchanalian Revel. Such then being the nature and ex-
tent of his crime, l\i?Ll all vtevQ

interejiedy all viere Parties
in this endeavour to punifh it, and to check its pernicious
influence: It followed from what had juft been faid, that
no perfon whatever, even of common veracity, much lefs
thole three Gentlemen, ought, on that account, to be re-

jev5^ed as partial and improper WitnefTes. And it muft
alfo
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alfo be evident, that it was a duty incumbent upon every
one, to endeavour, as much as in him lay, that offences of
this magnitude fhould not efcape with impunity. This

duty then, the Promoter obferved, he had fulfilled to the

utmoft of his ability, and had only to add, that he fliould

always gratefully remember with what patient attention

the Court had liflened throughout that long trial, to the

Witneffes and the Arguments, produced by him, in fup-
port of his charges agairijft t|ie

Defendant.

Mr. Frend made a ihort reply, in which ne adverted

more particularly to the firft head of Dr. Kipling's remarks,
and obferved, That if Dr. Kipling had read the Pamphlet
with due attention, he would have discovered, that the dif-

cuflion of religious fubjecSls is called' a digreffion, at the

bottom of page 41. ,^ ;,,
,,.,..

To the fecond Remark he replied, that he afked Mr.
Marfh, if he came with any authority to negociate with
"him? that Mr. Marfh replied, he had not that Mr.
Frend was to confider what was then advanced, as Mr.
Marfti's advice yo/f/y. Mr. Frend here obferved, that for

him to make, any fuch acknowledgement as was required,
would have been in effe6t to acknowledge hinifelf the

Author, without any.. Security- of avoiding the profe-
cution. -. - . _,. .

7-*"', _,.'

The third Remark was founded upon a prefumption of

danger, which never had. any exiftence, and in fa6l was

only a fi6li6n.
'. .

That with refpedil to tKe ^Vitneffes being defcribedin the

fourth remark, as unexceptionable, he had already proved
that

fpv.efaJ[^.oi[
theip wr.e ii^admill^ble,

'"..: ';'^^#^'/ '>'.'"':'..;'./.

'

Mr. Frend then delivered to the Vice-Chancellor, a

written Copy of his Defence, which he defired might be

for theperufal of himfelf an^ the Heads only.

The Court was then adjourned to Tuefday next, the 28th

inft. at 1.1 o'clock in the forenoon.

SEVENTH COURT DAY.
At a Court holden before the Right Worfhipful Ifaac

Milner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cani-

bridge, J. Smith, R. Farmer, W. Colman, L. Yates, J.

Barker, Peter Peckard, Jos. Turner, Fr. Barnes, W.
Craven, and T* Poftlethwaite, Do6tors in Divinity, and

;-':' 'joha
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Jolin Fiflier,L.L. D. his AfTeflbrs, on Tuefday the 28th

of May, 1793? between the hours of eleven and one, in

the Senate-houfe of the faid Univerfity.
Me prefent.

.

'

GEO. BORLASE,
' ' * Not. Publ. and Regiftr.
The OlEce of the Judge"! On opening the Court the

promoted I Commiflary read a fentence

4By Thos. Kipling, D. D. ! from Mr. Trend's written

againft j
Defence, (which he had given

William Frend, M. A. and into Court on the laft Court-

is . fellow ofJefus College. J Day) which fentence ap-

peared liable to mifconcep-

tion, and he then a(ked Mr. Frend, whether he wiihed

or intended to be heard on the Statute *' De concionlbusj*

by the Court conftituted as it then was? To which Mr.
Frend anfwered Certainly not.

The Vice-Chancellor then informed Mr. Frend, that

having fully and maturely weighed and confidered the

charges brought againft him by Dr. Kipling, the Evidence,
and his Defence, he was of opinion, that he the faid Wm.
Frend, was proved the Author and Publifher of the

Pamphlet, intitled Peace and Union recommended to the

aflbciated Bodies of Republicans and Anti-Republicans ;

and that by writing the aforefaid Pamphlet, and publifhing
it within the Univerfity of Cambridge, He, the faid Wm,
Frend had ofFended againft the latter part of the Statute
< De concionibuSf'' beginning with the words, "Prohibemus
ne quifquam, &c. &c."
Then the Vice-Chancellor, with the aflentof the major

part of the Heads of Colleges, as is required by the Statute,
direfted Mr. Frend to retract, and publicly to confefs his

error and temerity in the following manner :

** I William Frend, Mafter of Arts, and Fellow of
"

Jefus College in the Univerfity of Cambridge, do ac-
**

knowledge, that by writing a Pamphlet, intitled " Peace
*' and Union recommended to the aflbciated Bodies of Re-
*
publicans and Anti-Republicans," and by publifhing the

