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Hz appeals to the Audience, that the Court did not
do hiin Fuftice s for which be is reprimanded

IV, 21

Infifts that a Witnefs for the King cannot be fsﬂ-
dicted for Perjury 52
Says, *tis the Proteflant Caufe, and not him, they
firike at 53
He appeals to God, as 1o the Truth of bis Evi-
dence of the Plot 1b.
Moves be might not be kept in Irons 53
He bas Leave to withdraw before the Evidence
Juidd up 54
My. Finch, Solicitor General, fums up the Evi-
dence 1b.
He fhews how M. Qates’s Witneffes contradic?
biinfelf and one another 50

And how it come about, that Qates bad once fuch
Credit with the Parliawment and the Neation
598

The Chief Fuftice’s Diretions to the Fury,  1ib.
Takes Notice that Qates was flyld the Saviour of
the Nation
Shews the Liprobability of Oates’s Teftimony

63

The Conrt offer the Fury fome Refreflment before
they go from the Bar 65
Oates is convidted ib.

OATES, Tiws, bis Trial at the King’s-Bench
Bar, Eaflter Term the gth of May, 1685,
1 Jac. IL tipon another Indiltment for Perjury

IV, 66

The Indibbneint ib.

‘The Reafons that prevail’ d upon King Charles II.

to permit Ireland to be excented IV. 99
Of which the King repented . 1b,
Oates 75 convitted 101
Muoves for longer Time to move in Arreft of Judg-

ment ‘ 102

Delivers four Exceptions to the Inditiment  1b.

An Evidence for the King way be indifed at Coin-
wion Law 5 but st upon the Statute of. Per-
Jury 1b.

If any Part of the Defendant’s Oath appear to be
falfe, it will maintain the Indidtment for Per-

Jury 1032

Perjury ancicntly punif’d with Death 1b.
At this Day, it is in the Difcretion of the Conrt

to inflii what Puniflinent they fee fit, faving.

Life and Member 104
Qates’s fevere and illegal Sentence ib.
The Honfe of Commaons; after the Revolution, cen-

Jure this Fudgment 105

O AT H.

60 Whether any other Authority bit the Parliament

cay impofe an Oath L. 746
Qatbhs engoin’d by the Canons, without Authority
of Parliament * 8§70

The Qath of Allegiaiice permitted to be taken 1o

. King Charles 1. #l bis Death IL. g
A Debate, whether the Privy Counfellors, &c.
take an Qath at the Nomination of Sheriffs iu
the Conrt of Exchequer VI 502
The Qath of a Baron of the Exchequer 193
of a Mafter in Chancery . 504

Mr. Attorney General (Sir Robert Sawyer) opens OLDCASTLE, §ir John, accus’d of Hirefy,

the Evidence 71
Evidence, that the Defendant fwore Mr. Ireland

awas §1 London detween the 8tb and 12th of
Augult, and on the 1ft or 2d of September,
1678. ib.
Many Witneffes called to prove that Mr. Ireland
was ont of London from the 3d of Aupuft to
the 14th of September 1678. from 72 to 89
Oates’s bold Behaviour towards the Court 79

Several of the King's Witnelfes Proteftants 8o,

81

Ireland’s Execution refpited 82

- Evidence of Ircland’s Witneffes being infulted and
threaten’d 37
Qates’s Defence 89

He urges that Witnefles ought to be allowed a La-
titude in Swearing, and not be tied up to a Point

of Time ‘ i,
Oates’s Witueffes do not appear: 92
He infifts, the King's Hitneffes onght not to be in-

dih for Peijury ib,

Says, if be bad becit a Wituefs in any other: Caufe
than the Difcovery of the Popifh Plot, be bad

anet with better Ufage 93
He is allowed a Week’s Time to move in Arref of
Fudgment 94

Withdraws before the Evidence is fum’d up b,
M. Solicitor’s Reply to Oates’s. Defence 1b.
He foews that Qates’s Evidence againft Ireland
could not be true, even allowing bim the Lati-
" tude be contends- for. in Point of Time ib,
The Reafon why the Profecution was fo long deé
lay'd 9
- g bea'}ﬂﬂfom_ Difpafition.of the City. of Londp[?
. ib.
The Chief Fuftice’s Direftions ta the Fury b
. He intimates that, the. Popifh Plot was-a Sham,
" and the Rye-houfe and Lord Ruflel's Plor the

only true Plot 98

1.Hen, V. Anno 1413. I 36
Application made to the King for bis Concnrience,
before Procefs was iffu’d againft bim 37

. The King examines bim bimfelf, and then leaves

him to be procceded againft by the Archbifbop
ib.

Who cites bim, and afterwards excommunicates

bim for Contumacy 1b.
His Confeflon of Fatlh 28
He challenges any Man to fight with biin, in De-
fence of bis Faith 19
He is arrefted in the King’s Prefence 1b

1D.

His Examination before the Archbiflop in the
Chapter-Houfe of St. Paul’s 1b.
He is exanun'd to four Points :  Fiift, concern-
ing Tranfubftantiation s 2dly, Penance ; 3dly,
the Authority of the Church s 4tbly, Pilgri-

nages 41
His Anfwers 44, & leqq.
His. Sentence to be hang’d. and. burnt 46"
His Abjuration counterfeited 47

By, an At of Parliament it is made Capital.to read:
the Bidle in ¥nglith 5 and the Offenders to be

condesni’d as Hereticks and Trastors, and [uf<>

fer and. forfeit accordingly 49
Such Hereticks excluded the Benefit of Santiuary,
by anvther ALk | 1b.

W hereupon thofe of Sir John Oldcaftle’s Perfua-
Sfion are rigoroufly profecuted, and Multittides
fled into. foreign Countries ib,

Sir John Oldcattle efeapes ont of the Tower, and
flies into Wales: 1b.

Before be got there, narrowly.efcap’d being taken
~at an Hufbandman's near St. Albans. 1b.

. Divers of bis Men.taken.; - and. fome of. bis Books,

- in which the Images and Pointings were dif-
Jignred * ib.,

- Sir Roger Acton, Mafter. Browney 8ir. John Be-

verly, and Thirty-fix more, condemn’d on the
above-
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" abovefaid Ay and bong’d as Traitors, and My, Hampden opens the Articles V1. 148
" afterwards burnt as Hereticks I 49 . The Lords infif, that Fudgment be given on the

Sir John Oldcattle deliver’d up by the Lord Articles of High Treafon, before they proceed
Powis, and again imprifen’d, condemn’d, and upon 1he Articles of High Crimes and Mifde- |

Ll
. W |
» ro Iit
J l‘" * ‘.i- "-
- n ] 1
L] n,

cruelly executed, 6 Hen, V, 1418, 1. IHERIOUT'S 150
The Proceedings againft Sir John Oldcaitle, taken  The Commons Reafous for proceeding in their o
from the Records at Lambeth, #n Latin and Method 151
Englith 50 The Lords Reafons for their Refolution 152
His Anfwer tothe four Articles exhibited againft After fome Neflages, the Lords adbere to their Re-
hin 53 folutions, and the Commons to theirs 154

The Senfe of the Church as to thfo Articles 55
ORDERS. §¢e Plot, Popifh II.. 801, 993.
ORDINARY I. 849
ORFORD, Edward Earl of. V. 339. §ee Port- P.

land, Earl of, (9 al.

OVERBURY, Sir Thomas; Welton, Turner,
Sir Jervis Elvis, Franklin, §7r Thomas Mon-
fon, and the Earl and Countefs of Somerfet
try'd for poifoning him. See their Trials.

OVERT-ACT.
Any Words or Afions which difcover a Defign
againft the Pevfon of the Prince are Quert-
Abts of High Treafon. 1. 101. IIL 87, 208,
817, 1055, 1V, 593, 658
Levying War an Quert-dét of compaffing  the
King’s Death IL. 163

The Commons not appearing, the Lords difinifs the
Tpeachment, and diftharge the Earl 156

PALMER, Roger Efgs See Caftlemaine, Earl
of-

PANNEL. See Jury.
PAPILLON, Thomus Efg; I11. 1072. See Prichs
ard, Sir William,
PAPIST, §ee Plot, Popith
PARDON.
A Pardon wuft bave exprefls Words, and camot be

by Implication or Inference 1. 227. 11 351
A Pardon of Life only I. 367

I1, 801

If any one Ouvert-Aft laid in the Indifiment be
prov’dy il maintains the Indictent 11 314,
339

One Witnefs proving an Quert- A in the County
where the Indictment is found, and another 1Vit-
nefs proving another Overt-AlE in another Conn-
£y, are two Witnefles fuch as the Latw reguires

in Treafon 1. 873. 111 204, 366. IV. 640,

657
A Confult with Traitors, an Overi-A of Trea-
fon IV. 689

A Confpiracy to levyWar againft the King direftly,
an Quert-Ait of Compaffing the King’s Death
IIL. 722. IV. 6254
But a Confpiracy to levy War, which by Confiruc-
tion only 1s againft the King, 15 not an Gvert-
Ait of compafing the King’s Death 111, 713
IV. 62
The fame Quert- A laid to prove the Treafon af“
adbering to the King’s Enemies,y as 1o prove the
compaffing the King’s Death IV. 413
Whatever manifefls a treafonable Intention is an
Overt-Ae of Treafon IV. 593, 657
Meeting and confulting to levy War, or to procure
the Kingdom to be invaded, Overt-Aéis of Com-
paffing the King’s Death IV. 772. V. 88
OUTLAWRY. S§ee Pardon, and Holloway. IlI.
943, and Sir Thomas Armftrong 111 983
OWE]N S, Abel, V. 287, 297. See Kidd, &
al.
OXFORD and MORTIMER, Robert Ear! of,
Proceedings agsinfp bim, on an Impeachment
for High Treafon, and other High Crimes and
Mifdemeanours, 24 June, 1717. 3 George I.

VI 102

Lord High Steward’s Cosmmifion ib.

The Articles againft bim read, being fixteen in

Number . 103

The Articles of High Treafon 111, 112

Six Additional Articles 116

The Larl's Anfwer 123

- His Anfwer to the Articles of High Treafon 132,
. , I

- The Clofe of the Earl's Aufwer Iig

- The Commons Replication 147

Articles enter’d into by Military Officers caniot
arviount to a Pardon, or bind the Civil Power
ofherwife than in Hononr IL 14

Where owe pleads a Pardon that has Exceptions in
ity be muft fhew that be is not excepted 11 562

IWhere one ought in Honour to bave his Pardon,
though the Officer or Magifirate engaging for
ity bad not the Power of Pardoning 1L 630,

036

A Copy of a Free Pardon II. 738

The Commons held that a Pardon could not le
pleaded tn Bar to an Impeachment 11. 739, 111,

24
Perfens acenfed diftharged on the King’s Writ d.f-
claring their Inmocence 1I. 750
A Pardon will not reftore one Convict of Perjury
t0 his Credit; but be fball have an Aftion a-
gainft any one who upbraids him with his Crime
afterwards IL 44, 47
A general Pardon does not yeffore one ontlaw'd
for Felony to Blood or Credits but a Felon ad-
mitted to bis Clergy is purg’d and reflored to bis
Credit II1. 36, 46. 1IV. 139, 149
One convifed of Felony is, by the King's Pardoy,
or a Statute-Pardon, refored to bis Credit ;
but one who is attainted of Felony, &c. neither
the King’s Parden nor a Statute-Pardon will
reftore either to Blood or Credit, swithout fpe-
cial Words IV. 682
The King might pardon the burning in the Hond
in an Appeal V. 168
What a Conviff is reftored to, on bis Purgation or

Pardon V. 171
One pardon’d in Scotland bas no Benefit of it in
England V. 510, e,

Whether, if @ Man pleads a defeffive Pardon, be

way plead overy or whether fuch o Plea is fa-
tal ? 11. 754.

PARKYNS, Sir William, his Trial for High

Treafon, in promoting an Invafion and Rebel-
lion, and endeavonring the Aflafination of the
King’s Perfon, 24 March, 1695. 8 W. 1L,

IV. 627
The Court of Opinion the Prifoner ought {o have

bis Plate ane, Effeéts to fubfit bim - ib.
N The
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The Cotirt Je;g; o pm? off the Trial ois A!.’ega:m:z;
of the Abfence of a material fVi’fﬁﬁff, ‘without

an Qath made of it IV, 631
Sir Thomas Trevor, Attorney- Genem[ opens the
Evidence 633
Porter’s Evidence that be ﬂgrefd to invite King
James over 636
And engaged in the Affaff CHatioy 6 37

Sir George Barclay murmzfd in the Affaffuation

1b.

Evideice of a Quantity of Arms found in Sir
Wilhany's Houfe in the Conmtry 6.42
Str John Hawles, Solicitor-Gencral, his Reply

052
My, Cowper’s Spfcfb 653
Lord Chief Juflice’s Dircttions 655
The Prifoncr is convicted 658

Sentence pafs'd on §ir John Freind, and Sir Wll-
ham Parkyns 659
Their Dying Speeches 1b. 660
PARLIAMENT
Grait a Commniffisn for ordering and difpofing pub-
lick Affairs, to certain great Men, with extra-
ordinary Powers I. 3
Soine of the ng s Minifters agvife bim againft
it 5 whith is made an Ariicle of Treafon againft
theiit 7
The Lords edjudge an Accufation to be good, after
it bad been declaied by the fudges to be not ac-
cording to Civil and Commnen Law 11
Qiders of Parliciment detevimne with the Seffions
1. 210, 749
Eor Trecfony Felony, or breach of the Peacey there
is no Privilege of Parliameit 336
The Long Parliament beld to be diffol’d by the
Death of King Charles the Firft, notwithffand-
ing the Aét that it fhould not be diffol’d but by
their ¢wci Confent I1. 444
IWhether the Power of the Parliament, as to De-
claratory Treafons, be not taken away by 1 Mar,
&c ? I. 760. II. 565
Infericr Courts inay judge of Privilege of Parlia-
pient, where it is incident to a Suit the Court 15
pq[ﬁ’ﬁ’:f of 5 but not of Matters arifing originally
ar Pailiqinent 020
Apyeals, Wiits of Ervor, and Impeachinents, are
1ot 10 be begun de novo on calling a new Par-
liginent 5 but they wemain in the [aine Stale
they were at the Diffolution of the old 747
But Inferior Courts wmay grant Ixecution i the
Vacancy of Parliaments,notwithftanding Appeals
sir [Viits of Liver lodg’d in the Houfe of Peers

743
Counfel incy wt aigue conceriing the Law and
Couifz of Peorlicineits IH. 208

The Courts of Weftminfier are 10 take notice of
the didjourmieaty Provogation, and Diflelution
of Pailtancnts 254,
Pa:« fmuz:m‘ in their judicicl Capacity to be
goveri’d by the Statute and Conmaon Laws as
wel as the Courts ar Weltminfter 255
Tie Power r;f ceclaring new Treafons was lodg’'d
(i :FJD 115 {ﬂ. Gf Lowds b'}' 25 [<d. Iif. ﬂﬂd could
only be wfed when Matters of D:gjrrcffff_y Were
breught befere thein feom dnferici Courts V.
110
[i7hether i be juft in the Parlicment to lake away
a NMaw's Life by Bill of Attainder, on lefs Evi-
dence than thy Lat cf th: Lend requsves in ti-
ferigr Conrts ¢ | 114
1 hether the Cousntion adted fﬂf{/bi!f’u" 1o th: Laws
of this Kingdom, wwhen iley declared the Throne

Vou, VI

1-...

" vacant on ng James’s A&dxcar:m: 2" OF whe-

ther they went upon that Principle, that the

- People, on any great Emergency, might confli-

tute a new Government for their Pr:;/i’rfa{;:tfau?

. 116

That may be legal Evidence in Parliament which

15 not fo in the Courts of Weltminfter 132

PARRIS, alfas Parry, Chatles 1II. g9 3. See
Anderfon, & al.

PARROT, Hugh V.28%, 297. SeeKid, & al.

PARRY, Willlam, Doffor of Laws, bis Trial for

H:gb Treaforn I 121

Names of the Commiffioners ib.

Inditted for coufpiring the Death of the Queen ib.

Pleads Guilty 122

His Coufeffion afterwards read in Court, where-

in be owns that he look’d on it as meritorious

to kill the Queen 122
His Letter to the Queer 124
A Letter to bim from Cardinal de Gomo 125

His Letter to the Lord Treafurer, and 1he Em!

of Leicefter ib.
He talks diffracledly 127
Lord Chief Juftice Wray'’s Speech before Fudg-
ment b,

His Execution

PARTICEPS Criminis. See Accomplice.

