SATURDAY,
was )‘u‘y 1Ro2, and that it was for reut due
the 1ftof Ma.' ‘of the by going year—therc
weie feveral fmaller Recetpis—ihat of Au-
ufl 1802 -was alfo for the Rent of the Fields
and Mill at $t. Roc.- He could no: fay upon
wehich of them there was an indorfement, nor
upon which of them there was another name
befides Mr. Grant’s.  Hedid not recolleftup-
on which of them there was a 1imz indor-
fed.  He did nor look at the back of the Re-
cripts. - He conld not sell upon which of
them there wese black lines, vwor. whether
there were black  lines  upon either of
‘them; he took pacticular nouce of the 1wo
“Receips A. and B. bzcaufe the dates on
cach of them was in a differenr hand-
veriting from the refl. That nobody ae-
marked this d:Hurence but hemlelf, Mr. Grane
did not mention it; does not recolledt w hu
was {aid at the fubr"qu:nt converfaton, 1t wa
{ufficicnt however to make him again cxa-
nrine the Receipts; he louked at them when
Mr. Gran: flopped oppofite 10 the Prifoner’s
houle; there was he believed fomc body then
prefent but he could not fay whoj it ws not
the fubfequent converfation which induced him
to took at the Receipts A. and B. He could
not fay what coloured borfe, Mr. -Grans 10de;
he never took panicilar notce ofany Gentlea
aen’s drefs, and could " not fay \\hat Mr.
Grane's was, nor what time of the day it-was;
he recoliefled thie'date of one of the Rec:iprs,

. aft Augneft, 1802 but was not fure about the,
" ather, belicved 3t to be 2t July,
{ome 1ime there abouts. .. Hz thought, his Bro

ther's fon was the - wnncfs o the Receipt of
21it July, and that the fame peclon witneffed
the ather; he did not underfland the queflion;
but he did ‘not koow, thac any. body had
witnefled xhun, unicfs it was s Bmth 's

" font . !
" Geo, 41’.ropp Ef'q. :md :hc Rcul Mr. Spark
" were then  examined,  they {aid  they had
kaown the Prifoner for. many. years, they. had
" always confidered him ‘as an honedl - man,
a1d helieved his ¢ general charafler to be fuch,
"Here the evidence on lhc p:lrt ‘of the Pric

!’onLr was clofed, -
S Mi. - Stueart thcn '\ddxcﬁud the

3 Court ﬂ:mng that he had a’ point of
Law to urge upon the Indi®ment ; ; it
. “was ‘upon the fecond Count which
: charged that the Prifoner had wttered
-a forged: rct.enpt.
- (.,ourt ‘would -not {olfer -the Jtuy to
exercife *their Judhment upon this
- Count,. becaufe. it 'was evident that in
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t Ihc 1’1.«1(»1 nag 2ot mhncl{‘d at’ AU.

15th APRTL,

1802, ‘or

" He trufted that thL -

“Law there had been no uttering wh.\t-,
- The Rccupt hpd b(.LI‘l fylcd 1t:

1803.. o [=8s
was true, but as foon as. the Prifon~.
cr had been called upon by the firft
proceeding in  the « Inscriprion en
Sfaux," to fay whether he meant 10"
make ufe of that Receipt, he had
uncqu:vocnlly declared that he had =

no intention whatever of makmg - -
ny ufe of it. e

The Atter ney Gene: al faid, .
the argument which he had. Juft
heard, attempted to fupport a mon-.
ftrous propofition, it amounted to this,

a man may go every length in the
crime of forgery, he may wke every
{tep in“his power to defr aud, he may
s | knowingly f}Je a forged 1cce1pt in %
Court of Juftice with_a view if poffi-.
ble to obtain a judgment in his favox :
againft the perfon whom be intends @ .-
to defraud, and when all is dis¢over-"
ed, he fhall be exonerated and held,. -
to be an innocent man, becaufehe -
then fays that he has 1o’ intention to -
make any further ule of his forged:
_receipt. "To fupport the f{econd Count,
it 'was not neceffary that Mr. Gmnt
thould have been aé‘tmlly defranded,
if the Prifoner intended to defrzud
hxm, it was enough; and of fuchan
intention, the deliberate’at of fyling |
thereceipt,was fufficient evidence untif -
itwas rebutted by other proof. If the |
crime of vttering a forged paper wzs
C'\Bable of aggravation, it was {o in'this -
cafc : the condu& of - thé Pnfoner,
was an attempt. to puvmt the conrfe .
of Juftice, and to make his’ Majefry’s,
Court of King’s Bench, an afliftant
in the 1ccomphﬂumcnt of a_fraud.
~Mr: Ker in reply, faid, that the
firft ﬂcp in an « Iunnphm en_/bu\" _
Avas meant to prevent, the alt of an .
‘Attorney from prejudicing his Client’:
‘a man might give to his’ Attorney
number of papers, and he’ unprovl-'
dently mxght fyle one which: his Cli
ent had no intention to fyle. The iu&
ftep in an & Tnseription .en fiux" w
theycfore, to call.on the Client pé
fomny, to krow whether the pape
was f}lcd by lus oxdu' or nQC, an
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