** fame within the Univerfity of Cambridge, I have
*' offended againft the latter part of the StatJite " De con-
"

cionlbusi'' as exprefTed in the following words,
Prohibemus ne quifquain in Concione aliqua in loco

communi tradtando, in Le6lionibus publicis, feu aliter pub-
lice infra Univerfltatem noftram, quicquam doceat, tracSbet,

vel defendat, contra Religionem, feu ejufdem aliquam
Partem, in Regno Koftro publicS Auchoritate receptam

et
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et ftabilitam, aut contra aliquem Statum, Authoritatem,
Dignitatem feu Gradum vel ecclefiaflicum, vel civilem,

hujus noflri R^gni, vel Angliae vel Hibernije.
** I do therefore, by the diretflion of the Vice-Chan-

"
cellor, with the aflent of the major part of the Heads

** of Colleges, retrafl and publicly confefs my error and
**

temerity, as the faid Statute requires."
Mr. Frend objeded to reading the Recantation, as he

affirmed, that he did not perfe6Hy underftand the meaning
of fome part of it. The Vice-Chancellor faid, that he
fliould have no objedlion to allow him time to confider it

fully, and ordered the Court to be adjourned to Thurfday
next, the 30th inft. at 9 o'clock in the forenoon; and Mr.
Frend was warned by the Vice-Chancellor, then and there

to appear, and to read the form before written.

EIGHTH COURT DAY.
At a Court holden before the Right Worfhipful Ifaac

Milner, D. D. Vice-Chancellor of the Univerfity of Cam-
bridge, J. Smith, R. Farmer, W. Colman, L. Yates, J.

Barker, Jos. Turner, Fr. Barnes, W. Craven, and J.

Poftlethwaite, Dodlors in Divinity, and John Fifher,
L.L. D.his Afleflbrs, on Thurfday the 30th of May, 1793,
between the hours of nine and eleven o'clock, in the

Senate-Houfe of the faid Univerfity.
Me prefent.

GEO. BORLASE,
Not. Publ. and Regiftr.

The QiSce of the Judge 1 Mr. Frend appeared, and

promoted 1 the Minutes of the laft Court

by Thos. Kipling, D. D.
y
were read.

againft J

The Vice-Chancellor ad-

WilliamFrendjM. A.and
j
drefled Mr. Frend, and faid.

Fellow ofJefus College, j that he he hoped he had confi-

dered the Form of Recanta-

tion, which had been given him on the laft Court-Day,
and that he was now ready to read it.

Mr. Frend then arofe, and began to read a diiFerent paper,

when the Vice-Chancellor called him to order.

Mr. Frend faid, this paper relates to the Explanation of

fome things which I do not underftand.. The Vice-

Charteellor refufed to hear him read it, but received the

paper, and the Heads confulted on it.

The Vice-Chancellor informed Mr. Frend, that they
adhered to their former opinion; that they had examined

the paper, which did not contain any thing that could

induce
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induce them to change that opinion. Mr. Frend faid, that
he did not undcrftand what his error was; and ftill per-
fifted in maintaining, that it did not appear how he had
offended again ft the Statute " De conc'ionibus.^'^

The Vice-Chancellor then faid, Mr. Frend, you was
heard in your defence for five hours, without the leaft

interruption ; and I would have hftened to you with the

greateft patience and attention for five hours more, if you
had chofen to Ikivc pleaded upon the Statute " De con-

cian ibus."'Yon refufed to do fo at that trae and now,
that you are convidled of having offended againfl the

Statute, you cannot be heard any longer. By the Statute
it is left to the Court to prefcribe the manner of Recanta-

tion, and you muft now anfwer fimply, whether vou will

read the Form prefcribed to you or not.

Mr, Frend. Am 1 to read this Recantation as my
own ?

Vice-Chancellor. Yes.
Mr. Frend. Read that Recantatipn ! I would as foon

cut off this hand !

Mr. Frend then delivered the following Paper, which
he faid was in Bar of Sentence, and afked the Commifiary,
whether as a Member of the Univerfity, he could not
infift upon his Privilege, that the Paper lliould be received

in Bar of Sentence?

The Court received the Paper, and read it, but did

not allow the Plea.

