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points of most danj»;er(;uS tendency ;-^first the deftrvc-

tlon of the independency of the judiciary by the innplied

right thereby aflumed of eredling the afiembly into a

Court of Rcvifion of the proceedings, of the Criminal

Courts ;—and fecondly it was a direifl attack upon the

undoubted.rights of the 5'oveieign in that mod precious

of his prerogatives, as being the fountain of mercy.

. To what purpofe copies of thefe proceedings, if they

did not claim the right of revifal of the fentenced pafled ;

—^and of interference with the excrcifi: of the ^oyal right

of pardon.

The inference is as clear as the Sun at noon day, and

it will for ever furnifh matter for regret, that the Gover-

n'orin returning his anfwcrs tothose addrefles(for theHou-

fe was not fatif*.ed with one) left it dpubtfuhvhether he ap-

proved or disapproved of the prayers of the acdrefles, be-

caufc a copy of the procpedrngs were refused en the

ground of his not having bepn turniihed therewith by the

Judges,

What a pity that the fifft addreft; was not methy a dirc<fl

denial of their rif ht to call for fuch papers, which when

Curnifhed, were for the guidance of the Fcprefentative of

the Sovereign, in the application of thefolcanj undoub-

ted right of the King to confer pardon upon criminals,

apd to judge of th(e propriety of refufmg it.

The answers given were perversely conftrued by th^

House into an abandonnient of the Judges, and preferved

fpr ufe at a con /enlent icafoa.
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