PAYNE, Willam IIL 505, See Thompfon,
& ai.

PEACHELL, John, D. D. Vice-Chancellor.
See Cambridge.

PEERS.

Several Queftions concerning the Privilege of the

Peers refolved 1. 388,  See Trials, and Im-

peachments, aud Cleray

PEMBROKE and Montgomery, Philip Fai! of,
bis Trial for Murder, 4 April, 1678. 30 Car. Il

128

IL 641

The Earl brought to the Bar ib.
The Lerd High Steward maekes a Speech 1o bim
ib.

The Indittinent 642
Sir Williamy Jones the Aitorney-General’s Speech
643

Melicz exprefs, and Malice implied, defired  ib.
Evidence of the Earl of Pembroke’s being in the
Company of the Deccafed, at a Tavern in the
IHay-Market 644
That my Lord threw the Deceafed down 1b.
That my Lord kick’d the Deceafed, when he was
dotn 645
The Deceafed troubled with Fits 647
The Phyficiai’s Evidence of the Pain the De-
ceafed was in, after thefe Blows 1b.
The Deceafed jmputed bis Ilinefs to the Ufage he
received in my Lerd Pembroke’s Company
649

The Lovidence of fome of the Coroner’s Ingueft,
who depefe that they obferved jéweral Bruifes,

and a great deal of clodded Blood in the bottoim

of bis Belly ib.
The Larl of Pembroke’s Witnelfes examined
051

The Deftors of Opinion, that hard Drinking oc-
caftoned bis Death, and not any ill Ufage  1b,

A Surgeon depofes, that the Body had no Brmﬁ’.r
lo be feen upon it

Sir Francis Winnington, Sdlicitor-General, ﬁfﬁf.f

vp the Evidence 653
My Lord Pembroke is found Guilty of Man-

Slaughter 655

*0 Where
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Where a Commoner fbould bave read, and been
burnt in the Hand, a Peer <vas to be difcharged
avithout either M. 655

PENNINGT'ON, Iaac 1L g91. See Regi-
" cides.

PENN, Wilham, and William Mead, zbeir Trial

for a Riot and Confpiracy, 22 -Car.Il. 1670.

M. 610

The Indittment ib.

The Prifoners fin'd Forty Marks each, for fland-
ing before the Court with their Hats on 611

Cook’s Evidence of Penn’s preaching to the Mob
in Grace-church-ftreet, and Mead’s abetting

i 1.

Penn juftifies their Meeting 612

Detirands upon what Law the Indiffment is giround-
ed ib.

Penn 5 wiolent 11 bis Defence, and is order’d 1o

be carry'd away 0173
Mead’s Defence 1b.
Mead 75 cariy’d into the Bail-Dock ib.

The Recorder diveits the Fury in the Abfence of
1he Prifoncrs 5 which they objelt to as unlawoful
, 1b.
The Jury give a [fpecial Verdit 614
And are fent out again 1b.
Toey put their Verdifl into IWriting 1b.
The Court vefufe it again, and adjourn till next
Morning, when they give 1he fame Verdict a-
gain 013
They are threaten’d by the Court, and lockd np
Uil the next Movning 5 and then they acquif
both 1he Prifoncrs 616
The Furors are fw’d for going comsvary to Evi-
acnce, and fent to Newgate with the Prifoncrs
1b.
Their Commitment aftcrwards adindged illegal ib.
PENRUDDOCK, Colonel John, his Trial for
High Treafon before Cowmiffioners of Oyer and
Ternuner as Exon, 19 April, 1655. 11259
Several other Covaliers arraigned with bim  ib,
He infifts that there conld be no Treafon but g-
gaift the King 260
Says he furiender’d to Capt, Crook on Articles
261
That the Law knswos 5o fuch Perfon as Protefor
260, 2062
He is found Guilty 262
Sentence paffed on bim and Teventy-fix mere  ib.
Declares in bis Dying Speech, that, by bis srti-
clesy his Life, Liberty, and Effate were flipu-
lated for 203
His Behavionr at Execution 5 and Letlers from
and to his Lady 26.1
PERJURY.
One convicted of Perjury a Witnefs in Laze, 11l the
Record of bis Conviclion be produc’d 11, 1006
One convicled of Perjury, a Pardon will not re-
ftore bim 1o bis Credit 1. 47
Whether a Witnefs for the King may be indiffed
for Perjury on the Statute 1V, 52, g2, 102
Perjury ancicutly punifl’d <with Death , but at
this Day the Punifbment is in the Diftrction of
the Conrt, foving Life and Mewiber 10.4
PERROT, §ir John, Lard Deputy of Ircland,
-try'd at Weltmintter for High Treafon, 1592.
I. 188
Commiffioners Names 1b.
Inditted, 1. for treafonable Correfpondence, . for
Difobedience to the Queen’s Orders, 3. for Hai-
bouring Trailors 189

Twenty-four only returid on the Pannel, s3]
Tawelve fworn | T
Several indecent Expreffions [poken by him iy ircg-

land of the Queen given in Evidenre . iitoff of
which be denies 100
Scager fwears be exhorted bim to murder @ Ny
191

at the
b, 192
who bed mads

192

worit againft hi;

Archbifbop of Cafiils, that be comnizv’d
Lfcape of a Traitor

Prov’d that be diftharg’d feveral
Ballads on the Governiment

A treafonable Corvefpondence
by 8ir Dennis Oroughan ib,

Sir John odjeéts apainft bint as a Lerfen of infa-
mons Charafler 193

He 15 convilied 5 but bis Yadgment refpited  ib,

_ - 194
Being calld to fudgment, be denies Seager’s Eri-

dence 5 and affirms the other Witneffes to be pei-

Jur'dy and bimfelf to be innocent 1b. 195
Receives fudgment of Death 196
He dies in the Tower 107

PETERS, Hugh 1II. 359,

PETITION. S Label.

PHILLIPS, George 1I. 478, See Tonge, & al.

PICKERING, Thomas II 696, e Iyeland,
& al.

PILKINGTON, Thomas, Efg;  Samucl Shute,
Efgs Sheriffs 5 Henry Comith, Allerman,
Ford Lsid Grey of Werk, Sir T homas Piayer,
Kuight, Chamberlain of Londor, Shinglhy
Bethel Ly, Francis Jenks, John Deagle,
Richard Freeman, Richard Goodenoush, Ro-
bert Key, John Wickham, Samuel Swinock,
John Jekyll fenior, their Trial, May 8,168,
25 Car. IL I 630

4 Information brought againft them for o Riot
i continning the Poll for Election of SherifFs,
after the Cominon Hall was adjonii’d by the
Lord Maycr, and for affavliing the Lord
Mayor, &c. 1b.

Tie Connfe! for the Defendants challeng’d the i
ray, becaufe the Pannel was returicd by the
Sheriffsy, the Legality of whofe Elcftion they
difputed 5 and 1rg’d that, if thetr Kleélics coas
adniitted to be valid, their Clients Cenly woas
prejudg’d, for that was the Point in Difpute

631

They are over-rul’d by the Cowrt, and the _‘}‘:;;y
Jiorn 634

Sir Robert Sawyer aind M. Finch open the Evi-
deiice | 035

o1 George JeReries gives a particulor Aeconnt
of the Manner of eleting Sheviffs, aind sther

See Regicides,

Offccrsy on Midfummer-Day ib,
Evidence 1o this Puipofe for the King 636
Lvudence agamft the feveral Defendants 6.5
The Rioters Defence 4.7

Scveral IVitigffes examin’d fir the Defendants, as
to the Poocr of sdjunriricnt 650
IWheever can cail or diffelve an Affeinbly, 72y ad-
10urh 1 658
Whether a Coinmeir Hall ere bound to elet the
Perfon iy Lord Mayer drinks to, for Sheriff 2
051, 652

Whether a Number of Perfons infifting upou, and
alferting their Right wheve they have a proba-

ble Cavfe, can be faid to be guilty of o Riot

in fo doing 650
Ignoranse of the Latw no Excufe ib.
The Rioters convitled - 660

And
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And fin'd II. 660

The Fudgnent revers'd in Parliament after the

Revolttion 661
PLANTATIONS.

IWhether private Subjects in the Plantations bave o
Right to petition the King or Parliament of
England ? V. 431

IWhether an At of Affembly tn the Plantations
can cieate a new Treafon ¢ 432, 4373

PLAYER, S8 Thomas, Kz, Il 630. See
Pilkington, & al.

PLEAS, aid PLEADING,

Where one pleads a defeilive Pardon, whether be
fball be admitted to plead over 5 or whether fuch
a Plea will be falal? IL 15

Exceptions to an Indidlinent ought to be made be-

fore Plea pleaded 89

If the Prifoner demurs to the Indiflinent, be con-
feffes the Fatf I1. g2. ILI. 596 -

Connfel affigi’d a Prifoner to put bis Plea in Form

22§

Time given a Prifonci to maintaiit bis Plea lo the

Furifdidtion 238

A Record camnot be pleaded in genciral Terins
but the [pecial Matter muff be ot forth 233
A piivate oA of Parliawent mufp be pleaded
[pecially ib.
Averieits necelfary in pleading, and what rdver-
il s ﬂ,l..?” be gead, and swbat not 248, 251
Qirz caniot pleed Auter foitz arraigi’'d 252
[Vhere an Azverinent fhall reance a general Aile-
gation Lo a Cerlainly 253
No Fust s admitted by a Demurver that is iof
wwell p." caded
A Ation brought cannot be pleaded in Bar to
another Afion for the fame Canfe, unlefs a
Declaration be deliver’d in the firft Aftion

250
Matter of Faét aver'd fhall not enlaige the Re-
cord 257

A Plea in Papery and without a Counfel's Haud,
is iot to be receiv’d IV, 213
IWhere ane pleads to the Furifdifiion, be ought 1o
be ready to maintain bis Plea prefently 214
Iy Capital Cofes the Criminal is allyw’d no Time
19 plead 223
[Fheye one appears upon a Summons be  fhall
have an Jmparlance s but if be comes in Crffo-
dy, o on a Recoguizance, be fhall plead pre-

featly 22
Tihere one pleads to an Tadiflment, he admits the
Copy deliver’d hime according to the late AL, to
be o tiie Copy 0668
Time refus’d to coifider of a Fetnder in Demnrrer
VI 242

PLOT.

Platters againft Queen Elizabeth I. 128, 134

Pozzder-Plot 232, 248
Popifb Plot I 656, &c.
Ryehoule Lifjaffmation Plot [1I. 684

Affaffizaticn Plot againft King Wilham IV, 562
PLUMTRE, Henry Efg; 111 949,  See Sache-
verell, Willlam.

PLUNKET, John VI. 335 See Atterbury.

YLUNKET, Cliver, D. D. Titelar Primate of

Ireland, bis Trial the 8tb of Junc, Trinity

Terir, 33 Car. 1L 1681, af the King's Bench-

Bar Wettminlter, for Ligh Treafon commitied

i Treland [1L 293

Arraign’d before, in Ireland, for the faine F{f{?

1b.

253 -

FivelWeeks time allow’d the Doftor to:fend for bis
Witneffes IIL 293
His Trial comes on ' 204
The Indifiment, for Confpiring the Death of -his
Majefly, and the Subverfion of the Efiablifh’d
Religion and Government in Ireland - ib.
The King’s Counfel opeis the Indisimemt 295
Sir Robert Sawyer, Attoruey-General, bis Speech
before Evidence o ' 1b.
The King’s Witneffes call'd 296
Evidence of the French King's Dfign to $irvade
Ireland, and the Prifoner’s colleiting Money of
the Popifis Clergy to incite a Rebellion in Ire-

land, 2o favour the Invafion 1b.
The Prifoner enters upan bis Defenve 309

Complains that the Time allew'd bim was not fuf-
Sicient to bring over bis Records and Witneffes
ib

Mr. Soliciter fums up the Evidence 1D,
He infifts much on a Letter the Doftor fent to in-
vite the French King to invade Irelahd 310
M. Serjeant Jefleries’s Qbfervations on the Evi-
deice ib,
An Evidence examin’d for the Prifoner, after the
King's Counfel bad made their Obfervations
1T

The Chief Fuftice divelts the Fary gib.
The Prifoner is convified 312
He is call’d to his Sentence, and makes v Speech,
cwheiein be complatis of being try’d in a Foreign
Kingdom by a fury of Strangers, wbo neither
knew the Charaiter of him or the Witheffes s
and endvavonrs to fhew the Improbability of
what had been fworn againft bim b,
The Chief Fuflice tells bim be is try’'d in England
by virtue of an ancient Statute 5 and that be
was not the firfk Inflance, for O’'Rurke and fe-
veral others bad been iry'd in England for
Crimes committed in Ireland 313
The Chief fuftice promounces Semtence on Dr.

Plunket as e Trartor 314
He is executed b,
His Dying Speech ib.

POCKLINGTON, Johny Efg; VI 188, See
Gilbert, Sir Jeffery.
POLE, Michael de la, Zarl of Suffolks Lord
Chancellor, tmpeach’d L
Difputes the Senfe of the Chancellor’s Oath 2
Cenfur’d on the Iirft, Fourth, and Fifth rdrticles
1b.
His Fudgment 3
Aecus’d of Treafon.  See Brambre.
PORDAGE, Dr. John, Reffor of Bradfield, Ais
Trial before the Commiffoners of Berks, for
ejefting frandalous and infufficicut Minifters,
105.1. L 217
The firft Nine Articles exhibited againft bim 218
Charging bim with maiutaining feveral beterodox
Opinions in Religion 1b.
The Dottor objetts, that be bad already been try'd
aind acquitted of this Charge 5 which does #ot
avail biis 1b.
His dufwer to the firft Articles 219
A fecond Charge, of fpeaking againft the State
of Matrimony 5 and of aceling wilth Cosnfu-
iCEs 221, 222
His Anfeer 222
A third Charge, of erveneons Dollrines 5 and of
faying be convers’d with Angels, and faw Dra-

gois, and the Devil 224
Evidence 1o prove it 225
A
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A fourth Charge, of criminal Converfation with
a Woman, and having a Child by ber 11 226

Evidence to the fecond Charge 1b.
Evidence to the third Charge 227
.The Doflor’s Defence 1.
As to Doétrinal Points 228

- - As 1o converfing with Augels, &c. Z30
To the fourth Charge 232
As for what be is accus’d of before 1051, be
pleads the Gencral Parden 234

The Depofitions as tg the firt Charge for and a-
gamft the Dotior 235

Ewvidence pro and con of the fecond Charge 244
Evidence pro and con of the third Charge 245
Hear-[ay admitted as Evidence againft the Doclor

2 A1
The Sentence pafs’d upon him, to turn bim ont of
bis Living 2 50

PORTEOUS, Captain John, Procecdings in the
Trial of bim for Murder, before the Court
of Julticiary, a¢ Edinburgh, i» July 1736,
10 Geo. L. VI 763

The Indittment, [ubfcribed by the King's qifffftgr

10. 794

The Information, by the King’s ddvecate 705

Captain Porteous’s Defence, by bis Counfel 770

Interlocutor upon the Relevancy againfe bim 781

The Libel found relevant 1b.

The Fury fwirs ib.

The Prifoncr confeffes, the Perfons mentioned in
the Inditment were killed and wounded  1b.

Depofitions of the IVitneffes againft bim 1b, & feqq.

of the Witneffes for bim 988, & {eqq.

The Verdict againft biss 791
Sentence of Death paffed l‘ ib.
His Petition 10 Queen Caroline, then Guardiai

of the three Realms ib,

A Letter from the Duke of Newcaltle, Secretary
of State, by Order of ber Majefly, 1o the
Lords of the Fufliciary, for flay of Execution

for fix Wecks =073
The Captain is therenpon repricy’d 1b.
But taken out of Prifon, three Days after, and
executed by the Populace 704

They order twvo of their Number, for want of
Clergynsen, to officiate, at the Place of Execn-
tion ib,

PORTLAND, William Earl of, John Lerd So-
mers, Kdward Ear/ of Orlord, Charles Lord
Hahfax, their Tmpeachment, together with the
Charge againft the Lord Haverfham for Breack
of Privilege, exhibited by the Houfe of Com-
wons, 13 W. 111 1701 V. 319

The Lords addrefs the King not to cenfure or pu-
nifb the Four Lords 11l] the Inmpeachments are
try'd 1b.

The Lords fend a Meflage to the Commons, to put
them in mind of exbibiting Articles againft the
Lords 340

The Conmons bring wp Articles againft the Ear!
of Orford, and demand be foould grve Secuiity
to abide the Judpment of the Houfe of Lords ib.

