. motary: ‘of the King’s Bench’;
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it to be his own hand _writing 3 and
as he had never madg up more than
one. account for the l’nfomr, he was
From that circumflance) enabled to
" prove, -moft «clearly, the period at
which he firft faw the receipt in
queftion, viz: in the year 1793: and
confequently, that it was in exiftence
and charged againft Mr. Grant, near-
ly ten years before the day on which
it now purported to have been made.
Mr. Serjeant wonld alfo prove, that
it was then credited by Mr. Grant,
and fetled in account with the Pri-
foner.

The Attsrney General ftated  alfo,
that upon fylmg the receipt in ques-
tion, in the caufe of Granuz. ws. Millers
Mr. Tascherearn of Counfel for Mr.

* Grant, had rcqu.red the Priloner by
a proceeding, called in the Civil Law
of the Provmcc, an ]nn-np!mn en
fnux ” to declare whethér he meant

" to make any ufe of ir, or to maintain

“that.it. was made in July 1802, as

“in'that cafe, he, Mr. Tascheréon thould
,p*ocu.d to prove that it.was a. foroe-
ry;. and that the Prifoner -upon this
rcqmlmon withdrew it. ‘The infe-
rence, which the Jury would draw
from this conduct he. would not an-
tlc1p‘\ru

" He’ f‘)ould proceed to call the fe—
veral \V\trlcﬁcs, which he had to
: produce in {upport of the profecution.
- In the firft -inftance, he fhould by
thém-trace the reccipt. mentioned in
the- lndléhncnt, from -the hands of
-the Prifoner. into thofe of the Protho-
with
whom it was fyled in Tebruu‘y laft,
" “as.it was received from the Prifoner ;

" he {hould then prove it to be now in
" the fame. ftate, 1 which it was fyled 3
and- hé fhould afrerwards prove, w]mt
“he had before more par tlcul.\rly ftat-
" éd;  that-it was in exiftence and- in the
poﬁcﬂlon of the’ Pufoner, in the
Cyear—1792 ;5 that it was'then ch'n-ged
Cinan. account figned by himfelf, a-

| u.cuvcd ﬁom the.

gaindt Mr. Grant, and by the latter,
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paffed to his Credit. ,The nticmc}
General concluded, by remarking, that
if the cvidence fhould rife to fupport
the points which he had frated, to
the fatisfaltion of the Jury, their
verdi&t muft unnvoxd«bl\ be, ag.xmﬂ
the Triforier.

Fames Stuart, Efgv of Counfel for the
Pritoner was the ifl Witnels called,
Mr. Rer, who was atfo for the
objefed t his beivg examined, He coniended
that Counfel eould not be examined. as to
any fafls which had come to their knowledge
profeflionally j—which was the fituzuon of \Ir
Slh(nl R
The drtorney General, admined whas: n'x’.
fallen froin the leamdd Cuunfcl bur flaied
that Mr Stwarrt was called. notio dilclofe any
matier w hich had been copnnunizaed o Eim
by the Fiifoner in tonfidence; bue mercly 1o
fhew whar was the flate of 2 rerain Paper
which Mr. Stvarehad y nhlicly fyled for the Priz
f[overin the King's Beuch when he o ceived it,
The Court ovenuted the obje&ion ;. wald
Mr. Sruarg, being fwarti, and the Receipt of
July 21, 1Ro3z, ﬂlcwn to hrm, fmd, that ha
had be fore ‘feen a Paper. peifeéily fimilar o
that and ihat it hud been in s poffeffion;
that it was iy )omb\c for him to. fwrar’
10 cach dlﬂm&w ma:k, upen i, for rea-
faos which he could aflign 10 the Courr, if «l-
lowed ; but that, he helicved that to be the
fame Pap:r that  he fyled o Paper perfeily
finndar to the one. produced, wi h feveral
others, in'the Court of: King’s Beich, inihe
Febeary lclm lafl, in a caulc -there pcn-hng
wherwein William Gran:, Efg. was Plaiaaff,
and the lef(xncr, defer d'\m and sice- werfi,
the Prifoner Incidental Plaint i againft the tiid
W Grame. Vha the Paper he fo fyled, he |
reccived from the Pufones acih: Bar; he fyld
it with feveral others ahourswo dayvsalter he re-
ceived them, and believes itwas i the fame
ﬂ tte in which he received it It lay upon his
Table fo1 fome time, he aficrwards broughe ic
1o Court and fyled i+ wizh the Pleadings. In
his own mind, he had no doubt but he f\"(d it
in the fame flate in which he received i hede:
Yivered it in Court, 10 une'of the Prothonotanics, .

P.ifonc.",

M. Pyke hebe lieved. That the aate of the

R.cr’q:l in queflion, was whuy indi ced -him 10
fay,hiu it was the Paper which he had recvived
from the Prifones. He did nov at heft examine
the fam, but obfeived that the mL with w hich
the duL of the veceipt was: “wiltten” was of a
colour different from the body of ity it was
Macker—-He obferved the fame in‘another Red
teipt.--He recollefled alfo the date of the Res:
ceipt in queltion, 1t was July 2ifl,. 1802,
Crofs- Examined by Mr. Ker, he faid. lv"
‘thought there were 5° Receipts, whiclf he had
- Prifoner’; hc dn.l not c).i-_

‘.