WHEREAS I Wm. FREND am accufed of having
offended againft a Statute of the Univerfity, by publifhing
a Pamphlet, intitled " Peace and Union, SccJ" fometime
in the month of March, at the Clofe of tlie laft Term, the

following Form of general Abfolution was pronounced

by the Vice-Chancellor's Deputy, in a Public Congrega-
tion : I do hereby plead that Abfolution, in Bar of any
further Proceedings againft me, on account ot the faid

Publication. 'm
Abfolutio in fine Termini. ^

Au6Uioritate nobis commifsa, nos abfolvimus vos abomni
levi Negligentia, forisfadlione, feu tranfgreftione Statu-

torum Privilegiorum & Confuetudlnum, & Deo et Sacra-

mentis Ecclefize vos reftituimus in Nomine Dei Patris, 6c

Filii & Spiritus Sanfli. Amen. *

W. FREND.
Exhibited in Court, #

30th May, 1793,
GEO. BORLASE, Not. Pub. & Regiftr.

L The
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\\TrtE VICE-CHANCELLOR'S SPEECH.
When the Univerfity eledled me Vice-Chancellor in the

"month of November laft, I acquiefced in their determination

with much diffidence and anxiety. The difcharge of the

ordinary duties of this important office feemed incompatible
with my indifferent ftate of health; and, if any unforefeen
trouble or difficulty fliould arife in the courfe of the year,
I confidered myfelf as utterly unfit for the management
and direction of it. I forefaw that, while the remains ot

my health might probably be wafted in a diligent and con-

fcientious attempt to do the beft in my power, my mind
would alfo be agitated with this painful reflection,

" the

dignity of the office of Vice-Chancellor fufFers, and the

difcipline and general interefts of the Univerfity are efTen-

tially injured through my incapacity."

But, though apprehenfions of this fort were naturally

fuggefled by the circumftances, I flill cheriflied a fecret

hope, that our Academical purfuits of learning and fcience

might, for the prefent year, go on fmoothly and without

interruption, and our tranquillity be difturbed by no odious

or troublefome invefligation of the caufes of irregularity
or riot.

Little did t then imagine that, in the very fhort fpace
of four months, fo refrefliing a hope was entirely to vanifh,
and that I fhould be loudly called upon publickly to animad-

vert, not upon the rafli and intemperate fallies of an in-

experienced Youth, but upon the premeditated and ofFenflve

condudl of a Gentleman with whom I had myfelf long
been acquainted, whofe ftanding in the Univerfity was

very confiderable, and for whofe talents and attainmtni^s
. I entertain the mofl fincere refpedt.

Improbable, however, as lucli an event might be, it

actually took place, and nothing remained for the Vice-
Chancellor but the painful taik of inveftigating the nature
of the offence corprnitted, and the punifhment affigned by
the Laws of the L^niverfity, and of publickly explaining
both, in the moft open and perfpicuous manner he was
able.

Onfuch an occafion, the fituation of the Judge of this

Court is jiot to be envied. Our times, whatever be the

oftence, are fingularly unfavourable to the enforcement of

rigid difcipline, and, in regard to the degrading and vilify-

mg of Eflablifhments either of Church or State, by many
it is fcarcely fuppofed poffible that an offence can be com-
mitted. Produce exifting lawsagainft fuch pradtices, and

you are told that fuch laws ought never to have been made:
that
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that tliey are a difgrace to the country, that they a.r obfo-

lete, and, perhaps, that you dare not enforce them. Others,
with more temper and plaufibility, admit that offences like

the prefent are highly blamable in themrelves,*arid that,

if you could confine your punifliments to fuch grofs and
indecent examples, there would be no room for complaint;

but, fay they, when you have once begun to ~mfli6l penal-
ties for the propagation of opinions, there will be no bounds
to the operation of fuch laws : unfair advantages will be

taken by men of captious and
arbitrary principles: the moft

inoffenfive and laudable endeavours atter improvement will

be ftifled : not a fyllable muff be uttered againft what has

once been eftabliflied: the flighteft objedlions and hints

at amendment, either of our religious or political eftablifli-

ments, will be conftrued into a confpiracy againft Govern-
ment : there is an end of the exercife of our faculties in

the difpafTionate enquiry and inveftigation
of truth. Then

the parties cry out, Perfecution ! Tyranny over the con-

fcience ! No freedom of difcuflion ! And thus, under the

fair difguife of moderation and liberality of fentiment, the

clamours of the ignorant or the difaffecled are to be an
anfwer to every fober argument that can be advanced in

favor of the moll facred and venerable inf^irutions that are

to be found in the hirtory of mankind.
It is true, indeed, that fuch popular and delufive topicks

can produce no conviction of the judgement of thinking

perfons; but it is no lefs true that too frequently they in-

fluence our pra6lice. The foundeft mental conflitution is

never wholly fecure againfl the contagion of opinion, aad
therefore the fafeft rule, in all thefe difficult cafes, is to

turn a deaf ear to every argument or fuggeftion that has a

tendency to draw the mind from the direft contemplation
of the point in queftion, and tO pay not the leaft regard
either to thofe who cry out. Tyranny and Perfecution, or to

thofe who cry out. Sedition and Hcrefy.
With fuch views and impreffions 1 entered on the inveff i-

gation of this unpleafant buhnefs.