The Lords fearch their Fournals, and fiud it nor

ufual 1o take Securily b,
The dvticles againft the Earl of Orford 5 and bis
Anfwer ib.
The Earl of Orford defires a Copy of the Articles
againft bim s which is granted 244
A Copy of the Lord Orford’s Aunfiwer ordei’d to
be fent dawi to the Commons ib.

Two Counfel affign’d bim for bis Trial v 24

Another Melage from the Lords, to put the é}a;;i
mons in mind of exbibiling Articles againft the
other Impeach’d Lords 345

Articles exhibited againft John Lord Somers
and bis Aufwer i

/A Mqﬂ&ge jé!:t é_y the Lords 10 the Cﬂfﬂmmii.
thal the Houfe having been defir'd by the Far)
of Orlord, that a Day imay be appointed for
bis [peedy Trial, their Lordfhips Jinding ua IF.
Jue join’d by Replication of the Houfe of Coi-
monsy think fit to give them Notice theresf

356
Another Meffage to put the Commons iy mind of

exbibiting Articles againt the Lovds Portland
and Halifax 357

A Meflage from the Lords, that they bad ap-
fointed a Day for the Trial of the Earl of Or-
ford; and that the Comizons might reply, if

they thought jit tb.
The Commons infift upon it as their R 10ht to exhi-
bit Articles, whei they fee fit b,

That where feveral are impeach’d, it is their un-
doubted Right 10 bring 1o Trial fuch of theii
Jirft as they fee it ib.

That their Lordfbips ouzht not to appoint a Day cf
Trialy before the Coninons bave fignified theiy
being ready to procecd thereon 259

Precedents in Cofes of Impeachment ih.

The Lords in a Meffage 1 the Consirons [ot forih,
that they can fird ne Precedent <oiere Joviiches
bave beenn fo long deferi’d efter o general In-
peachinent 250

The Lovds infif o their Right of appointing i/
Tinte fer the Trial i,

The Commens propofe a Conferesice oir the Jethods

of Proceedings in Impeachients 1b,
The Lords agree 1o it 1b.
Precedents fearc’d by the Lords 360

The Lovds again affcit their Risht, 1o appoint a
Day for the Trial ¢f an Impeachment, withor:
any previous Siguification froin the Coinigrs,
of their being ready to proceed 361

I a Meffage by My, Harcourt, the Comnions i

SR on their Propofition for o Couinittee of Lot
Hotfes, to adjuff the Preliminaries for the Tri-
al: particularly, whether the Impeach’d Iovd;
Joall appear at their Trials, at their Lavdfhips
Bar as Criminals; and whether they Joall fit a5
Jrdges on each others Trials fer thefe Crismes,

or give their Votes in thefe Cafes ib.
Precedeints concerning the Regulatios of Tiinls be-
fore the Loyds 362

The Lords refufe to appoint a Committee, 1o mect
a Connnittee of the Houje of Conmsons, to fettle
the Preliminaries in velation to the Th ol of the
Tinpeac’d Lords 263

A Meflage to the Commgns, that they baye Jcp-
potnted the 13th of June: for the Trial of the
Lsrd Somers " ib.

In a Meffage from the Cominsiss, they t-ke Notice
that the Lords bave onmitted namirg a Place

for the Trial 1

They fHll infif on a Comuittce 6j bo!H Houfes,
before they proceed npon the Trial 1b.

The Lords Keafons given at a Confereciice fer not
appotirting a Commitice * ih,

The Loids refolve, that no Lord of Parliasens,
Impeack’d of High Crimes and Mifdemeanou;s,
fhall at bis Trial be witkout 1he Bar 264,

s
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And that no Lord of Parliament, Impeackd as
aforefaid, can be precluded from Voting on any
Qccofion, cxcept 1 bis cwin Trial V.364

The Lords appoint the 19th of June for the Loid
Somers’s Tiial 2035

Exceptions 1aken by the Cominons to foine Expref-
Sizus of @iy Lerd Haverlhant’s at a feee Con-
fereree | 360

The Ceininons difire the Lords to proceed againft
the Lord Yaverfham for the Words [poken by
bint, aind iuflict fach Punifiment upoi the faid
Leid, as fo bigh ein Offcice againft the Honfe
of Commons deferves ib.

Articles breught up againft Charles Lord Halifax,
and demanded bz fhold give Sccurily lo abide
the Fudgment of the Honfe of Leias 367

His Znfwer to the sirticles 1b.

Toe Comninons refufe e Couference, till Satisfaition
be given then as to the Words [pokenn by the
Lord Hlaverfham 372

Order’d, that the Lovd Haverfham bave a Copy
of the Charge delivir’d in ogainft hisis by the
Commons 5 and that be bave Counfel allow’d
Dl | 273

The Lords acquaint the Comoits <with their in-
tended Method of Procecding at the Trial of the
Lord Somers ib.

A Order of the Foufe of Lowds for the Lord
Somers’s Hitneffes to attend the Trial 374

Reafons given by 1he Cominons why they refufe fo
];;»-m:a! to the Trial ¢f the Lord Somwrs s and
an Aufwer theyeto by the Lords 1b.

A Meffage frei the Lewds, that they intead pre-
feitly to proceed lo the Trial of the Lord So-
mers; the Meffensers acquaint the Lovds that

the Houfe of Comsits 15 adjourn’d 2476
The Loids pioceed to the Trial, notwithffanding
1b.

Proclamation made in the King's Naine ih,
No Profecutor appearing, be is acquitted by the
Nejority of Voices 277
The Loids appoint the 234 of June for the Trial
of the Lsvd Orford 248
The Comiois anfwery they will proceed firft 1o

the Trial of the Lord Somers, wheit they have
ecciv’d Satisfallicn in relation to my Livd

Haverfham, &c. 1
The Lord Havertham's Anfver 1o the Charge of
the Houfe of Comiinois 1b.

The Lords declare thet, wislefs 1he Comuions pro-
fecure theiy Chorge ageinft the Lord Haverfham
Before the End of this Scffion, they will adjudge

biny Dnocent 281
/i Order of the Lovds for sy Lord Orlord’s I1it-
#effes to aitend the Trial 1b.

A Coimplaint that the Gemmmois in their printed
Votes bad veflefled on the Honfe of Peers b,
Refels’d, that thefe Refledions of the Coinmons
ore conlriv’d to cover their affoéled and unrea-
fenable Delays in profecuizug 1he Impeack’d

Lords 1b,
That they teind to the fubvertiiy the Conflitation,
&ec. ib.
They procced to th2 Trial of the Eerl of Orford
392
They acqiit bim Nemine contraqicente, o Profe-
(it appearing 1b.
Ordei’d, that th: Charge againft the Lord Ha-
vertham be difiniffed 1b.
VouL. VL

That 1he Impeachment againft the Lord Portland
be difnifs’d, no Articles bejng exbibted againft
him V. 383"

That the Impeachment againft the Lord Halifax
aid the Articles againft bim, be difmifi’d  1b,

Toat the Impeachment againft the Duke of Leeds
fer High Crimes and Mifdemeanonrs, and the
dArticles againft bim, be difuifs’d b

POTTER, Vincent 11, 398. 8ee Regicides.
POYSON.,
PRECIEPT.  See Whits,

PREROGATIVE 1 549, and 1L 305.°
PRESSICKS, Mary Il 59. 8ee Thwing.
PRESTON, Lord Vifrornt (alias Sir Richard

See Murder.,

Grahme, Baronet) Johu Afhton, and ¥d-
mund Ylliot, their arraignment for High
Treafon, 16 January, 1690, 2 W. & M.
IV. 410

The Indifiment for Compaffing the Death of the
King and Quzen, and adberiug to their Eneinies

* ib.
The fame Quert-Afls laid 1o prove the Adbefion,
as to prove the Compalfing the King and Quecs’s
D:ath IV, 417
The Lord Prefton infifts upon bis Pecrage  ib.
The Court tell bim be muft produce his Patent

¥
That the Houfe of Lords had over-ruld bis Cﬁzfi
of Pecrage b,
And that bis Lordfbip bad difclain’d bis Right to
Pecrage thire 1b,
The Indiciment vead in Lattin at the Prifoney’s
Requoft 415
Produces a Statute of 46 Ldw. 1IL upon which
be prays a Copy of bis Indifhment 417
Which is refus'd bim 418
It is not regular to inove to put off & Trial before
Plea pleaded ib.

The Prifoners plead Not Guilly, and then move
for a longer Time to prepare for their Trial,
wurging that the bafty Proceedings in the late
Reign in Capital Cafes were look’d upan as great
Hardfhips, and given by King \William as one
of the Reafon for bis coming over, in one of bis
Declarations 419

A Trial wever pul off en a Suggeftion that 1Vit-
nefles aie out of the way, without Qath ade of

it 421
The Prifoncrs vefufing to join in their Challenges,
are ordei’d 1o be try'd feparately 423

The Lord Prefton comes upon bis Irial, and
Afhton and Elliot remanded to Newgate, and
not permitted to be prefent at bis Trial b,

Furors difchare’d for want of Frechold 1b.

The Kiig need not fhewy bis Canfe of Challenge till

the Panitel is gone throngh 1,
Mr. Sol:citor General (Sir John Somers) his
Speech before Evidence 425

Captain Billop’s Evidence of taking the Prifoners
on board a Swack at Gravefend, as they were
goiing 10 France with treafonable Papers 433

Lsrd Nottingham Secretary of State, Marquis
of Carmarthen Lord Prefideat, and Lord Sid-
ney, depofe that the Papers preduc’d in Conrt
were the feme that were brought to thein by
Captain Billop 430, 437

The Papers vead, giving an Account of the State
of the Englith rleet and Garrifons, &c.

440

*P H3t-
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Witneffes produc’d to prove fome of the Papers to

be my Lord’s Hand IV, 446

Lord Prefton’s Defence. He objelts that no Trea-

fon was prov’d againft bim in the County of

Middlefex 447

That Similitude of Hands was not Evidence of o

Man's Hand-writing in Capital Cafes 1b.

His Objections anfier’d 1b.

The Lord Chief Fuftice Holt direils the j‘nr_;

44

Lord Chicf Fuftice Pollexfen adds bis Obferva-

Lions L 453

The Lord Prefton fuffei’d to fpeak in bis Defence

after the Evideice fum'd up 454

He is convifled 455

PRESUMPTION, S§ee Evidence.

PRICE, Anne 1L 1017, 8ee Talborough.

PRICE, John Eff; and 100 other Proteftants, their

Arraigument for High Treafm at Wicklow s

the Kingdow of Ircland, March 0, 1688-9,

IV. 401

An Introduttion, giving an Account bow they came

to be charg’d with High Treafon 1b.

Ten of the Grand Fury Popifls 402

The Lord Chicf Fuftice Keating's Charge to them

ib,

The Inith Papifts arin themfelves npon the Revo-
lution with Half- Pikes and Skeans 1b,
Encourag’d by the regular Troops in their Depre-
dations on the Englifh 1D,
No Petty Treafon in Ireland 403
Murder made High Treafon in Ircland 1b.

People may affcmble for their common Defence,
without flaying for Permiffion from cuthority
404
The IndilTment againft Mr, Price and the reff
ib.
Prifoners to the Civil Potwer ought not to be guard-
ed by Soldiers, or with Five-driuns 405
The Grand Fury ought 1o be all Freeholders  1b.
A Capital Crime muft be try’'d in the Connty where
it 15 commtted 4006
For want of Jurors qualified, the Trial put off to
another affizesy and woft of the Prifoners bail'd
by order of the Governnicnt, though committed
for High Treafou 407
The Proteflants complain to the Court of their be-
ing fripp’d and plunder’d by a Rabble of Infh
Pa p{'/f.f 1b.
wo convidted for flealing Cattle 5 and the Court
directing the Ordinary not 1o affift them in read-
ingy they veceive Sentence of Deatls 408
The Lord Deputy Tyrconnel’s Letter read at the
Affizes, requiring a Loan of particular Perfouns
toweards fubfiffing King James's srmy 409
The Grand Fury excufe themfelves through the
Poverty of their Connly, and are reprimanded
by the “fudye 410
PRIEST Il Sor. §ee Plot, TPopiih,
PRINTING,
A Printer on a Trial for Ligh Treafon is allow’d a
Fury, balf of which are Bockfellers or Printers
II. 530. Sve Libel.
PRISONERS, and IMPRISONMENT.,
Sir Thomas More Tmprifencd 145 Moiuths, and bis
Epate confifcated before be is brought to Trial

I. 61
Qire kept in Prifon after bis being try’d and ac-
quittcd of High Treafon 7

A Prifoaer deny'd the Liberiy of taking Notes at
his Triaf 135

Falfe Imprifonment to detain one committed ) y

Order of Parliament, after the Diffolution of
the Parliament Il 20g

The Goods of a Prifoner accus’d of Treafon or
Felony, may be fecur’d 5 but the Prifoner fhall
bave a Subfiflence out of them, till he is con-
vilted [L. 504. 1V. 627. V. 290

A Prifoner Indicled for Felony, denied Procof; )y
the Courl to bring in bis Witunefles 11, 507

The Jury dirclied in the Abfence of the Prifoner

Ji
Earl of Danby Imprifoned 40 Months <vithont ﬂ’fi’
Profecution 744,

Refolv’d by all the Fudges, that the King could
not give bim Leave 10 go to bis Houfe 552
Where any Queftion of Law arifes, it ought to be
put iit the Prifoner’s Prefence 729
Counfe! affigned a Prifoncr fholl not be diftharged
without bis Aflent III. 243
A Prifoner in Capital Cafes may not have any Iy-
Jruétion in Writing, or otherwife, from Coun-
Jel or others, without they are affii’d by the
Court to aflift bim 244

A Pecy imprifon’d on a Homine Replegiand® 17/
the Party effoivi’d was produced £44
The Court of King's-Bench deny the Prifoncr a
Habceas Corpus to bring up bis Witnelfes, who
were Prifoners for Debt 1V, 2
A Prifoner for High Treafon, not ufual to lot
bis Friends be in private with bim 2009, (62,
A Prifoner to the Civil Power ought to be pzft7zfo7t
under a Guard of Soldiers 404, 405
A Prifoner brought by Habeas Corpus fo the
King’s-Bench, may be remanded to the Connty
Goal from sobence be came, or to any Prifon
in the County where the King’s-Bench fits
1I. 1000

Where a Witne[s is a Prifoncr, be cannot be
brought ouf of the Rules but by Habeas Cor-
pus IV. 599
The Prifoner’s Irons ought to be taken off during
the Trial IV. 6g8. V. 18
But not upon bis Arraigmiacnt VI 232
A Statute made to imprifon feveral Perfons for
Life V. 8r
Whether a Peer may be committed for a Mifde-
meanony ? IV. 312
Whether a Commitment to the Cuftody of a Mef-
Jenger be a lawful Tmprifonment ¢ 556
PRITCHARD, §ir William, late Lord Mayor of
London, and Thomas Papillon, Efg; the Trial
between them, Nov, 0, 1684. 36 Car, I, III.
1072

The Plaintiff declares that the Defendant cang/?éd
bim to be arrefted, being then Lord Mayor,
baving no probable Canfe of Affion againft 1he
Platniff ib.
Sir Robert Sawyer, dtterney-General, fuggefts
that this was part of the Plot of the difeon-
tented Party to throw the City into Confufion 1b.
The Manner of the Arreft is prov’d 1073
The Lieutenancy raife the Militia, and prevent
any Difturbance 5 and my Lord Mayor is re-
leafed 1075
Mr. Serjeant Maynard’s Speech for the Defendant
ib.

The Lord Mayor not exempt from an Ayreff, where
there is a proboble Canfe 1076
The Defendant’s Counfel urge that they bad a pro-
bable Caufe, the Plaintiff making fuch a Re-

tura
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turn 2o the Mandamus for admitting bim She-
riff, as be had Reafon to apprebend was falfe

IIL 1076
M. Williams®s Speech 1077
Mr. Ward’s Speech 1b.
The Chief Fuftice reprimands bing 1078

FEvidence that the Plaintiff refus’d to grve an Ap-
peaiaice 1079
Evidence that the Defendant had a Majority of
Votes on the Poll for Sheriff 1084
The Attoriey-General’s Reply 1085
The Plaintiff’s Counfel fhew that the Poll where
the Defendant pretends be was elelied Sheriff,
was taken in a riotous manner, and by Perfons
who bad no Authority to take it ib.
My. Serjeant Maynard’s Anfwer 1087
The Chicf Fufice’s Obfervations upon the Evi-
dence 1088
The purfuing malicions Methods 1o ebtain a Right,
makes the Party doing it liable te an Afiion
1090

Inftences of Malice in the Defendant . 1091
The trite Defign of this Aireft, to procure an In-
[urreElion 1093
Damages direfied to be given anfwcrable to the
Mifchief intended, and not accoraing to what

the Plaimiff fuftained 1094
Danages given 10,000 1. ib.
T he Chief Fuftice commends the Verdil? 1b.

