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of the Quarter for Ireland, about
190,000l. The charge for the corref-
ponding  Quarter laft  year, was
9,434,5651. leaving a furplus in that
Quarter of 347,034L. ; but in this Quar-
ter there isa furplus or above 1,000,000l.
to which is'to be added the account for
Ireland, which wiil make the whole fur.
plus above 1,200,000l
O&ober g.

The evidence of Lady Charlotte
Iindfay is to be oppofed to the colledtive
evidence of the ltalian witnefles—that
the Queen and Bergami lived in a ftate
of the moft disguiting familiarity, and
to 2 degree totally unwarrantable even
by the habits and manners of Italy. Ier
L‘-Ad_v{hip, on this head, depofes, that

up to the period of her quitting Her |

Majeity, the faw noching of this kind.
That it is, indeed, within the habits of
Italians to be familiar with their do-
meftics, to a degree which would be
deemed inconfident with Englith man.
ners.  Thatthe faw nothing in the con.
du& of Her Majefty exceeding this de-

ree. That unpleafant reports, which
fhe did not believe, but which fill af.
fected her own reception and quiet, had
reached her (Lady Charlotte Lindfay)
with refpe& to the Queen, in Italy, and

that, in confequence, fhe refigned ; but |
that fhe herfelf faw nothing beyond the |

ufual latitude of foreign manners, and
that more relaxed abfence of ceremony
and diftance, which the neceffities, in-
conveniencies, and urgencies of travel-
ling occafion. .

This is the fubftance, and we think
moft fairly Rated, of the depofition of
Lady C. Lindfay, and it certainly goes
to negative that portion of the Italian
evidence which alleges a general and dif-
gufting intimacy in the daily intercourfe
of life between the miftrefs and fervant.
It almoft clears her Majefly of any al-
leged grofs familiarity in this early part
of her intercourfe with Bergami, and
upon the occafions to which Lady C.
Lindfay is fpeaking. It is fair, how-
ever, to add, that as refpe@s the profe-
cution, it does not decidedly contradict
this part of the Italian evidence, as they
may not depofe to the fame time and
eircumftances. Her Majefty might af-
fume one condu& before her ladies,
and another before the domeftics of
whom fhe was lefs in awe. This at leaft
would be the obfervation of a Judge in

enting upon this evidence in his
my. The fame Judge, wouid,
r, add, that this depofition was

fill to be taken into confideration as
eftablifhing that kind of general condu&,
at that , which ought to be carried
to her Majefty’s credit in weighing the
depofitions againft her at nearly the fame
o period. If it appear that the Englifh

‘ «'lady acd the Italian witnefles depole to

the fame period, and to the fame cir-
ecumftances, there can be no doubt but
that they are contradi®ory, and that the
Italian evidence is falfe. But it they
depofe to different times, and to dif-
ferent circumftances, both may be true,
one as fpeaking of one time, and one of
another,—one as {peaking of her Ma.
jefty’s condu& before her Ladics, the

“other before her domekics, 2nd in the
| abfence of her bigher ladies: T'his de-
! pofition, in fhort, is evidence of charac-
ter,—not direétly contradi@ing the de-
pofition of the former witnefles, but
forming a circumftance which, in any
doubt, is to be thrown into her Majefty’s
fcale.

The next evidence is that of Lord
Llandaff, who was at Naples at the
fame time with the Queen, and at the
period in which her adulterous connec.
tion with Bergami is faid to have com-
menced. His evidence is of the {ame
effe@, and of the fame chara&er, as thas
of Lady C, Lindfay. He faw nothing
(at that period,) improper in th: con-
| duct of the Queen. He and his lady
were in the daily habit of vifiting the
Queen.  There was nothing indecorous
with reference to foreign manners, in
Her Majefty’s being waited upon by
Bergami in her bed.chamber. It was
the common practice in the intercourfe
of daily life in Naples. He himfelf, his
brother, &c. had vifited Italian ladies of
fafhion and chara&er in the fame mapner,
in their bed.chambers, and the ladies
in bed. Bergami was at that period
with the Queen, but his Lordfhip faw
nothing that ftruck him as even remark-
able. This is likewife (a Judge would
ftate in his fummary,) evidence of gene.
ral charalter ; and therefore, does not
decidedly contradi@ any part of the evi.
dence, though it is entitled to its own
weight. Taken in conne&ion with that
of the preceding witnefs it certainly ex.
plains many of the circnmftances of in.