It is a caufe of the greateft importance. A bold and
indecent attack has been made upon the religious inftitu-

tions of the country: the Statutes of the Univerfity have
been openly violated, and, if an offence of this magni-
tude be fuffered to pafs unnoticed, I think the very ex-*

iffence of the Univerfity may be foon endangered.
I do not deny that cafes of libellous publications fre-

quently occur, where it is much better to treat an impu-
dent O'fFendeF with negledt and contempt, than to gratify

L 2 th?
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the obfcure and deluded Author by bringing him forth

into publick notice and infli6ling that precife fort of Mar-

tyrdom whicli he has juftly deferved, and is abfurdly
anxious to fufter. But I maintain, on the prefent occa-

Hon, that the cafe of Mr. Frend is feparated and diftin-

guilhed, by pecuhar circumllances, from that clafs of

offences, which, from motives of difcretion, it might be

proper to pafs over in filence and contempt.
The Author of this Pamphlet is a perfon of confiderable

ftandmg in the Univerfity, and we are all of us ready to

bear tellimony to his talents and attainments. Me has

been in the important fituation of a public Tutor of a

College. He refides a good deal among us, and by his

zeal and his perfeverance is well qualified to make im-

preiTions on the unfufpefling minds of youth. He is

known to have objedliions to the eftablifhed Do6lrines

of the Church of England, and if he be permitted thus to

defame with impunity the folemn inftitutions of our Re-

ligion, and the public funlions of the Clergy, I am fure

that great ufe will be made of fuch forbearance and lenity :

our Under-graduates will foon be taught to infult the

do6trines and ceremonies of the Church to which they
belong, they will believe them to be mere political con-

trivances, and they will conclude, that as we ourfelves

dare not fupport them, even when we have the law on our

fide, we alfo, as well as others, are convinced, that they
are indefenfible by reafon, and are only induced to adhere

to them from puflllanimity or felf-interefl:.

Such, I think, is the natural inference which a ffnfible

young man would draw from the filence and indifference

f the governing part of the Univerfity, upon the appear-
ance of fuch a pamphlet as this.

I may perhaps be told, that they are mere fpeculations of

my own fancy 1 inftantly repel the infinuation by affirm-

ing a well-known fa6l, that a numerous and refpe6lable

body of this Univerfity, appear to have been influenced

in a great meafure by fentiraents of the fame fort. For
while I myfelf was hefltating, whether, as V ice-Chan-

cellor, I was not called upon ex officio, by a flagrant breach

ofpublic decorum, to animadvert, in a fummary way, upon
the Author of this Pamphlet, I was releafed from much
doubt on this head by the application of thirty-four Mem-
bers of the Senate, and mofl of them of diflinguifhed re-

putation, who requefted the Vice-Chancellor to take

cognizance of an offence which appeared to them dangerous
\r\ its tendency, and degrading to the Clergy of the Efla-

blifhmenU
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bliflitivent. And here I wk/? fay, in juftice to the laudable

and zealous efforts of the refpedlable charadlers who flood

forth on this occaflon, that I think it impojjible to conceive

a bufmefs of this fort to have been condu<5led with lefs ap-

pearance of private animofity or refentment; and I feel

myfelf bound to declare, that in the application of no one
of thofe gentlemen could I difcover the flighteft trace of a

wifh to injure or diftrefs Mr. Frend. On the contrary,

every one explained the grounds of his application in the

moft di{lin6l and guarded manner, profeiTing himfelf to

be folely influenced by a deflre of maintaining the honour
and credit of the Univerfity.

After having advanced lo much refpedling^my own
views and the motives of others, I fuppofe the minds of
feveral who hear me may be difpofed to objedl the inapti-
tude and irrelevancy of thefe reflexions, and to fuggeft
the propriety of proceeding direilly to theconfideration of
the evidence, and to the adminiftration of the juftice of
the cafe.

I openly and freely acknowledge the force of this objec-
tion, and if i have introduced reflections which feem, in

a degree, foreign to the fubje(5l, it is only becaufe great
flrefs is frequently laid upon fuch topics, and particularly by
perfons who affe6l more than ordinary candour and libera-

lity of fentiment. In order that arguments derived from fuch
fources mav have no more than their juft weight and in-

fluence, I have been tempted to oppofe this fort of reafoning

by arguments of a fimilar nature.