PROQF. See Evidence, and Witnelles.

PROVOCATION. See Murder,

PRYNNE, William, Efg; his Trial in the Star-
Chamber ## Hilary Term, 1693. ¢ Car. L
for writing and publifbing a Libel, intitled,
Hiftrio-maftix ; or, a Scourge for Stage-Play-
ers, &c. as alfo the Trial of Michael Sparkes
for Printing, and William Buckner for Ls-
cenfiag the faid Libel 5 and of four others con-
cerned i primting part of it I. 418

The Libel cenfures all manuer of Plays and Re-
creations as wnlawful, and cafts Reflections on
the King, Queen, and Court, &c. for allowing
thein, and being prefent ab them ib.

The keeping of Feftivals does not pleafe this Au-

thor b,
Prynne’s Aificer fo the Information 410
Buckner’s Anfwer ib.
Sparkes’s Aufwer 1b,

Mr. Atcorney-General opens and enforces the
Charge 420
Mufick, Dancing, Church-Ceremonies, and Men
and Wewmen's Hair offends Mr. Prynne.  He
infinates that we are returning to Paganiim,
and perfuades People to fly their Country  1b,
Prynne affizins that be would rather die than put
on bis Maid’s Clothes 421

King Charles’s Reign compared with Nero’s 422
Mir. Atkyns and Mr. Holbourn, of Couufel for

Prynne 5 their Argument in bis Defence 1D,

My, Heme's Argument 423

Commiffioners Speeches before Sentence ib,

Prynne cenfur'd 428

Buckner and Sparkes cenfur'd 1b.

PRYNNE, Willam, Efg; L. 481. ¢ Balt-
wick. -
PUBLICATION. Sce Label.

PIRACY.

97ofe oir board a Pirate, prefumed to concur with
Line, wirlefs they can make the contrary appear

Vg

Thofe that are Servants on board a Pirate, diret-
ed to be acquilted V. 314
Englith Pirates try’d in Scotland 572

R.

ALEGH, Sir Walter, bis Trial for High
Treafon, in confpiring to depofe the King, and
fet up the Lady Arabella Stuart, and corre-
fponding with Spain for that Purpofe, and for
publifbing a Book againft the King's Title 3 be-
fore Commiffioners of Oyer and "Terminer fpe-
cially appointed at Winton, the 17¢h of No-
vember, 1603. 1 Jac. L I 212
8ir Edward Coke, Atterney-General, his Speech
214 & feqq.

Intervupted by Sir Whalter b
The Kikg is King to all Intenis on the Demife of

his Predeceffor, before be 15 crowned s and Trea-
Jon may be committed againft bim before bis Co-
ronalion 214
Lord Cobham’s Examination, who was a Pri-
foner,y and charged with the fame Fafi, read as
Evidence againft Sir Walter 216
The Prifoner’s Anfwer 1D,
Lsrd Cobham’s fecond Examination read; and
the Prifoner’s Aufwer 217
The Fudges rule, that two Witne[les were not ne-
ceffary 1o convill one of Treafon s and that the
25 of Edw. IIL was ot then in Force 218
An Examination not fig’d by the Party, adjudged
Lvidence againft a third Perfon '

ib.
Sir Edward Coke affirms, that Circumftantial E-

vidence alone is fufficient to convii? a Man of

High Treafon 219

The Court vule that the Witnelles need not be pro-
duced viva voce

220
Some hear-fay Examinalions read 1b, 222
Evidence concerning the Book 221

The Lady Arabella cleared of being concerned in
ihe Plot 222
Mr. Attorney gives feuriilous Langnage toSir Wal-

ter 216, 220
Is reprov’d by the Court 223
A Letter of Lord Cobhany's read in Fufification

of the Prifoncr 224
Sir Walter #5 convifled ib.
Sentence paffed 225

After fourteen Years Imprifonment in the Tower,
he is made Admiral of a Squadron bound to
Guiana 226

Having ill Succefs, is executed at bis Return, up-
on the former Sentence 226, & {eqq.

Whether bis Commiffion did not amount to a Par-
don, in Honour, if not in Law 2 227

His Bebaviour before and at Execution 229, &

feqq.
RAPE. S8ee Audley, and Buggery.
RAWLINS, Pleafant 'V, 449. See Swendfen,

& al.
RE ADING, Nathanacl, Efg; bis Trial for a
Mifdemeanonr, April 24, 1679. 31 Car. 1.

II. 800
Sir James Butler’s Charge to the Grand Fury ib.

Probable Evidence fufficient for them to find the
Bill 1b,
Eleven Yudges afif at the Trial ib.
The Indiciment, for endeavouring to fiffethe King’s
Evidence againt the Popifb Lords, by fuboru-

ing the King’s Witnefles, and bribing them to
retract their Evidence 807

No
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No peremptory Challenge, but in Capital Cafes
IL. §o08

The Prifoner complains of o0 firict and illegal a
 Confinement 1b.
One cannot be conviéled of Treafon in an Indifi-
menty where the Treafon is not formally laid,
though 1ke Foits charged do amount to Treafon
1b.

IWhether be may not be indified for Trealon, o
thofe wery Fafls, aftcr be bad been convicted of a
Mifdemeanoui for them,  See My, Hampden’s
Trial tb.
Furyman ey be cxamined as a IVitnefs foly
The Prifoner confeffes, be bolieves theie was a Plot
810

Bedloc’s Evidence of the Prifonci’s tampering
with biin to retrail bis Lvidence againft the
Lords 1b.
Speke depofes that be gver-beard the Bargain be-
. tween Bedloe and the Prifencr SI;
Bedloe’s Servant depefis that be ovei-beard the
Trealy betsveen the Prifoncr and bis Mafter
017

M. Reading’s Defence s he fhewws bow be be-
came concciued for the Popifh Lords 818
He is told, Le aauft not afperfe the King’s 1¥it-
" neflesy unlefs be biings Proof of what be cheiges
thein with S21
The Prifoncr to bave 1co 1. per Ann. ont of every
1oco I. per Ann, Bedloe gof 1
Bedloc owus be bad beeir engaged in o Difien to
fire the City of Weltminiter 8§22
But the Prif-ner is told, be it wot afk bim airy

Queftions tending to migke him eccufe binflf

1b.
The Prifoncr avers that Bedloe firft propofed the

NMatter to b 824
Ye lloc owwns be pitehed uponr an Lffate 1 Glou-

celterfhire for bis Reward 825
The Prifoncr clears the Popifb Lords of any De-
Sign to érite Bedloc 1b.

He fays thai bis treating with Bedloe scas to pre-
vent the fbedding of innocent Blood 1h.
Bedloe receives 5001 of the Governinent for bis
Difcovery 826
No Man ought to be Connfel in Treafoir or Felony,
1ill be is olfigned 1b.
The Lord Chicf Fuftice Novth diretts the Juiy
§27

The Fury can bave no Papeis ont of Conrt that

are not under Seal §23
The Fudgment againft My, Reading 829
He is fet in the Pilloiy 1b.

RIEASON, Hugh, and Robert Tranter, their Trial
Sfor the Murder of Edward Lutterell, kfy; at
the King's-Bench Bar, 3 I'eb, 1721, §Geo. L

VI 195
The Ldiclment 1b.
M, Serjeaint Chelhyrc’s Speech defore Evidence
I
Eidence for the King, that the Deceafed was :79:2
refted, and kill’d by the Prijoners wehillF in their
Crflody 198
Lividence of what the Deceafed declared, after he
was wolnded 201
D:bates about giving Evidence of wwbat the Decea-
fed faid on bis Death-Bed, the Examination

ot being proauced 203
The fudgment of the Court 204
T be Strpeon’s Lvidince 205
1be Prifoncrs Defence b,

Fvidence for the Prifoners VI 205
My, Reeve and Mr, Hungerford, their Reply
20
Lerd Chief Fuftice Pratt’s Direltions to the _‘}fn;;
208
The Prifencrs found guilly of Manflavghtcr 212
REBELS. Se¢e Traitors.
RECORDS. §ee Fyidence.

RECUSANT.
The Beginning of Recufancy, and the Reafon of mak-
g the Penal Laws againft Popifh Recufants
1. 232
Three Peifons, Quakers, convitled of Recufancy for
refufing to take the Oaths of Alligiance and Su-
 premacy I 463
A Popifh Recufunt ¢ good IVitncfs, 1ill the Record
of his Conviclion is produced 1. 392. IV, 45
The Furies who 17y’d the Prifiner for the Popift
Plot direcled by the Court not to give any Cre-
dit 10 the Teflimuony of the Popifh Witueffes, boww
HUMIEYGHS [2em 11. 876, go7
}ff'ug' James’s Mandate to the Univeifity of Cam-
bridge 1o adinit @ Papifh Recufant to his De-
gree IV, 254
REGICIDLS, szeemty-nine, their Trial for High
Treafon, which b:gan at the Old Baily, Lon-
don, October 10, 1660. 12 Car. II. 11, 302
Refolutions of the Fudges and King’s Counfel npon
Confultation preparatary to ihe Tiial 1b.
That ary of the King’s Coutnfel might privately ma-
wage the Evidence 1o the Grand Juiy 1D,
i cafe a Furor convidd a Men, it is zo Caufe of
Chalicnge to a Prifoncr <who is to be try*d oiz 1he
Jame Inditiment 303
Thbe Lord Chicf Baron's Chaige to the Grand Fu-

7y 304

The Inteution puitifbable only in Treofon 1b.
Of wbich IVerds may be an Qvert-..£F 1b,

The People bave no ceercive Power over the Perfor
of the King 305
The Spencers Treafon 5 the bolding that the King
imight be siprif.ued, or compelled per afpertee
to fubinit to the People’s Demands 1b.
Ay Perfon excenting an illegal #dk, though by the
King’s Cominand, is punifhable 200
The King canirot in Perfon arrcft any Many or e
arrefted 1b.
The King caniot fit in Judgment in bis own Per-
Jous and bis Poffefhons are fubjec? to a Trial
oy Fury b,
The Prifoncis brought from the Tower to New-

gate 307
They are feverally arraigned ib.
Watrer, Sir Hardrels, pleads Guilty 308

Marten, Henry, ¢ffers 1o the Conrt, that bis
Name is mif-fpelt in the Exception in the A&

of Indemnity 309
And is ever-ruled 310
FLeerwoop, George, pleads Guilty 311

The reft plead Not guilty 308, & feqq.
Harrison, Thomas, drought upon bis Trial

14

Sir Heneage Finch aggrovates the Charge  ib.
Holds that if any one of the Overt- Aéts laid in the
Indiftinent, or any other Overt-Aét tending to

the fame Treafon be proved, it maintains the
Indiéiment 1b.

An Account of the Number of the Regicides, and

where difperfed, &c. 315
Sir Edward Turner’s Speech 1b.
The Witnefles called 310

Prev’d
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Proved, that be fat i the Court feveral Days
and particularly on the Day of the Sentence

II. 317
That be fign’d the Warrant for fummoning the
High Court of Juftice 318

That be fign'd the Warrant for the Execution of
the King 1b.
Proved, that Harrifon advis’d to blacken the

King in their Charge agaiyft bins 307
Copy of the Warrant for the Execution of the
King 319
Harrifon’s Defence 1b.
He juftifies the Fall,. as approved by Heaven
1b.

Says that many upen the Bench were as adlive i
the Rebellion as himfelf ib. 320
He excepts to the Furifdiition of the Court 320
And fays be atied by Authority of the Parliament,
for which be was not to be queftioned bere b,
Some on the Bench anfwer him 320, 321

The Lord Chief Baron direlis the fury 323
A Endeavour to imprifon the King an Quert-All

of compaffing bis Deatl 1b.
Harrifon convicted 324
Fudgment againft bim 1b.
Scroop, Adrian, bis Trial b,
The Evidence againft bim the [ame as againft Har-
rifon 325
Scroop’s Defence 327
That be adted under the then Supreme Authority
ib.

But forty-fix Members in the Houfe, when the Az
for eretting the High Court of Juftice paffed

28

I bocver obeys a Court, where it exceeds its 3‘::3:*5_[-
diftion, is punifbable 1b,
The Chief Baron direéts the Jury 329
Scroop convified 330
Carew, John, bis Trial b,
The Evidence againft him, the fame as againft the
two former ib,
Carew’s Defence 331
He juftifies the Fat, and infifts that the Canfe
was approved by Heaven ib
Carew convitted 333
Scot, Thomas, bis Tr:al 334

Proved, that be fat as Fudge in the Fhigh Court
of Juftice, that he was there upois the Day of

Sentence, and that ke fign'd the late King's
Death-Warrant ib.
Proved, that be gloried in the Falt, and defired it
might be infcribed on bis Tomb 235
Scot’s Defence 236
Lor Treafon and Felony there is no Privilege of
Parliament 1b.

He cudeavours to prove that the Rump-Parliament
were a vightful and lawful Authorily 337
The Bifbops excluded by At of Parliament  1b.

Scot convidted 238
CremeNnT, Gregory, retralfis bis Plea, and
pleads Guilty _ 1b.
JonEs, John, bis Trial 230
Evidence againft bin the fame as againft Harrifon
1b.

Jones convified 1b. 340

Scroop, Carew, Scot, Jones, and Clement called
to their Sentence 340

The Chief Barow’s Speech to them 1b.
He fhews them, the thing was never the lefs finful,
for their pretending Confeience and that the
Man who killed bis Father and Mother maae
the [ame Pretence 1b.

Vor. VI,

 Sentence pronoiinced on the laft fve 1L g40
Coox, John, his Trial 24.1

Proved, that be exbibited the Charge againft the
King to the High Court of Juftice 242
The King refufing to plead, the Prifoner mov'd -
the Court that the Charge might be taken pro
confeffo 342
That be demanded Fudgment agasnft the King 1b.

344
That be examin'd Witnefles againft the King 345

Cook?’s Defence | 2.4
He pleads that be was affign’d to be Counfel againfp.
the King 1b.
That he atted only for his Feey, and not with &
malicious Intention 347
That be was nat infrumental in taking away the
King's Life, having no Power in the Court, and

alting only as Counfel 348
Claiis the A of Oblivien ib.
Infifts upon the King's Declaration from BPreda

ib,

He objefts, that bis writing treafonable B/ ords,
which others diflated, was nat Treafon 1D,
My, Solicitor’s Reply to the Prifoner’s Difence

34
Words tending to the Perfanal Hurt of 1he Kﬂ{g?
ireafonable 350
A Pardon cannot be by Implication, but muft bhave
exprefs Words 351
Sir Edward Turner’s Reply 1b.
My, Windham® Reply 352

The Chief Barow’s Dirctlions to the Jury — 1b.
Tells them the exhibiting the Charge againft bis
Majefty was High Ticafon b

The Chief Baron fhews be was not wilbin the E-
quity of 11 Hen. IV. which indemnifies thofe

who affif ¢ King de facto 2506
Cook 7s convidted 257
Perers, Hugh, drought upon bis Trial 1b.
The Evidence againft bim 1b.
That be confefs'd be advis’d Cromwell to put the
Kiug to death 358

That be commanded the Soldiers to cry out Juf-

tice! Juftice! againft the King 361
That be was aftive at the King’s Execution 1b.
That he preached on that Text, Bind their Kings

with Chains, and their Nobles with Fetters of

Iron 262
Hugh Peters’s Defence 364
The Lord Chief Baron’s Direttions to the Jury

305

He tells the Prifoncr, that the enconraging, atdingy
or abetting thofe who fat upon the King, and
brought i to bis Death, was as much Trea-
fon as if be bimfelf bad fat upon bim aind fen-
tenced bim y and that his feditions Specches 1
the Pulpit, or out of it, were a [ufficient Quert-
A of bis ireafonable Imaginaiton 1b.

My, Solicitor obferves, that this was the Man
who had feduced the reft, who faid they afied
in the Fear of the Lord s and that bis Execu-
tion might be a Means to bring fome of thens
to their Senfes : that his Death would preach
much better than bis Life had done, and might
in_fome Meafure vindicate the Pulpit from that

Difbonour he had brought upon ¢ 267
Hugh Peters convited 368
Cook and Peters call’d to their Seutence together

b,

Cook objes to the Indiflment, that it does nof
aver that be is the fame John Cook who 15 ex-
cepted in the Ak of Indemiunily ib.