pofed to by the former witneffes ; and
which, without this explaaation, would
of themfelves be circumftances of {tron
prefumption againft her Majeity. The
proper effeét and the preper ufe of this
evidence, is, that the Jury fhould bear
in their minds, whenever any of thoie
circumitances are alleged ; and fhould
then confider whether what is therein
depofed, belongs to thefe foreign ufages
of people of character, and as fuch, does
not amount ia itfelf to any argument of
guilt; or whether it exceeds thefe ha.
bits, and therefore juitifies fuch a pre.
fumption. It is not (the fame Judge
would continue,) a contradiion of any
fa@ alleged by the former witneffes ;
but it is an explanation into an innocent
tendency of certain facts, which, without
this explanation, would be, undoubredly,
ftrong prefumptive evidence of guiit;
but when taken with this explanation,
they ceafe to conftitute fuch prefump.
tions,

The next evidence is that of the [Hon,
Keppel Craven, another Englifh gentle-
man in the fuite of her Majefty, and
whofe evidence certainly comes much
more dire@ly to fome of the marerial
points of the accufation. He depofes
in fubflance, that he was with the Queen
at Naples, at the period alledged ‘o
be that of her adulterous conne&ion
with Bergami.—That he faw nothing
of any improper familiarity,  That

Bergami had much the manners of a
gentleman—That he advifed her Ma.
Jelty to remove William Auftin from

timacy and intercourfe, whicih are de- |

the bcd.c};g::bcr. In anfwer to a ques-
tion by a Peer, he added, that this ad-
vice did proceed from himfelf at the
fuggeflion of her Majefty.-._He pro-
ceeded to depofe, that the drefs was
not indecent—that it did not firike him
as fo, and muft have ftruck him if really
fo—That the mafque might have been
worn over the former drefs—That on
one occafion he faw Bergami walking on
the terrace with the Queen—That he
believes there were others in the garden,
and that (though he mentioned it to the
Queen becaufe he knew there were
{pies upon her condu&®) he himfelf faw
nothing improper in it.

This evidence is chiefly important on
two points, the firft as to the part of his
having recommended the removal of
William Autftin, and the fecond, that of
the contradi®ion of the witneflfes,—or
rather a different ftatement, with ref-
pe& to the mafque fcene. As refpeéts
William Auftin, the Attorney General
mentioned it as one of the circumftances
prefumpzive of the guilt of the Quecn
at Naples, that William Auttin, he
former conftant fharer of the Quecn’s
chamber, was removed on the night
the mafque fcene. To this, this wii cls
depofes, that he himfelf advifed tnie re
mova| in Germany, and that it was. car-
ried into effe@t in Italy. This parr of
the cvidence is therefore an anfwer ro
that allégation and does it away, (o rar
as it before went in prefumption of a
guilty purpofe. The witnefs Majocei
depoféd to the indecency of the maique
drefs-—Madame Dumont faid it was uglv.
This witnefs faw no indecency in it.
This is not indeed a direét contradic-
tion of a determinate fa& berween Ma-

jocci and Mr. Craven: indecencv of

drefs being one of thofe things of cir-
cumftances about which two {peétators
might differ in opinion ;—but it is cer.
tainly the opinion of a better and more
unexceptionable witnefs than Majocci,
and therefote this depofition muft be ta.
ken as eftablithing two conclufions :—
the firft, that the mafque drefs was not
indecent---and the fecond that there is
much malice and exaggeration in Ma-
jocci’s teffimony. The refult of thefe
three depofitions certainly much weaken
the firft important fa& in proof,---the
commencement of the adulterous con-
ncction at Naples, and after the masked
opera, They do not decidedly oppofe,
contradictory evidence ; but they explain
away the face of the removal of Wm.
Auitin to make way for the introduction
of Bergami,--.the undreffing of the
Queen by Bergami, to inveit her in the
mafque, and the alleged indecency of the
mafque, If the depofition of Mr. Cra.
ven be believed, thefé facts are remo.
ved, and che alleged adultery in this in.
ftance, inftead of being corroborated by
any tfacts of this kind, is certainly much
weukened by the explanation of thefe
circumitances which were alleged in
proof of it.

Such is the prefent afpect of the de-
fence ; and fo far as it is gone, it t1s
certainly affected the cafe of the ol «
cution, in the proportion of the ¢-a.
ters for credit and refpeciabiiity i ia

e