Having freely acknowledged fo much, let us now fe-

rioufly and folemnly approach the caufe itfelf. Let us hear
no more of Tyranny and Perfecution on the one hand, nor
of Herefy and Sedition on the other.

A grievous charge is brought againft Mr. Frend, and,
as Judge of this Court, I find myfelf bound by the moft
folemn obligations to enforce the Statutes of the Univer-

fity. I do not mean to inflnuate in the flighteft degree,
that the 45th Statute is an unwholefome or impolitick law,
but this I fay, that in my prefent fituation, 1 have nothing
to do with explaining or juftifying the policy of that law.

I find it in exiflence and I am bound to execute it. Dr.

Kipling, the Promoter of this caufe, has not alleged that

the offence comes under any general fweeping claufes of
the Statutes, fuch as that it is contra bonos moresy modejiianiy
or the like, on which account I feel myfelf relieved from
that embaraflTment which naturally attends a confcientious

difcharge of duty, in a cafe vrhere much is left to the

feeling
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feeling Sirfd to the difcretion of the Judge; but he has

pointed out certain and particular ftatutes which he affirms

to have been violated, and therefore, in cafe of conviftion,
the Court has no option.
Now the convif^ion or acquittal of Mr. Frend depends

entirely on thefolutionof two queflions. ift. Is Mr. Frend

the Author and Publifher of the Pamphlet, entitled Peace

and Union? On this head we have not the flighteft embarrafT-

ment. We think that Dr. Kipling has produced a great deaf

of fuperfluous evidence. The ad Queftion is, Does the

Pamphlet contain matter by which the 45th Statute is

violated? We are all fatisfied that it does, nor has the

eloquence of Mr. Frend convinced us that the moft

offenflve paffages in the Pamphlet do not apply, and were

not intended to apply, to the Church of England, as well

as to the Church of Rome. Tfeen, 1 fay, the Court has

no option.
Yet I am willing to paufe for a moment, and to confider

,what might be the confequences of Tifuppofed difqretionary

power in this Court.

Enumerate then the circumftances which fhould induce

the Vice-Chancellor and his AflefTors to mitigate the

penalties of this Statute. Did the Pamphlet make its ap-

pearance at a time when every well-wifher for his country
entertained the moft feriousapprehenfions for its fafety and

tranquility? Does the oldeft of us ever remember fo gene-
ral, and I had almoft faid univerfal, a concurrence and

union of fentiment in the beft chara<5lers of all parties

uniting to oppofe the influence of feditious meetings and

feditious publications? At fuch a critical time as this, Did
the Author of this Pamphlet inculcate the heceffity of

Peace and good Order? Or did he exhort the lower ranks

of people to be patient and fubmiffive in bearing the addi-

tional burthens which might be neceflary to repel by force,

the unjuft attacks of an outrageous and infolent enemy ?

Or, again, when the National Convention of France had
filled up the meafure of their crimes, by murdering their

King and deftroying all lawful Government, when their

deliberations breathed nothing but Atheifm and Anarchy,
and when they were threatening every country in Europe
with the introduction of fimilar principles, did the Author
of this Pamphlet fmcerely inculcate a refpefl for the Kittg
and Parliament of this country, and for the reformed Religion
and the funilions of the Clergy af eftahlifhed by Law ?

I a(k not whether he entered into any nice difquifitions

eoucerning improvements, or reformation in fmaller mat-

ters ;
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ters; but I afk, in one word, whether the plain obje^ df

the Author, at leaft in fnme parts of the Pamphlet, was
not to teach the degraded Laity, as he calls them, that
*' Like brute beajis they were Jilting tamely under an ufurped

authority .?'*

Is there any fatisfa6lory anfwer to be given to thefe

queftions? In the title page, it is true, there ftands in

great letters PEACE and UNION.
Is it fatisfadory to be told, that all the offenfive paffages

apply to the njembers of the Church of Rome, and not to

the Church of England ? I anfwer as I have often heard

my Lord Mansfield inftrudl a Jury Take the writing
and read it as any plain man would do, and tell us the

obvious meaning of the palTages." Upon this principle, I

firmly believe, my Afleflbrs, the Heads of Colleges, who

haveunanimoufly concurred with me in opinion, have moft

confcientioufly a6led.

But perhaps the Author is forry for his offence. This
would plead flrongly in mitigation of cenfure, and I

wifh I could have perceived, in the whole conduit of

this bufmefs, the flightefl vefhige of contrition.