* Q. The
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The Court telis bim, he bas admitted it, by plead-
ing 1o it I1. 368
The Chicf Barow's Speech before Sentence  ib.
Fle tells My, Cook, that thefe I7ords in the Oath
of Supremacy, which be bad taken, that the
King is the only Supreme Governor in - thefe
Realms, excludes any co-ordinate Power  ib.
Fudgment pronotnced on Cook and Peters 369
Huier, alias Howrer, Willlam, arraign:d
ib.

Axrterr, Danel, brought upon bis Trial  1b.
The King’s Counfel open the Indicliicnt and Lvi-
dence 1b.
The Witneffes produced againff Axicll ib,
Evidence of Axtell's commanding the Guards at
the King’s Trial, and beating the Soldiers who
did not cry out, Jultice! Juftice! &c. 370
Axtell’s Defence 373
[He infiffed, that the Authority by which be afted,
was acknowledged, both at home and cbioad, to
be the Suprcme Authority of the Naticit 5 and
what be had doie was as a Soldicr, by the Com-
maid of bis General, whefe Command, if be
bad refufed, be muft bave dicd : that be <cas
o more guilty than General Monk, whe aff-
ed by the fanie Authorily y aud theugh il was
but an Authorily i Fofi, and not of Righty be
ought wot to be queftioned ib. 374
e repeats and confiders diftinétly the Evidence a-

gainft i 377
The Chief Bareu direéls the Fury, and 1tells the
Prifoncr, that no Autherily can bear bim out
in being conceried in the King’s Death 381
Axtell is convifted 282
Hacker, Francis, drought upon his Trial ib.
My, Serjeant Keyling opens the Evidence agaiif?
hin 1b.
Hacker confeffes be wwas upoir the Guard, and kept
the King for bis Execntion s and being fhesin
the Warrant, he acknowwledged 1hat to be the
Warrait be bad for it 1b,
Two of the Commiffioncrs come dowon from the
Bench to give Exidence s but did not go 1p to
the Bench again during the Trial 384
Fvidence that Hacker ackiowledged be did, by vir-
tue of thatWarrant, figin another Warrant, for
execnting the King 5 but be did not reimember to

woat Perfon ib.
His Defence, that be was a Soldicr, and what be
did was by Command 385

The Chicf Baroir direfis the Fury, and tells them,
that this being the Perfon who had the Care of
the Execution, and figned the IWarrant to the
Focecutioner, it svas not to be doubted bt be woas
guilty of finagining the King’s Death 1D.

Hacker #s convicted 1b.,

Hurner, William, bronght upon bis Trial 386

The King’s Counfel open 1t, that Hulet was™ the
Man who cut off the King’s Head ib.

tvideirce of Bulet’'s confiffing be did the Evecn-
tion, and other circumftantial Evideice of his

besig the Man ib.
Hearfay Evidence allno’d againft hins 387
Flulet’s Defence 388
e produces feveral Witneffes, 1o prove that the

comninen Hanginan own’a be did 1t 1b.
Tuwe Chicf Baron diretis the Fury 389
Vlulet 75 convidted 390

Hawrvey, Ldmond, brought upon his Trial ib.
He acknowledges bis Sitting in the High Court of
Jultice 5 but fays, be did not fign the W arrant

391

Calls Witneffes to extenuate bis Crime  1I. 291
PenvincTown, laac, ronght upon his Trial
ib.

He acknowledges bis Sitting in the High Court
of Juftice s dut denies be had any Malice 19
bis Majefly - ib.
MarTEN, Henry, brought upon bis Trial 292
Evidence that be was wery allive -in the Connfels
againft toe King, and very merry at figning the

IWarrant for the King’s Execution b,
He confefles bis Sitting in Fudement on the Kipg ,
and feeins to juftify it | 302
MivrincTon, Gilbert, brought upon bis Trig)
ib,

He acknowledges bimfelf guilly 304
Trreusury, Robert, brought upon his Trial
- ib,

He acknowlzdges bis Offence 1b.
Roge, Owen, brought upon bis Trial ib.

e acknotwledges bis Sitting in Fudement on Dis
Majefly, and fiening the Warrant for bis Ex.

ecution ib.
Livsury, Robert, drought upon his Trial ib,
He acknoledges the Charge alfo 1b.

SMITH, Henry, being brought upon bis Trial,
acknowledges his Sitting in Fudgiment on bis
Majefly 395

The Lord Chisf Barow's Charge to the Fury " ib,

Harvey, Pennineton, Marten, Millington, Titch-
burn, Roe, Lilburn, and Smith conviged

_ 396 .
Downwes, John, brought upon his Trial, H: ron-

Selles bis Sitting in Fudgiment, and Signing the
Warrant for Execution: but, in bis Excuf, Jays,
be cans’d the Conrt to adjonrsn, aid did bis 11—
ot to fave the Kingy but was induc’d by
Threats to comply with the reft ib.
PorrEr, Vincen, being brought upon bis Trial,
coifeffes bis Sitting in the High Court of Juf-
tice ~ 208
Garvano, Auguftine, brought upon bis Trial,
confeffes bis Sitting aird Signing the IVarrans
Jor the Execution 1b.
Lvidence of Garland’s fpitting in the King’s
Face ib.
He confeffes he was Chairinan in the Houfe, whei
the A8 for trying the King paffed 200
MEeyNE, Simon, brought ugon bis Trial b,
He acknowledges bis Sitting upon the King, and
Sigutng the Mairant for bis Execution b,
TesmrrE, James, being brought upon bis Trial,
ackictwledges bis Hand to the Warrants b,
TemprE, Peter, being bicught upen his Trial,
acknossleqges bis Hond to both Warrants b,
Warre, Thomas, being brought upen bis Trial,

u)

acknoolecges bis Hand 19 the Warrants b,
Heventweaam, Willam, feing brought up-
on bis Trial, ecknowledges bis Sitting in Fudg-
ment 6t the King 200
Downes, Potter, Garland, Meyne, Jamcs Tem-
ple and Peter Temple, Waite, and Hevening-
ham, convitled 401
S Hardrels Waller, Ifaac Pennington, Henry
Marten, Gilbert Millington, Robert Titch-
burn, Owen Roe, Robert Lilburn, Thomas
Waite, Edmund Harvey, John Downes, Vin-
cent Potter, Auguftine Garland, George
Flectwood, James ‘Temple, Simon Meyne,
Peter Temple, Francis Hacker, Daniel Axtell,
and Willam Hulet call'd to their Sentence ib.
102

The Chief Baron’s Speech before Fuegment 403
He
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He acguaints the Prifoners, that, as to all but
three of them, Excention is to be [ufpended 15l
another At of Parligment fhall direét bow they
fhall be dealt with IL. 403

Fudgment pronounced againft thefe 19 as Traitors

o
Fudgment pronounced alfo on William I-Ievcn?ng-
ham 1b,
The Bebavionr, Dying Speech, and Execution
Of Harrifon 1b.
Of Carew 408
Of Cook 409
Of Scot 412
Of Peters 413
Of Clement 1b.
Of Jones 1b.
Of Axtell aud Hacker 414
Of Scroop 415

REMARKS. See Atkins, Iawles, and Shower.
RETURN. See Writs.

REVOLUTION V. 116, 645, 671
REYNOLDS, John V. 572, See Green, Tho-
mas, & al.

RICCARDS, Arthur III g9i9. See Sachevercll,
Witllam
RICHARDS, Samuel.
RICIHARDSON, John
cer, & al.
RING, Willilam IV, 131, 134. See Cornith, &
al.
RIOTS and ROUTS. See Pilkington, & al.
Lawful for private Perfons to ari themfelves to
oppofe Riots, Rebellions, ¢ir cominon lfnemff.r
I. 593
A Riot is, when three or more are together tagda
an wnlawful Aty and cuter upon their Defign
013
Where a munber of Perfous lowfully conveira,
continue together to do an wnlawful /i, (after
the Affeinbly is diffolved by the proper Officer )
it is @ Rozt anduilawful f.fﬂ?:m&{y, thouglh there
be no Diferdcr comiitted HI. 660
ROBERTSON, Andrew V. 572, Sez Green,
Thomas, & al.
ROCHESTER, Biflop of. See Atterbury, Dr.
Francis.
ROE, Owen 1II. 394, See Regicides.
ROE, Richard. ez Kendall,
ROGERS, William V., 194. e Cowper.
ROOKWQOD, Ambrofe I.224. See Winter,
Robert.
ROOKWOOD, Ambrole, bis Arraigminent,
14 April, 1696.:8 W, IlI. IV. 661
Iic is indicted for High Treafon in confpiring the
Death of the Kiung, and 1o that End confulting
and agreeing with other Traitors to attack the
Guards, and eflaffinate bis Majefly ib.
Nuite perinitted to be in private with a Prifoner
committed for High Treafon, but bis Counfel
662
The IndiGment againf the Prifoner and three
others joimtly : bui the Court order’a thew to
be ty’d feparaicly 663
The Court having foi'd the Precepls for fum-
mening the Petit Juries, adjouri’d for a Week

See 1D.

II. 585. Sece Meflen-

1b.

Rookwoo’s Tital coiiics o ib.
Sir Bartholomew Shower aind Mr. Phipps, bis
Conrfe! 60.4

So as the Prifoucy kave a Copy of the Paunel ar-
ray'd, the Infent of the A6 is aifiwered, though
it be ot at that time returned 667

No Habeas Corpus iffues in a Trial for Capital
~ Offences 5 but the Fury come in tipon the Ve-
nire I1V. 667
The Prifoner’s Counfel objeié, they bave not a true
Copy of the Indiclment, the Style of Court, &c.
being omitied 3 but were anfwered they bad ad-
mitted it a true Copy, by pleading to it 068
No Exceptions can be taken to the Indifiment af-
ter the Fury are fworn, though the Words of
the late A5 are, that it may be done before E-

vidence given - 677
Sir Thomas Trevor ( Attoruey-General) bis Speech
before Evidence 648

Where the King pardons under the Great Seal, it
has the full Effeit of a general Pardon by At
of Parliament 082

Porter’s Evidence of Rookwood’s Concern in the
Affaflination 1b.

The Prifoner’s Counfel oppofe the fwearing of Flar-
ris, becaufe be was intitled to 1000 | Reward
on the Prifoner’s Convitlion 3 but this appear-
ed to be a Miftake 684,

Larris’s Evidence that the Prifoner agreed 1o be

one of the Affaffines 686, 687
§ir Bartholomew Shower’s Defence for the Pri-
[foner | 689
Confulting and agreeing, an Quert-Alt of conipaf-
Sing the King’s Death 1b.

No Ewvidence can be given of an Quert-Aft not
laid in the Indiflment 691
No Ewidence ought to be produced without opening
692

Lord Chicf Fruftice Holt fums up the wade;?ce
694

Any thiug may be given in Evidence that tends to
prove an Quert-Af% laid in the Indifiment,
though the thing ifelf that is teftificd be an
Overt-Aét not laid in the Indifiment 697
Rookwood #s convicted 698
ROSEWELL, Thomas, bis Trial for High Trea-
" fon at the King’s-Bench Bar, 18 Novem.
1684, 26 Car. 1L I11. 997
The Indittment is vemov’d out of the County of
Surry inte the King’s-Bench ib.
The IWords in the Indiciment which are laid to be

treafonable 1D,
The Indifiment read in Latin, at the Prifoner’s
Requeft 998

A Rule inade to bring bims up again on the Day
appointed for bis Trial 909
A Prifoner brought by Habeas Corpus fo the
King’s-Bench, say be remanded to the County
Goal where be was indified, or to any Prifon
in the Counly where the King's-Bench fifs
1000

The Trial begins ib.
Tawe FWomen, the King's Witne[les, depofe that the
Words laid were [poke by the Prifoner at a Con-
venticle . 1003, 100§
Other TWerds permitted to be prov’d than werve lard
in the Indifiment 1010
Mr. Rofewell bas the Indictment read to him in
Latin g third Time at bis Requeft, and objelis
to feveral Phrafes in 1t 1012
The Prifoner nfifts, be never [poke the Words in

the mamner the WitnelJes teftified 1.
Gives an Account of the Subflance of his Serinon
1014

He calls bis own Witneffes to attcft what be did fay
1017

The Chief-Fuftice ufes the Prifoncr’s Witneffes
with Contempt ' 918

The
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The Chief Fuftice obferves the Difficully of getting
the Truth ont. of the Prifoner’s Witnefles 111
1023

The Prifoner calls Witnelfes 1o bis Charatier 1024
Evidence that the Prifoner ufed to kecp the 30tk
of January as a Faft ; 1028

And preached up Kingly Government as the bef RUMLEY, Wilham 1L g17,

1029

Several Perfons examin’d to impeach the Credit of RUSSEL, Willam IL gg

Roufe’s Defence, wherein be ackuctwledges there
was fuch & Plot 5 but fays be was trepmiy

into it 11 36
Roulfe is convicted 713
Sentence of Death pafs’d upon him | 247
His Bebaviour at Execution 749

See Wakeman,
& al.

3. See Anderfon, & al.

the Witnefles againfp the Prifoner 1030, & RUSSEL, Lord William, bis Trial, 1 3 July, 1683,

feqq.
Sir John Talbot’s Evidence to this Purpofe 951
The Evidence clos’d 1037
Rofewell proceeds i bis Defence ib.
The Chief Fuftice Jefterics direits the Fury 1039
The Prifoner may not reply, after the Evidence is

find up 1048
The Prifoner is convitted 10.49
Defires the Furors may give their Verdidl feve-

rally 5 but °tis denied ib.
The King’s Counfel meve for Fudgment on the Con-

VitFioi b,

The Prifoner moves in Arreft of Fudgment 5 and
that Counfel may be alfigw’d bim as 1o Matter
of Law 1050

He objeéts to the Indifiment, that the IWords are
not pofitively avery’d to be [poken 1b.

Innuendo’s infufficient withont a pofitive Aver-
ment 1051

His Counfel move for a Copy of the Indiciment ;
but *tis deny’d 1052

Mr. Wallop’s Argument for the Prifoner 1053

He quotes a Report of the Lord Coke 1054

An Innuendo cannot give an original Certainty,
where a Certainty is not iv’d before 1055

My, Pollexfen’s Argument ib.

Words may be an Quert-Aft of Treafon ib.

An Innuendo without a preceding Colloquium, or
Avernent, cannot waintain an Aion, or an In-
dittinent 1050

Mr. Attorney’s Reply 1b.,

That where Words are plain and exprefs, there
needs no Averment 1060

My, Solicitor-General Finch's Reply 1062

The Chief Fuftice inclines to allow the Exceptions

1064

The Chicf Fuftice fhews the Repugnancy of fome
Expreffions | 1005
The Soliciter endeavours to make it good Gram-
nor 1D,
No Statutes of Jeofails extend to Criminal Cafes
1007

No Fudgment giver 1b.
The Prifoner pardow’d 1b.

ROUSE, John, his Trial foir Iligh Treafon the 13th
of July, 1683. 35 Car. 1l. II1. 731
He is indicted, with Willlam Blague, for confpi-
[piring the King’s Death (and to that End mieet-
ing and confulting with divers other Traitors
bow to furprize the Tower) and providing
Aris, &c. ib.
No Time can be infifted on to prepare for Trial in

Copital Cafes 2
M. Scrjeant Jefferies opens the Evidence  ib.

Leigh's Evidence concerning the fetting up the
Duke of Monmouth, and feizing the Tower
733

Ths Plotters [uggelt that the King was fworn in
France and Spain o biing in Popery, and there-

fore it was no Sin 1o cut bim off 734
That the King had forfcited bis Right to the Crown
735

35 Car, IL I 06
The Indictment, for compaffing the King’s Death,
and 10 that End confulting and agreeing to raife

a Rebellion, and to feize and deftroy the King's
Guards 1D,

He is permitted to advife with Counfel ib.
And bas a Copy of the Pannel, before the Trinl
707

He is permitted to bave Pen and Ink, and the
Ule of his Papers 708
Infifts on the Trial being put off till the Afternoon
ib.

Is allsw'd two Clerks to take Minstes for bim
ib.

But defives be may bave bis Lady’s Affifance ib.
Challenges a Furyman for Want of 40s. per Ann,
Freebold in the City, and is allow’d Connfel to

argue it 1b.

Mr. Pollexten and Ar. Holt’s Arguments  ib,
0

Mr. Ward’s Argnument ;Ig

Sir Robert Sawyer Attorney General, and Mr.
Finch Soliciter General, their Reply 1.
Mr. Serjeant Jefieries and Mr. North on the

fame Side 1b. 711
The Challenge is ever-rul’d 711
The Prifoncr baving challeng®d 31 peremptorily,

a6 Juiyis foorn 712

The dttorney General’s Speech before Evidence b,
Lord Eflex’s Death in the Tower, that Day,

mention’d at the Trial 713
Rumley’s Evidence concerning iy Lord Ruffel’s
being al the Meeting at Myr. Sheppard’s  ib.

Trenchard difappoints them 1b.
Sheppard’s Evidence concerning the Meeting at
his Houfz 715
Lord Howard’s Evidence concerning the Infur-
reétion 710
A Defizn 1o alter the Government to a Common-
wealth 717
A Defign upon the King's Life 718

Lord Howard’s Evidence concerning a Cabal of
Jix that met at Mr, Hampden’s; of which sy

Ruflel woas one 710
The Scotch 1nvited inte the Confpiracy b,
Lord Ruflel makes bis Defence =2 X
Alledges that a Confpiracy to levy Har is not High

Treafon, by the 25 Edw, 111, ib.
What may be interpreted a Defian upon the King’s

Life 722
Tewo Witnelles to any one Species of Treafon fufi-

cient, though they do wot [peak to the fame O-

vert-Aet ib. 729
If Counfel are allow’d to aigue a Peint of Late,
the Fait muft be admitted 722

A Confpiracy to levy IWar againft the King divecily,
is an Quert-/ét of a Defign upon the King's
Life ib. See Sir John Freind’s Trial. .

But a Confpiracy to lewy War, which by Con-
ftru®ion only is againft the King, is not fuch
an Quert-AEE as to tefiify an Imagination of

compaffing the King’s Death ib.
Lord
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Lord Ruflel calls many Witnefes, to prove that
Lord Howard often denied that be kncw of the

Plot | IIL. 723, & feqq.
M. Solicitor Finch’s Reply to my Lord Roffel’s

Defence 726
M. Serjeant Jefteries’s Reply to my Lord Rufiel’s
Defeuce 728
The Chicf Fuflice’s Direflions to the Fury 730
ﬂ/_{y Lﬁi'd Ruflel is conviéied 73 I
He makes the fame Objcclions before Fudgment as
he made ai bis Trial 944
Which are over-rul’dy and Sentence promounc’d
1b. 745

His Dying Speech 752

S.

ACHEVERELL, Henry, D. D. bis Trial be-
fore the Floule of Lords, npon an Imp:achment
of the Houfe of Comiiions for High Crimes and
Mi[deseanours, began in Weltminfter-Flall,
on Monday the 27¢h of February, 1709-10,

7 Anna® V.041
The Order in which the Lords proceed from their
Houfe, to the Court ercited in Weltminfter-
Hall ib.
Lord Chanceller’s Speech 1o the Defendant  1b.
The Preamble to the Articles exbibited againft the
Dofor, jultifying the Revolution ib.
The four Articles exhibited againft the Doltor 642
The Dofior’s Aufever to the fivft Article 643

His Anfwer to the fecond Article 644
His snfwer to the third Article 045
His dnfwer to the fourth drticle 646
The Commens Replication to the Dofter’s Anfwer

048

Mpr. Atterney-General (Sir James Montagu )
Jhews the Necoffity the Comtions were under, of
proceeding againft the Doflor by Impeachment 1b.

M. Lechmere’s Speech, fhewing the Nature and
Tendency of the Faéls the Doltor is charg’d fzgftb

51

Mr. Jodrell, Clerk of the Houfe of Cominens,
fworn, and proves the Dollor acknowledped
both the Scrimous to be bis in the Houfe of Cosm-
mons 3 aid the Doflor’s Counfel adwmit it in

Court 655
The Dedicationr of the Serinon preach’d at Derby
read, iin Evidence againft the Dofior ib,
The Dedicatin of the Scrinsi preach'd at St.Paul’s
vead in Evideice 656
The Seriisn itfelf picach’d at St. Pavl's read 1,
Second Day of the Trial 6606

Sir Jofeph Jekyll's drguient 1n Maintenance of
the firft drticle, concerniug the Refiffance at
the Revoluticn ib.

My, SolicirerGeneral (St Robert Kyre) bisSpeech,
wherein be flates the feveral Paflages in the
Dofioi’s Scrinon preackh’d at St. Yaul's, which
the Commons produced as a Prosf of the firft
Article s and flews the Infuficiency of the

Dotter’s Adnficer 669
Sir John Holland’s drguinent, 1z Maintenance of
the firft Article 672
Nr. Walpol’s argument, in Maintenance of the
firt Article 674
Sir John Hawles’s Argument, in Maintenance of
the firlt sivticle 676

Majer-Gencral Stanhope’s Argument, in Mainte-
pance of the firft drticle, sobcrein be endeavours
to fheww, thet the Debior preack’d this Sermon

YoL. VI,

with a wicked and malicions Intention to up-
- dermine and fubuvert the Government, and.the
Proteftant Religion, 8c. as be is charged i
the Preamble to the Articles V. 680
Sir Peter King's Argument, in Maintenance of
the fecond Article, concerning the Toleration

68
Archbifhop Grindall’s Charatter and Condus? wi;f-
dicated 689
The Lord William Pawlet’s Argument, in Main-
tenance of the fecond Article 690
Mr. Spencer Cowper's Argument, in Maintenance
of the fecond Article 691
Third Day of the Trial 693

My, Thomplon’s Argument, in Maintenance "of
the third Article, concerning the Danger of the

Church 1b.
My.Compton’s Argument, in Maintenance of the
third Article 690
Lord Coninglby’s Arguinent, in Maintenance of
the third Article Gg7
Mz . Dolben’s Argument, in Maintenance of the
third Article 1b.

M. Serjeant Parker’s Avguiment, in Maintenance
of the fourth drticle ; being a Charge of Sed;-
tion againft the Doftor, for maintaining, ir
his Sermon, That there were Men of Cha-
racters and Stations in Church and State, who

were Falfe Brethren 698
M. Secretary Boyle’s drgument, in Maintenance
of the fourth Article 700
M. Chaitcellor of the Exchequer’s Argument i
Maintenaitce of the fourth drticle 1b.
Fourth Day of the Trial 207
Mr. Lechmers Argument, in Mainienance of
the fonrth Article 70?3
Fifth Day of the Trial 709

Sir Stmon Harcourt’s Argument in the Doffor’s
Defence, as to the firft Article, concerning the

Refiftance ufed at the Revolution 710
Mr, Dodd’s drgwment in Defence of the Dottor,
as to the firft Article 717
M. Phipps’s dvguimcit in the Doflor’s Defence,
as to the firft Article 721
My. Dee’s drgtinent in behalf of the Doftor, as
10 the fift Article 7247

Dr. Henchman’s Speech in Defence of Dr. Sa-
cheverell, as 1o the Charge in the firt Article
28

The Doflor’s Counfel being about to produce j:gme
Paffages in the Homulies, &c. in Maintenance
of the Dofivine the Dotior bad deliver’d, the
Managers retive to confider tf they fhould admit
of this fort of Evidence 5 and being retury’d,
they did agree, that the Paflages the Doior’s
Counfel bad colletted ont of the Homilies, and
other Books fhonld be weady and they were
proved to be juftly tranferibed by My, Trapp

Sixth Day of the Tvial 7i|;39.
The Dotlor’s Counfel defire the Paffages they bad
colletted might be read : the Managers adwmit,
that the Paffages ont of the Homilies, and the
Book calld, 'The Erudition for any Chriftian
Man, might be read s but as 1o otbers, defire
they may produce the Books and Papers then-
felwes 5 to which the Doftor’s Counfel conform
o

Seventh Dey of the Trial ;gz
My, Dodd’s Argument in Defence of 1he Dotlor,
as to the Chavge contain’'d in the fecond Article,
concerning the Toleration ib,

*R Mr,
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My PhiveTs Adrpument in bebalf of the Doftor,
as to the Charge contained in the fecond Article

V.75

My Dec’s Argument in the Doflor’s bebalf, a?r%’i
the fecond Article 750
Di. Henchman’s Argument, as te the Charge ix
the fecond Article 757
Tne AL of Toleration read 750

A Letter froin Queen Elizabeth, the Bifhops, and
another from Arcbbifbop Grindall 2o the Coun-
cil, prev’d and yead 762, 763

Mr. Dodd’s Adigsent 1 ockalf of the Deflcr, as
to the Charge contain’! in the third driicle,
conceining the Danger of the Church 1b.

My, Phipps’s Avguincit in Defence of the Do,
as Lo the Charge in the thivd Ariicle 704

Mi. Ded’s Aiguincit, as to the Charge in the
third Articls y;

I wiakes @ Doibty whether it be a High Criiie
ond Mifdemeancur to diffent in Opinton fron:
¢ Refslution of bath Hofes of Parliament 708

Mg, ‘Thomplen’s Reply to that Obyeétion 819

Dr. Henchman’s drguiient, as to the Charge 1i
1he thivd Avtide, 7083

Soime Blafphewmons and Ileretical Books produc’d
it Evidence by the Doblor’s Couifel 709

The Managers oppofe the reading fuch blafpheingus
Paffages 5 but the Dotlor’s Counfel infift on the
reading them, as tendig weryinueh to the Doc-
10i’s Defence s cud they are wead accordingly

1b. & feqq.

Lighth Day of the Triof 55

Ay, Dodd’s Argniment in Defence of the Doltor,
as to the Charge of Sedition contaii'd in the
fourth Avrticle, concerning Falfe Brethren of
Charcflcrs and Stations in Church and State

1b.

M. Phipps’s Aiguincat, as to the Chaige in the
fourth diticle 770
Mr. DeC’s Argumerty as 1o the Charge i the
Sourth cyticle 770
Dr. Henchman’s Aigmicnt, as to the Charge in
the fourth Articl: 781

Proclaimations agaiift Propheucnefs, &c. produced
1 Evidiince by toe Dodior’s Couinfel 782
The Doéloi’s Comnfel ineve, that ke may hav:
Leave to [peai for binmf!f, after the Meuogcrs
bave veplicd 5 which the Managers eppofe, aird
infift, That if the Daffor bave any thing to foy
in bis D:feiicey, be may offcr it befere they reply
754

Dr. Sacheverell's Speech in his Defcnce ib.
Niunth Day of the Triel il
Sir Jofeph Yekyll's Arguinent, by <way of Reply to
the Doéler’s Defeiice, as to the Charge coiiatined

i the firft driicley concerning the Refiftarce ufed
at the Revolitioi 791
My, Solicitoi General's Reply to the Doctor’s De-
feirce of the Chorge in the firft cirticle 793
Mi, Lechmere’s Adnimadzverfons on foine Expref-
Sions let fall by the Dottoi’s Couitfel o2
Sir Peter King's drgument, by way of Reply to
the Defence snade by the Doctor’s Counfcl to the
Charge contained in the fecond clrticle conceris-
ing the Tolcration 807
Tenth Day of the Trial 512
" My, Cowper’s Reply to the Doflor’s Deofence of
the Charge contain’d in the fecond drticle b,
He takes notice of the Mob having demolifl’d fo-
veral Mecting-boufes during the Trial 5 which
be imputes Lo the Dofirine contain'd in the
Dotior’s Sermons 1b.

M. 'Thompfon's Reply to the Doftor’s Defece of
the Charge contained in the third Article, coi-
cerning the Danger of the Church V. 815

Mr. Serjeant Parker’s drgumeit by way of Reply
to the Doltor’s Defeicey as fo the Charge of
Sedition contatned in the fourth Apticle, cone
cermng Men of Charatlers and Stations iy
Church and State, who <were Falfe Brethrey

| 81

The Lord Nottingham defires this Queflion may
be put to the Fudges, viz. Whether in all Pro-
Jecutionsy by Inditiment or Inforination, for
Crimes and Mifdemeanonys by IVriting or Speak-
ing, the particular Words, fuppofed to be Cri-
sitinaly e not be exprefly fpecify’d in fuch In-
aidlment or Information 8§28

The Judzes refolve, that el Vords and Wiitings,
Juppofed to be Criminal, ought to be [pecified in
Jucth IndicZinent or Tnformalion 1b.

This Refolution cenfur’d VL 230

Refolv’d by the Lords, that by the Law and Ufoge
of Parliginent, in Profecuiions by Dupeach-
ments for Fligh Crimes and Mildemeanours,
by IVviting or Speaking, the particular IVeids
fuppofcd ts be Criniinal, aie not neceflary 2o be
expiefly fpecified i fuch Inpeachments V. §28

Sixty-uniite of the Lords find Di, Sachevercll Guilty
of the High Crimes and Mifleineanours charged
on bz by the Tmpeachment 5 and fifty-two votz

him Not Guilly 529
The Docior offcrs fusne Exceplions to the inpeach-
ment in Arreft of Fuaghent 830
Twe Lorwje of Cominons demand Fudpient cgainyt
the Deéior 1b.
The Dodloi’s Exceprions to the Dipeachmeint aic
gver-ruled 531

Fudgient prouoniced againft the Deéfor 1b.
The Dector’s two Sermons ordei’d to bz burit be-
fore the Exchange by the cominon ianguiai 1b,
The Lords alfo ordery that The “fudgineinr and De-
cree of the Univerfity of Oxtord pafs’d i their
Convocation, July 21, 1683, which was giver
i Lvidence by Di. Sacheverell af bis Trial,
Jhould be burnt by the ceinion langinan at the
fatiae Time with the Doflor’s Scrtiois 1b.
The Lord Haverfham’s Speech i the Houfe of
Loirds, on the firfk Article of the Linpeachiii:

of D, FHenry Sacheverell 1b.
The Bifkop of Salifbury (Dr. Gilbert Burnet) bis
Speechy on the faie drlicle 534
The Bifhop of Oxford (Dr. Willlam Talbot) Ais
Speech, o the farie 8§40

The Bifhop of Lincoln (Dr. Wililam Walke) bis
Speech to the Honfe of Loirds, Narch the 1715,
at the epening cf the fecond Adrticle, &c. 844

The Bifhop of Norwich (Dr. Charles Trumnel) bis
Speech, on the faine Occafion e

SACHEVERELL, William Efg; bis Trial, with

tweily other Gentlemen, at ibe King’s Bench,
for a Riot committed at Nottngham, 10684,
17 Car, [L. Hl. 949
The Information for being winiawofully prefent ot
the Elcition of o Mover, whoit they bad 1z
Concerin i the Elcction s and for cariying a-
way one of the Maces 1b. 950
Sir Thomas Jenncr (Recorder of London) bis

Speech before Evidence 1b.
Mr. North’s Speech 951
Mr. Jones’s Specch 952

Evidence of a Difpule betwveen twoe Charters s
and that the Defendants commutted e Riot i

contending for the old one 953
Mr.
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My, Pollexfen’s Speech for the Defendants 1L

6
The Court vefufe to bear any thing for or agagfﬁjf-
either of the Chartersy the Matter in Queftion
being only for a Riot 967
Witneffes examin’d for the Defendents 968
Lord Chicf Fuftice Jefteries fums up the Evidence

976

Teenty arve found Guilty and Ji'd 5 aid one ac-
quitted 978
Their refpeciive Flis ib.

SAINT LEGER, Sir John VI 188, See Gil-
bert, Sir Jeftery.
SALISBURY, 8ir John L 15. Sece Brambre,
SALISBURY, Thomas I 1z1. See Babington,
& al.
SALMON, Francis IIL g49. See Sacheverell,
William.
SANCROFT, Dr. William, Lsrd Archbifaop of
Canterbury, bis Trial at the King’s Bench,
for publifbing a Libel, the 29tk of Junc, 1688,
Trin. 4 Jac. 1L 1V, 204
SAVAGE, John I 128. Sce Babington, & al.
SCANDAL. MAGNAT. IIL ¢87.
SCOT, Thomas 1L 334. See Regicides.
SCOTLAND, The Method obfirs’d in Trials of
Criminals there L g29. IL 623, 1L 441,
1095. IV, 283
SCOTS, Mary, Queen of, Procecdings agoinft ber
at Fotheringay-Caftle the 12th of October,
1586, 28 Eliz. for beling concerned in a Con-
fpiracy azainft Duecir Elizabeth I 142
An Affociation enter’d into in bebalf of Queen 1
lizabeth 1b.
A A to confirin it 144
Which excludes any Perfon having Predeifions to
the Crozuit, who fhall affent to the raifing a Re-
bellion in the Kingdom in Quecn Elizabeth’s
Tine y and makes fuch dffeit a Cepital Criine
145
A Commiffionn for trying the Queein of Scots, iit
Purfuaiice of that b, 138
She makes a Proieflation, and refufes to appear
140, 147
Her Proteftation being received and recorded, wwith
the Loid Chaucellor’s dnfwer to ity fbe fubinits
1o arpear bifore thein * 148
She is charged with confpiring the Queen’s Death,
and with a Defisn of conveying the Kingden lo

the Spamard 1b.
Letters between ber and Babington read fo prove
7t L. 149, & {cqq.