Mr. Frend had certainly an undoubted right toufe his

own judgment in conducting his defence, yet ftill I cannot

but think he has miflaken the proper mode, in feveral

ways..
ifl. He has not treated the caufe with a fufficient degree

of ferioufnefs.

Did he expe6t to make an impreffion on the minds of the

Judge and his AfTefTors by legal quibbles, by ftrokes of

wit, by allufions to novels, or by endeavours to excite

fmiles in the galleries ?

adly. He might have avowed the Authorfhip, and if

confcious of having gone too far in the propagation of

principles, he might ingenoufly have faid, this I maintain to

be true, that may polfibly be defended, but here I wifli I had

flopped.

3dly. If not confcious of having gone too far, he might
hive boldly confefled and defended his principles, and in a

manly way, have fubmitted to the inflidtion of penalties,

which, according to his judgment, were arbitrary and un-

reafonable.

Whichfoever of thefe modes of defence he had chofen

topurfue, I do not perceive that he would have endangered his

reputation as a man of honour and veracity,
'

It was certainly laudable in Mr. Frend to ufe every fair

and honeft exertion of his talents to exculpate himfelf from
the
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the charges. But the Court has been at a lofs to com-

prehend in what way the continued application of fatirical

remark and virulent inveftive on the charadber of Dr.

Kipling, and on the reft of the Gentlemen who difapproved
of this ptiblication, could be confidered as ufeful to this

purpofe? Can he now fay as the great Roman did of old,
** Si nulla alia in re, modejiid certe et temperando lingua^

adolefcens fenem vicero^

Such fatire and inventive might indeed have a tendency
to debauch the fentiments of the galleries, but could not

will be fuppofed to make any impreflion upon the minds of

the Vice-Chancellor or his Afleflbrs, or of any gentleman
who had carefully read and confidered the pamphlet.

h\ the courfe of this defence it was more than injinuated,
that the Promoter of this caufe could neither write nor

fpeak a fentence of pure latin. Suppofe, for a moment,
that the Biihop of LandafF, whofe authority was fo confi-

dently appealed to on Friday laft, could permit themoft

important Profeflbrfliip in this Univerfity to be fo fcanda-

Joufly degraded and negle6bed, as this imputation on Dr.

Kipling implies How would all this exculpate Mr. Frend
from the charges that have been brought again il him ?

Again, fuppofe for a moment, that calumny could, by
poffibility, fix itfelf on the refpedtable charadbers of Dr.

Glynn and Profeflbr Mainwaring, of twelve Tutors and

Ledturers of this Univerfity, of thirty-four Members of

the Senate, who all applied to the v^ ice- Chancellor to take

cognizance of this offence; I ftill alk, how would all this

exculpate Mr. Frend from the charges that have been

brought againft him ?

But Mr. Frend has not contented himfelf with applying
the moft difrefpedbful appellations to this confiderable body
of Academical Gentlemen. He has in effect maintained,
that their evidence on oath ought to be rejected in this

caufe.

To this part of his argument, I confefs, I liflened with .

the utmoft aftonifhment.

Let us try the truth of this aflertion by a very poffible

fuppofition. Suppofe an offence to have been of fo grofs a

nature, that not only 34 but twice that number Suppofe
even the particular friends and intimates of the offender

himfelf fhould have joined the Cabal, as it has been termed

Suppofe the whole Univerfity, in a body, or by Dele-

gates, had applied to the Vice-Chancellor,
"

Sir, you mnji
take cognizance of this offence: Our charadler and credit

in the world derpand it^' will any man fay that the evidence
of
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of all thefe Gentlemen, fpeaking on oath, not to the in-

trinfic merits of the pamphlet, but to a plain fa6l, as the

buying of a book or the hand-writing of a peifon, is to
be rejec^led in fuch a caufe? This would indeed be an

alarming propofition, and enough to ftartle any confxderate

perfon. It amounts to no lefs an pbfurdity than this, that
the very greatnefs of a crime might properly become its

Ihelter and defence.

Before I put an end to this unpleafant bufmefs, by finally

diflblving the Court, I feel myfelf called upon, by the ex-

traordinary circumftances of this caufe, to fay a few words
to the Junior part of this Univerfity.
You have flxown yourfelves to be much interefted in the

inveftigation, ajid in the event of this Trial, and now that
it is brought to a concluflon, I wifli to engage your molt
ferious attention for a few moments, while 1 propofe the

following advice to your ferious confideration :

I have no intention to animadvert upon the noify and
tumultuous irregularities of condutfl by which our proceed-

ings, on fome of the former Coi^rt-Days, have been inter-

rupted. Let thefe be configned to oblivion; but let the

principles from which thefe irregularities arofe, be well

confidered, and let me ferioully exhort you to l>e upon
your guard in future againft the confequences of their

dangerous and delufive operation. I cannot fuppofe that

you have even heard diftindlly, much lefs that you can
have digefied every thing that has been advanced in the

eourfe of this trial.