She foys they were forged 152
She complains that the Witnefles were not produc’d
Face 10 Facey and that ber Papers were takeit
from ber 153
The Lord Treafurer foccos that the Kingdom cotld
ot be aliziicd or made gver to another, but suft
defeend 1o the next fin Stccclfisi 155
Sentence pronsuiiced againft ber i the Star-Cham-
ber b,
A Declaraticn edded, that this Scuntence did wot
prrefudice the Title of James Kiug of Scots to
this Civion 1b,
The Sentence confirir’d by Parliaiecint  1b. 156
Tlhey addrcfs the Queeir to put 1t in Exectition

150
Queen Llizabeth’s Aifeer 157
The Wairout fisi'd for ber Ixecitticn 161
Her. Bebavionr at ber Execrition 162

SCROOP, Adrian IL 324. See Regreides,

SEAL. See Great Seal.
SEATON, Archibald V. 630. See Stirling, & al,
SELLERS, John IL 478. §¢e Tonge, & al.
SHAFTESBURY, Anthony Earl of, bis Cafe ox
a Motion in the King’s Bench to be admitted
to Bail, the 27th and 29th of June, 1677,
Trin. Term, 2g Car, IL II. 616
His Commitinent by the Lords for Contempts i
general y which bis Counfel urge 15 an illegal
Commitinent ib. 617
And that it being by the Houfe of Peers, inade no
Difference 617
And that the Court of B, R, might examine Par-
liamentary Malters ib.
The King’s Counfel make a Reply 620
The Earl makes a Speech in anfwer to the Attorncy
and Solicitor General 621
Mr. Fufice Jones delivei’d bis Opinion, that
thongh the Cominitment was tlly it could not be

examin'd bere 5 and that the Earl could nat be
bailed or difcharged bere 622

Mz, Fuftice Wild of the fame Opinion 1b.
As was Sir Richard Raynsford, Lord Chicf Fu-
JHice ib.
And M. Fuflice Twylden : Dut none of them de-
clar’d what their Opinions were, in cafe the
Seffion had been concluded, but Mr. Fuftice
Wild s who faid, i that Cafe, that the Earl
ought to bave been difcharged ib.
SHAFTESBURY, Anthony Ear/of, Procecdings
ot the Old Bailey, on an Indiftment for High
Treafon preferr’d againf bity Nov, 24, 1681,
33 Car. I, I 418
The Grand Fury fworn ib.
The Lovd Chicf Fuptice Pemberton’s Charge to
thens 1b.
He sells themn, that Words would wot amount to
Treafoir within 25 Bdw. 1L any more than a
Defigin to imprifon the Kings but that by the
13 Car. IL. Words tending to fieh a Defign
were treafonable 419
That two IVitneffes to every Overt-Ait are not ne-
ceffary 1b,
That if theve appear a Probability of the Party’s
Guilt who is indicted, it is a [ufficient Induce-
ment to find the Bill 1b.
The King’s Counfel move, that the Evidence may
be given to the Grand Jury tir Court 420
The Grand Fuvy infift, That they ought 1o exanine
the Witneffes in private, being bound by their
Oaths to keep the. King’s Secrets, and 1t being
the conftant Praéiice fo to do 1b.
The Chief Fuftice tells them, their Debates indecd
ought 10 be in private s but anciently the fvi-
dence was given in Court 1b.
The Graud Fury fill infift they are bound to keep
the King’s Sccrets s and the Court tell them, the
Cafe is alter’d, where the King waves that
Matter 42
The IndifTment ib,
A Paper found in my Lord Shaftefbury’s Cuftody
given in Evidence againft bin, being air Affoci-
ation for excluding the Duke of York, and de-
floying the King's regular Forcessy wherein the
Subferibers bind themfelves to obey fuch Offcers
as the Majorily of the Parliaiien fhall appotitt,
and in the Interval of Parliaman,  fuch Ofp-
cers as a Majority of the Subferibers fhall ap-
point 424
Booth’s Evidence, of bis being appointed by miy
Lord Shafteibury to affff in furprizivg KJ{/J&'
s
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King, if he fhould not agree to the Demands of

. the Parfiament of Oxford 426
Other Evidence to the fame Purpofe 428
The Grand Fury retive to confider what Queftions

t0 afk the Witne[fes 432

They defire to know if any of the Witnelfes are tn-
difled; but are told it is not their Bufine[s to
exarine io the Credibility of the Witneles: but
if they koo any thing of them themfelves, they

may confider of 1t ib, ’

The Grand Sury put their Queftions to the IVit-
neffes 433
The King’s Witneffes in Danger of being kiock’d
on the Head by the Populace 435, 430
Having withdrawn fome Time, they returis 1he Bill
Ienoramus 5 at wwhich the People fhout 441
SHARPLESS, John 1II. 585 S§ece Mefienger,
& al.
SHERFIELD, Henry Efg; Proceedings againft
i in the Star-Chamber, forbreaking a painted
Glafs-Window in o Church, 8 Car. L L 399

The Inforination againft bim ib,
In bis dnfier he owns the Fafl, and juffifics lr;:
103,

Alledges that it was a fuperfitions Picture, and
taken dowen by Order of the Veflry 400
Depofitions of the King’s Witneffes read 401
The Defendant’s Reply 403
Mr. Altorney's dnfioer 407

The Commiffioners differ tn Opinion as to the Sei-
tence o the Speceh of Lord Cottington for o

[evere one 408
Sir Robert Heath for a mild oue 409
Sir Thomas Richardfon, the fame 410

Secretary Windebanke, for a fevere one 411
Secretary Cooke and Sir ‘Thomas Jermyn, for a

nild ong 1b.
Sir Henry Vane, for a fevere one 1b.
Sir Thomas Edmonds, for a rild one 412
Dr, Laud, Bifbop of London, for a fcvere one
1b.

Lord Falkland and Larl of Devon for the fame
414

Fifeornt Wimbleton and Larl of Dorlet, for a
mild one 1b.
Earl of Arandel, for a fivere one 415
Farl of Mancheller, for an cafy one 1b.
Dy, Neale, drchbifbop of York, for a fevere one
410

Lovd Keeper, for o wild one 417
Liis Sentenice 418

SHERIFFS of London, See Pilkington, & al.
SHERWIN, John IIL g49. See Sacheverell,

William.
SHOWIR, 8ir Bartholomew.  See the Magifiracy
and Government vindicated I1L 765

SHUTE, Samucl, Ef; 1IL 630. See Pilking-
ton, & al.

SIDNEY, Algernon, Efgs bis Arraigument for

High Treafon, Nov. 7. 1683. 35 Car. Il

I. 704

The Indiiisent, for confpiring the King’s Dc’?ng,

and framing a Libel, wherein be affivins, that

the King 15 acconntable to the People who make

him King, &c. ib.

He objeits that the Crimes laid in the Indifiment

were different in their Nature, thercfore the

Indiiment was vitious, and be need not plead

2o it 2 but is told by the Court, be wnf} cither

plead or demur to it 5 and if he demurs, be ad-

mits the Falls : whereupon he pleaded Not

A Counfel reprimanded for whifpering to him in

Counrt IIL 796
He is brought 1o Trial, Nov. 21. 1683. 497
He is denied o Copy of the Indictment 5 but it is

read o bim in Latin 1b.
Sir Robert Sawyer, Attoruey-General, his Spééch
before Evidence iD.

Hearfay Evidence allsw’d to be given 5 and fome
of it fuch as did not relate to the Prifoirer 798
The Cafe of the Popith Lords rcmember’d, where
a general Account of the Plot was allowed to be
given in Evidence, though it did not funmediale-

ly affeit Prifoners i,
The Englith and Scotch difagree in their Scheines
of a new Governmcnt to be ereéfed 299
Lord Howard’s Evidence concerning the Cabal of
Six, whe met at My, Hampden’s 200

The Libel prov’d to be the Prifoner’s by the §i-
militude the Hand it was wrote tn, boie 1o the

Prifoucr’s, and by being found among bis Pa-

pers in bis Study 02
Pﬂ?’f ﬂf ﬁbﬁ' Bﬁﬂr{: ?'fﬂd 803’
The Prifoner objel3s, that Similitude of Hands is

no Proof in Criminal Cafes §05

That i was no Crime to write treafonnble Pofi-
tions, fo as be did not publifh them 5 <which the
Conrt deiry 807

He endeavours to focw, that thofe Exprefions in
the Libel, could never be wrefied 1o a Difion of
killing the King ib.

He objeits to my Lord Howard’s Teffimony, that
be bad faid he conld not have bis Parden ti/]
be had dowe fome other Jobs, and till the Dirud-

gery of Swearing was vy S1T
Col. Stdney’s Defeirce, as to the Confulr ib.
The Solicitor General's Reply §13

Treafonable Pofitions coutained inn the Libel 815
Lord Chief Fulice fums up the Evidence 816
Witing an Overt-AfF : Scribere cft agere 817
Confpiring to levy War, Evidence of compaffing
the King’s Drath ib.
Or any other Aft which difeovers an Imagination
in the Hearty to depofe, deflroy, or sisprifoi the
King 1b.
The Prifoner convified 820
Aliedges in drreft of Fudgment, that fome of the
Fury wwere not Freeholders 5 but 1s told by the
Court, Frechold is not a neceffaiy Qualification

of a Furyman in High Treafon 1.
He is denied o Sight of 1he Indichment 1b.
Sentence prowounced upon bim §22
Iis Dying Speech 1b.

His Attainder wevers’d at the Revolution 824

SLINGSBY, §ir Henry, Kunight, bis Trial for

High Treafon before the Figh Court of Juf
tice i# Weltminfter Fall, May 25, 1658,

IL. 277

Tnpeachment, for High Treafon againft the Pro-
tefior and Commonvealtl ib.
John Lifle Prefident of the Conit ib.

The Prifoner is refufed a Trial by Fury 278
Evidence of bis endeavouring to bring over fome of
the Officers iu Full to the King’s Intereft ib.

& feqq.

Sir Henry in Effeét acknowledges the Defigin with
which be is charg’d 280
See the Fudgment, in Mr, Moraaunt’s Trial 299
He is bebeaded 300
His Bebaviour upon the Scaffold ib.

SMITH, Francis, his Qrial for a (editious Libel,

22 Car, 11 1679 I1. 1040

Guilty 2795, 796 SMITH, Henry 1L 395, See Regicides.

The
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The Libel reflefts chiefly on the Lord Chicf fuftice

Scroggs Il 1040

The Deferdant’s Counfel admit the Record s aid

the Prifoner is convitfed 1041
SMITH, Richard, See 1b.

SMITH, Samuel IIL 949. See Sacheverell, Wil

liam.
SMITH, William. See ib.
SODOMY. Sec Buggery.
SOLICITOR.

A Prifoner say not have a Solicitor in Treafon, or
Felony without Leave of the Court 111 263

One indiciced for High Treafon, it foliciting for a
Prifoncr charg’d with Treafon 1. 347
Aaron Smith, College’s Softcitor, made to give
Security 1o onfwer the Mifdemeanour 249
The Court deny the Prifoner a Solicitor to affif
bim at bis Trial I11. 343. IV. 455

SOMERS, John Lord V. 339. See Portland,
Earl of, & al.

SOMERSET, Frances Countefs of, brought to
Trial, as Acceffary, before the Fall, to 1he
Murder of Sir Thomas Overbury, May 24,
1616 I. 348

She pleads Guilly 249
The King’s Counfel fhew bow firangely this Mur-
der was difccver’d, after it had been concealed
10 years 350
The King’s Inftrullions to thofe who were appomni-
ed to cuquire into the faid Murder 1b.
Sentence pafs’d on the Countefs 351

SOMERSIET, Robert Carr Earl of, bis Trial, as
Acceffary, before the Falt, to the Murder of
Sir Thomas Overbury, the 25th of May
1616. | 251

Lord High Steward’s Charge to the Peers ib.
Mg Attorney, Sir Francis Bacon, opens the Evi-
deice 352
He fhews the Springs and Foundation of this Con-
fpiracy againft Sir ‘Thomas’s Life 253
Psifoning once made Treafon 1b.
Evidence of the Earl's Malice to Sir Thomas, for
advifing againft bis Marriage with the Cotn-

tefs 356
Letiers fent by Sir Thomas to the Earl from the
. Tower 1b,

Sir Dav. Woods's Evidence, that the Countefs of-
fer’d bim 1000 ). to kill Sir Thomas Overbu-
3 353

Farl of Somerfet’s Petition to the King, that he
might not be brought to Trial, read as Evideice
agaiufl bim ib.

The Earl owns be was the Occafion of Qverbury’s
Tnsprifoniizcits | 1b.

His Hypocrify and Bafensfs to the whole Fanily of
the Overburys 359

Fvaminations laken without Oath, read againft
bine 260

Ihe Countefs's Aftions given in Evidence againft
the Earl 261

The Lord Stezwward preffes bim to wave bis De-
feircey and fubmit to Mercy s which be refufes,
aud akes bis Defence 363

Ouwns bis being privy to fending the Tarts  ib.

e is convitfed s and Sentence pafs’d upon hine

305

His Letter to the King 1b.

The Earl and Counte[s pardon’d as to their Livess

but confiir’d 367
Order of Cotncil as to their Coifiscment b,

Motives in the Conntefs’s Pardon, which induced

the King to grant it 1b.
Vor. I,

The Earls Petition to K. CharlesT. for bis Eftate: -
. Hever gramted . . L3
He and his Countefs both died in Obfeurily 1b:
SOUTHAMPTON, Henry Earl of 1. 197+ See
Eflex, Earl of. ' . ;
SPARKES, John V.1, Sce Dawfon: .
SPAR]KES, Michael 1. 418, . See Prynne; &
al, . -
SPEKE, Hugh IIL. 855. See Braddon:- .-
SPOTISWOOD, Sir Robert, bis Trial for High
Treafon, in the Parliament beld at St. An-
drews 712 Scotland, Nov. Dec. and Jan. 1645.

o1 Car. 1. + | L..g61
The Inditment, for abufing the King, in purcha-

-

[fing the Office of Secretary of State, lately held
by the Earl of Lanerk 962

For figning @ Commiffion to the (late) Earl of
Montrofe fo be Generaliffino : and for joining
with the [aid Earls Army, and comwmitting
divers Afs of Hoftility with binm 1b.

Sir Robert anfwers, That the King had made bins
a temporary Secretary, in the Abfence of the
Earl of Lanerk 903

That the [aid Commiffion was figied by bis Ma-
jefiy’s [pecial and exprefs Command 9064

That bis accompanying the Earl of Montrofe,
awith the King’s Commiffion, could not be iu-
terpreted a taking up Arms againft the King-
dom 1b.

And lafily, that be is not charged with any thing
declared, by any Law or AfF of Parliament, to
be Treafon 1.

The Counfel againt bim weply, that lo accept any
Office. without Confent of the Parliament, is
Criminal 965

Aud bis figning this Commiffion a Proof of bis
framing or advifing other Alls of State againft
them, to difturb the publick Peace 1b.

That bis joining the Traitor, James Grahim
(the Earl of Montrofe) was a taking up Arms

agcinft his Country 1b.
Which is High Treafon by an Aé of Parliament
in 1584, 963, 966
Sir Robert rejoins 966

Infits that be was promifed Quarter upon fur-
rendering bimfelf 68
Is anfwered, that it is not in the Power of any pri-
vate Man in the Arny to give Quarter o
an Oppofer of The Solemn League and Cove-
nant, as be had becn 969
And if Quarter were to be allowed to other Pri-
fonersy yet wot to bim, whom both Parliaments
of Scotland and England, bad excepted from
Pardo:: 970
Sir Robert infifts further, that the Bengfit of
Quarter given is fecured to all Prifoners by
the Laws of Arms and of all Nations, aswell

in Civil as in Forcign Wars ib.
Otherwife, a Door would be openced to all mamner
of Cruclly 971
Aud no Claufe in The Covenant conld oblige to
go contrary to the Laws of War or of Na-
{1o1s 972
That the Queftion is ot of Pardons but of
Quarter already gramted, for fecuring bis Life

3

His Reafous why be cannot enter upon any mfgb?er

Defence 4ill this be difcuffed 977
The Report from the Commiffioners for the Pto-

cefs to the Parliament againft bim 978
He s declared Guilly 3 and condemned 979
S Is

A
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Is going to [peak to the Peaple s but filenced by
the Provoft of the Town, at the Infance of a

xealons Minifter of the Kirk 1. 984 -
His Speceh, delivered in Writing ib.
" The faid Miniffer’s Infult, and the Prifoner’s
mild and mg;mmmm Bebaviour 985
- 8ir Robert fs bebeaded ib.
SPROT, George, bis Trial in Scotland, for con-

fpiving with the Earl of Gowrie fo murder
King James .