Your paffions and afFelions therefore, in this cafe, are

not founded on a knowledge and underllanding of the

fubjeft. Examine yourfelves, you will perceive that they
are founded upon certain vague ideas, that the accufed

perfon has been perfecuted.
Such an unreafonable perfuafion, if not efFeilually op-

pofed by fober argument and refledlion, will foon produce
the moft deftrudtive confequences on your prajftice. And
I think it the more neceflary at this time to advertife you
of your danger, when this country has juft efcaped and
furvived a moft alarming crifis, and when feveral turbulent

and democratic fpirits ilill endeavour to perfuade the pub-
lic, that every attempt to punilh libellous attacks upon the

Conftitution and Government of the kingdom, by infor-

cing wholefome and eftablifhed laws, is a fpecies of perfe-

cution, and contrary to the imprefcriptible Rights ofMan.
Now I affirm, that in this country, wherever there is

fair ground for an accufaticm, ani where the accufed per-M fon
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Ton hns haday;V hearing, there can he no fucli thing as

]>eri"ecution. On thefe two eflential points 1 rell the

merits of the queftion. When, therefore, I look on the

[unior pait of this Univerfity, and forefee in them
the future fupports and ornaments both of the Civil

and Ecclefiaftical Eflablifhment of England, and when
I confider that they have been entrufled to our care

and nurture by relations and connexions who venerate

thefe eflablifhments, I feel myfelf authorifed to interrogate

you clofely, and to demand, whether being educated from
earlieft infancy, in the practice of frequenting the Church,
and reverencing her inftitutions, you are now prepared to

fay, on reading this pamphlet, that the accufation of

having impugned the eftablifhed Church was either frivo-

lous or opprefTive ?

I know very well how you muft anfwer this queftion,
and am perfuaded that the ingenuous difpofitions of youth
only needed this matter to be clearly flated to them.

In regard to the fecond queftion, whether the accufed

perfon has had a y^/V hearing, I have no anxiety. What-
ever notions you may have inconfiderately entertained

before the Trial, I have no doubt but that now, after the

Trial, you will tell your Fathers, your Guardians and

your Friends, that you never heard or read of a Trial

where the accufed p'erfon had a more full, deliberate, and

impartial hearing.
\ ou will tell them alfo, that the only doubt you could enter-

tain of the propriety of the proceedings might be, whether
the Judge of this Court, through an extreme unwilliiignefs
to interrupt the accufed perfon in his defence, did not carry
his patience and forbearance t6 an almoft unwarrantable

length, while he permitted the Defendant to proceed in

an unbounded ftrain of virulent and irrelevant invedtive.

Ihen you will add, and I truft, with fome eiFe6V, that the

Univerfity of Cambridge will not fufFer the facred and
venerable -inftitutions of the eftablilhed Church to be
derided and infulted; and that at a time when a profane
and licentious fpirit of infidelity and irreligion makes rapid
advances and tlireatens the deftrudtion of our eccleliaftical

fabric, there were to be found in thefe feminaries, refped-
able charatlers who could accufe with liberality and decorum,
and Judges who could condemn with firmnefi and moder-
ation.

The remaining part of my advice to you will not fatigue

your memories. It is brief; but it is important; but it is

well worth your moil ferious confideration. Beware of

entering
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entering Into religious controverfies at this period of your
lives. Whatever may be the profeffion you are intended for,

improve your underftandings by the diligent purfuit of

Academical iludies: obey your Tutors: frequent the fer-

vice of God according to the eilablifhed forms, both in your
private colleges, and in the Univeriity Church. At pre-

fent, take itfor granted, that our forefathers had fome good
reafon for fleadily adhering to, and fupporting thefe vener-

able inftitutions. I repeat it, at prefent take it for granted,
and thofe whom I perceive to be objecting to tJiefe words.
Will themfelves tell you, that it has not been my way to

take things for granted. All -I contend for is, that this is not

your time for becoming parties in controverhal matters of

Religion. It is your bufinefs to cultivate your under-

ftandings, and to be careful, that the good feed fown in

thefe retirements may take root downwards, and bear fruit

upwards, and increafe to a mighty harveft in your lives

and practice.

Againfl thofe who would openly attack the religious

principles in which you have been educated, it is

eafy to guard. I have more apprehenfions from thofe who
are perpetually talking of candour, of liberality, of think-

ing for themfelves, of examining things to the bottom,
of the newly difcovered modes of interpreting Scripture, and
of the opinions of fallible men. Thefe, and fuch like

topics are excefTively captivating to the unfufpe6ting
minds of Youth. Impreflions of the moll durable nature,
are made in a few converfations, and, in this way, 1 have
more than once feen the finell: talents and moll amiable

dilpofitions foon perverted or rendered ufelefs, which,
doubtlefs, in happier circumftances and with a better cul-

tivation, might have been eminently ferviceable to their

country, either in Church, or State.

Remember then the earned zealous advice of a perfon,
v;ho thus addrefles you from . the purell motives of

good-will, and the warmefl wiflies for your bell interefls;
of a perlon whofe imagination and temper have never been
heated with religious difpute, whofe pride and ambition
have ever been to obtain, in the various branches of ufeful

fcience, folid information for himfelf, and to communicate
it to others, and whofe health has been almofl: exhauiled
with Academical labours. Remember then, I fay, the ad-
vice of a perfon who at this moment addrefles you, not
with the authority of a Vice-Chancellor, but with the

friendfliip and affection of an experienced Academic, of
a perfon who has never been fufpedted of being fond of

poflelling
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poffeffing offices or dignities, who has lamented bitterly
that the necellity of this enquiry fhould have taken place
in the prcfent year; but who, when the enquiry was once

inftituted, thought it his duty to go through it with all

the energy he was capable of, and who found it impofiible
to acquit Mr. Frend of having ofi'ended againft the Statute,
without facrificing every principle of Truth, of Juftice,
aod of Honour.

The Vice-Chancellor, with the aflent of the Major
part of the Heads of Colleges, then decreed Sentence of
BANISHMENT againft Mr. Frend in the following
Forna :

I ISAAC MILNER, D.D. and Vice-Chancellor of
the Univerflty of Cambridge, do Decree, Declare, and
Pronouce that Wm. FREND, M. A. and Fellow of Jefus

College, having offended againft the Statute,
" De con-

cionibusy^ by writing a Pamphlet, entitled "Peace and
Union recommended to the Aflbciated Bodies of Republi-
cans and Anti-Republicans," and by publiftiing the fame
within the Univerfity of Cambridge, and having refufed

to retra<3: his Error and Temerity in the manner prefcribed
to him by me, the Vice-Chancellor, with the ailent of the

Major Part of the Heads of Colleges, has incurred the

Penalty ofthe Statute, and that he is therefore Banishei>
from this Univerfity.

Signed,
1. MILNER, Vice-chancellor.

J. SMITH,
R. FARMER,
W. COLMAN,
L. YATES,
J. BARKER,
t TURNER,
FRA. BARNES,
W. CRAVEN,
T. POSTLETHWAITE,

The Court was then Diffolved.
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APPENDIX.

MR.
BEVERLEY inferts the following Papers, at

the requeft of Mr. Kilvington; and he confiders

them as no unfuitable addition to his account of Mr.
PVend's Trial,

(COPY)
Cambridge, June ^Jl, 1793.

WE, the underwritten, exprefs our Deteftation of the

fcandalous and unfounded Imputations, which were at-

tempted to be thrown upon the characters of Mr. Lloyd,
and Mr. Kilvington, at the late Trial of Mr. Frend. '

T. Kipling R. Boon

J. Jowett J. Dudley
R. Glynn C. W. Pugh
W. L. Manfel C. Simeon

J. Mainwaring Antho. Mainwaring
R. T. Belward Edw. Wigley
Geo. Whitmore W. Millers

W. Walford Jos.Watfon
J. Olderfhaw Tho. Caaiey
W. Wade TohnKing
W\ Mathew Philip Douglas
J. Smith E. Edwards

]. Wood J. Bradihaw
W. Wilfon W. Walker
H. Greene J. Fawcett

R. Ramfden R. Tillard

A. Frampton W. Eafton

E. Outram Henry Jowett

(COPY)
THE Teftimony given by Mr. Kilvington, during the

Trial of Mr. Frend, having been openly contradifted bv
the latter, and an Idea having prevailed that certain Letters

written by Mr. Kilvington to Mr. Frend, contained a

Proof that the Teftimony was untrue; I think my felt

called upon to declare publickly, in Vindication of Mr.

Kilvington's Charadler, that fmce the Trial in the Vice-

Chancellor's Court, Mr. Frend, on application made to him

by Mr. Kilvington's Defire, fliewed me thofe Letters, and
that there was nothing in them which appeared to me in the

fmalleft degree, to ihvalidate that Teftimony. The fub-

^ ftance
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