He coufeffes before the Privy-Council bis being pri-
vy to two Letters between the Earl of Gowrie

and Laird of Reflalrig, relating to the Con-

[piracy ib.
At bis Trial bis Confeflon is read agaiyft bim
312

Hpe abides by his Confcflion, and is condemn’d 213
His Execution 314
After be bad bang’d a pretty while, be clapt bis
Hauds tegether aloud three times tb.

SPURR, John V. 465. See Swendfen
STAFFORD ‘William Vifeount, bis Trial on an
Impeackment for High Treafon before the Heule

of Peers, 32 Car. II. 1680 I11. 101
Five Popifp Lords impeached 1b,
The Commons fignify their Intention of beginning

with the Trial of the Lord Staftord ~ 1b.
The Day for the Trial appointed by the Lords

ib.
Lord Chanc, Finch, Lord High Steward b,
The Bifbops witodraw ib.
The Trial bexins 102
The Lord High Steward’s Speech ib.

The feven Articles of Impeachment read 1b.
The Lord Stafford anfiers generally, that be is

Not Guilty 104
M. Serf. Maynard gpens the Evidence of the Plot
in general 1b.

Sir Francis Winnington fhews bow pirodable it
was, there fhonld be fuch e Plot at this Time

100

Mr. Treby's Speech 109
The Managers call their IVitneffes Jo prove the
Plot in general ib.

The Records of the Attainders, and Conviclions of

thofe concerned in the Popilh Plot, produced as

Fvidence of it * 120
Second Day of Trial 122

The Lord Swaftord’s Connfel admitted to bear the
Lvidence 5 but not to fland fo near as to proipt
bim 1D,

Dugdale frvorn a fecond Time, when be came to
give a particelar Evidence againft the Lord

Stafford 123
The Prifoner permitted to have a Clok to take
Notes for bins b,

Dugdale fivcars pofitively that the Prifonci con-
Jented to the Refolution on the King’s death, (at
which there was a great Hum) 124

Oates fiworir again, depofes, that iy Lord wrote
Letters and contributed NMoncy towards carry-

ing on the Plot 120
- Turbervile’s Evidence of my Lord’s foliciting bi
to aflaffinate bis Majefly 127

The Lord Staftord enters upon bis Defeice 129
He moves to bave Copics of [ore /fidavits that
are in the Cuflody of the Houfe of Commons

131
Ihich is oppos’d by the Managers ib.
And over-reled by the Lords 125

The Court think thenfclves unacr no Obligation to

I. 310"

afli# the Prifoner wito the Depefitions falew by -

a Yubice of Peace concerning bim 111 1 34
The third Day of Trial  + - 136
The Managers produce the Affilavit my Lord de-

f Fés 127
A Peer may give Evidence, though be bz a Fu. {oc

in b C'a.f{/E’ 1

The . Amgr.r [Vitneffes ought not to be dc’&ﬂ;;’d
bearing what the P) dbm s Witn:fjes m.paﬁ, i,
The Laord Stafford calls bis IVitneffes azaiinft Du i~

dale ib.
Endeavenrs to prove bim forfworn inn a forier
Trial 150
A Fournal of the Houfe of Lords vead, as Ivi-
dence for the Prifoner 152
Oates’s Examination read 153

Dugdale’s Examination taken by the Fuftices, as
it was enler’d in the Lords Fournal, vead as

Evidence for the Prifoncy 156
Turbervile’s Examination vead 159
The Lirds adjours 103
The fourth Day’s Trial iD.

The Prifencr tififts, that Qates is not a crealle
Witnefs, beving acknowledged his Iypscriiv
and Diffinnlation with God and Man ~ 163

The Managers call other Witneffes, to fupper? fb...

Te ﬁmaﬁv of the firj? 7O
The Managers endeavour to difevedi? sy Lm
Staftord’s Witneffes * 173
The Lords Stamford aid LG?C]'ICE"/:.E«H W fﬂf i
King 183
The Lords adjourss 185
The fifth Day b,

The Loid Staftord defires be may exainine T1-
nefles, 1o diferedit thafe whe had been produc’s

1o dﬂz’i edit bis 1h.
I7hich is allow’d him 156
The Lord Staftord makes bis Obfecrvations on the

Ewvidence 187
A Member of the Houfe of Commicins fivern as ¢

Vit ;If_’f.F I b{.}
Siv William Jones fisis up the Evidence for the

Comons 190
He aufwers the Prifonci’s Objeltions to the Cr it

of their Witnefles 193

The Telk fisft impofed 198, 199
Mr. Powle’s Speech at the fumingy wp the Evi-

dence 200
His Leidfhip’s Exceptions in Point of Law, an-
fwei'd by the Managers 2071

Whether thefe large Allewvances made Oates, Bad-
loe, &zc. twere wot fome Objeltion to their Tef-
f1ineny 202

Comnfel ey not argue as to the Law and Courfe
of Porliaments 203

The Fudges deliver theis Opinions, that 1200 IVt
neffes to cvery Quert-AEE are not neceffary; but
one fo one Ouert-Aét, and anotley 1o ginother,

{5 fufficient 204
The Lerds cdjouri 205
The fixth Day 1b,
The Loid Staftord petitions the Lerd: to be Leard

asain 200
He Japmr.r Sewe Points of Law be bad infiffed on

before 1b.

The Prifoner declares bis Opinion of the fiveral
Plots charg'd on the Papiits fiuce the Reforina-

I1o1 207
A Toleration granted by King Charles 1L, 70 alf
Diffenters 1b.

The
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The Diflenters permitted to offer their Reafins to -

ihe Houfe of Lords agasnft the Penal Lazos

1. 207

A Comprebenfion defigned ib.
His Lordfbip concludes with folemn Protefiations
of bis Innocence 20%
The Managers Reply 2o what bis Leordfhip laft
offer’d 210
The feventh Day 211

The Lord Hfgb Steward takes their Lard/}.ups

Voles
Thirty-one find the Lord Stafford Not Guilty, aud
Fifty-five Guilty ib.
The Leords adjovrn to their Houft 1b.

The Commons with their Speaker go up to the
Lords Houfe, and demand "}‘zrdgment 212

A Fudgment for High Treafon muft be in ufual
Form, or the King lofes bis Forfeitures, &c.
21 -1

The Lord High Stewward’s Speech to the Pr :ﬁm:
before Fudgment ib.
Tudgment pronounced, to be drawn, bang’d, and
grarter’d, &c. 214
The King iffues a I7vit to the Sheriffs to execute
the Prifoner, by cutting off bis Head onf» 1ib.
Slingfby Bethel aund Henry Cornith, Sberiffs,
apply to the Lords for their Direflion as to

the Execution, who declare the King’s Writ
ought to be obey’d 215
The Sheriffs alfo apply to the Cominoins 1b.
I ho coucur in Opinion with the Lords ib.
Lord Stafiord’s Speech at Execution ib.
He is bebeaded ib,

STANDSFIELD, Philip, Sou of §ir James Standi-
field, of New Milns near Edmburgh, bis
Trial, as well for High Treafon, as the Mur-
der of his Father, Feb. 6. 1688, 4 Jac. I,

1V. 282
The Indictment, in which are Crimes of different
Natures ib.

The Prifoner’s Counfel anfwer the Charge 285
His Majefty’s Advocate replies to the Defence, and

opens the Evidence 287
The Prifonei’s Connfel rejotn 290
The Jury, confifping of 15 Perfons, are frwobn, and

ihe Evidence is groen 292

Proof of the P {/E:urzer s drinking Confufion to the
King 3 which in Scotland #s High 1::.:?./&1: 2072
Of bis curfing bis Father 3 which is there pu-

nifbed with Death ib.
Circumftantial Evidence admitted, of his being the
Author of bis Father’s Mu der 295

The Surgeons who iufpected the Corple, give their
Reafons, why they believe Sir James was #of

drowi’dy, but flrangled 297
Tie Colleze of Plnficians of the fame Opinion
ib,

Two Infants pe snitled to declare wwhat they knew
of the Murder, before the fury, without Qail)

200

Sir George Mackenzic's Speech to the I:zg;nj}
301

The Prifoner is convitled, and receives Semtence
304

STAPLLETON, §ir Miles, Bar. bis Trial for

High Treafon, af the Affizes for the County of

York, Junc the 18¢h, 1681, 33 Car. Il

II1. 317
The Indihinent removed to the King’s-Bench y dut

the Prifoucr fent back to Yorkfhire fo be 1 3d
1b.

The Indifment  for raﬂ[z?:m{gr the Kisg’s deih,

and the Subverfion of the Eﬁa&f.ﬂmd Religion
and Goveriment L 317

A Challenge offer’d by the fi:;.rg s Connfel againft
a Furor, hecaufe be gave bis Dags the Nomes

of Oates and Bedloe, the King’s Wrtr-jﬂl’.r A

but not allsw’d.

The Trial put off till next Afizes, for Want qf 3

Jurors - 218

The Trial coines on at the Swinner-Afizes  ib.
Sir Thomas Stringer’s Speech before Evidence

. ib.
The King's Witneffes calld 319
They gave Evidence, firft of the Plot in general

1b.

Bolron’s Evidence againft Sir Miles in particular
| 320, 321

Sir Mhles’s Defence 322

Mr. Fuft. Dolben diveffs the Fury and tells them,
there being no Records of Convittion produced

againft the King’s Witneffes, they ought to be

deentd credible 1V tieffes 327
Mr. Baron Gregory’s Divedtion 1o the Fary  1b.
Sir Miles 7¢ acquilted 328

STAR-CHAMBER, *

Differcirce among the Conimiffioncrs as to a Sentences

aid thesr Speeches I. 408. & feqq.
STARKEY, Henry II. 1010, See Andcrfon, &
al.

STAYLEY, Willam, bis Tricl at the King’s
- Bench Bar for Treafonable IVords, 50 Car. I1.

1678 I1. 656
The Suljtance of the Indiffment being for Treafoe
ble Words fpoke in French ib,
Sir William Jones, Attorney-General, his Speech
ib.

The Evidence ib.
The Prifoncr’s Defence 658
The Chief Fuftice fums up the Ewidence, and
Jhews the Danger of Popery 659
Direlts the Fury to make the Prifoner an Exam-
ple . 1b,

The Prifoner is convitted, and Sentence paffed ib.
This Proceeding afterwards cenfur’d as violent and
precipitate, to pafs Sentence on the Day of Con-
vittion in the Court of King’s-Bench IV, 779
STERNE, John III. 466. See Borofki, & al.
STEVENS, Ellis V. 194 See Cowper, & al.
STIRLING, Archibald V. 630. See Stirling,
James, &: al.
STIRLING, Charles V. 630. Sez ib.
STIRLING, James, Archibald Seaton, Archi-
bald Stir]ing, Charles Sarhing, and Patrick
Edmontton, their Trial for High Treafon, at
Edinburgh, Nov. 15. 1708. 7 Ann®, before
George Earl of Cromertie, Lord Fuftice Ge-
mm/ and the veff of the Lords of jwffm::y
there V. 630
The Indictment for taking up dArins, adbering to,
and corvefponding with the Irench King and
the Pretender, and favouring their intended
Invafien ¢f Scotland, i 1707 b,
Her Majefty’s Letter to the Lord Advocate, di-
reling bim 1o profecite the Prifonets 631
The Prifoncrs Pftft: on for Connfel s which 1s grant-

e ib.
The Prifouners Information or Plea to the Charge
632

The Lord Advocate’s Replication 635
The Court adjudge th: Charge to be fufficient 639
The Jury fworn, being 15 in number ib.

The
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The Evidence produc’d againft the Prifoners GV.

- | - 039

The Verditt brought-in in Writing, and fubferibed

by the Fore-man s the Prifoners acquitted 640

They are Affoilzed (or diftharged) ib.
STOUT,: Saralt. See Cowper. ,

STRAFFORD, Thomas Ear/ of, bis Trial before

the Houfe of Lords, on an Impeachment for
High Treafon, March the 224, 1640. 16 Car. 1.

L 723

Nine general Articles exhibited againfp bim  1b.
Tewenty-eight [pecial Articles 1b.
The Earl of Suafford’s dnfwer to the 28 [pecial
Articles 730
The Trial comes on 736

The Place of Trial deferibed, and the Manner of
bringing the Prifoner to the Bar, &c. ib.
No Axe to be carried before a Prifoner impeach-
ed 1b.
The King, Queen, and Prince at the Tyial 1.
Earl of Arundel, Lord High Steward 1b.

The Articles and Anfeoer vead ib.
My, Pym opens the Charges the Earl permitted

10 reply to bim 1D.
Three additional Articles, frand againft him af-

ter the Commencement of the Trial 737
He is compelld to anfwer them prefeintly 1b.
The Managers Names 738

He is charg’d with Accumulative Treafon  1b.
He fhews be is mifreprefented in that Expreffion be
was charg’'d withy, That the King’s little
Finger fhou’d be hecavier to them than the
Loins of the Law ib.
From bis Words they proceed to his A&ions ; and
Jirft againft the Lives of the Subjelis, as againfk
the Lord Mountnorris aird ansiner, wwho were
condemm’d by Martial Law 739
Charg'd, that be had not only exercifed a tyran-
nical Government cver the Lives, bnt the Lands
and Goods of the Subjelt 740
That be granted a Commiffion for the apprebend-
ing fuch as refufed to fubinit to the Ecclefiafti-
cal Ordinances 741
His piecuring a Leafe of the Cuftoms, and then
raifing the Book of Rates, wherely he bad gain-

ed 26,000 |, yearly b,
His monspolizing Tobacco 748
Tbe Charge conceining Fiax 743

Charg’d with fending Treops of Soldiers to exccute
bis Decrees againft the Subjeéls Lands and
Goeds 744

That be reftrained the Subjcits from coming over
to England, to offer their Complaints againft

hins 7.4
His impofing an Oath upen the Scots in Irc]am61
7+

His Defign of reducing the Kingdoms of England
and Scotland &y Force of Arms, and bringing
them under the fame arbitrary Gouverninent be
had introduced in Ireland 747

Endeavour’d 1o be prov’d from feveral Specches
the Earl let fall 748

That be advis’d the King to exad Ship-Money

750

And threatew’d the Lovd Mayor, &c. for not
giving in a Lifl of thefe wwho were adle to leind
Noncy b,

The Earl fhews, that decuinulative Treafen was
never beard of before s and whive none of the
particular siticles ariowited to Tieafon, iicither
conld any Nuwber of hows 750

Charg’d with advifing the King 1o imbafe the Csty.
and feize.upon the Bullion in the Mint .1, 55,
Witl impofing 84. a Day on the County of York,
for maintaining the Iratied-Bands, and levying
it by Forces 3 ;::;;
Uf’?l!b ; Difign of landing the Irith Ariay ii En‘g-
an .- . ~ 75
The Lords and Commons break up abruply, fzip‘g-
on the Commons infiffing to affer further Proofs
after the Clofe of the Proccfs, aud refufing rhe
fame Liberty to the Earl 954
Agreed, at a Conference between the two Houfes,
that no further Proof fhall be offer’d on eitper

Side 1b.
The Ear? fums up the Evidcnce, and makes bis
Obfervations on it 10

Speaks particularly to the 28th Article, and ﬁ{g—

gefis fome Reafons why it was dvop’d by the

LCommons 756
Mr. Glynn replies upon hin 757
Nr. Pym feconds biii ib.

Dcbates 1n the Honfe of Commmons, upon bringins
in ¢ Bill of Attainder againft the Earl 453

The Coristiions thieaten the Lords, if they refafs
to concur 1 @ Bill of Attasndey 1.
The Lerds bear my Lord Strafford’s Counfel, as 1o
Matter of Law; but the Comnons refufe to
attend al their Bary or reply any more in pub-

lick, having pals’d the Bill of Attainder 1

theiv own Houfe 750
Tihe Naines ¢f the Earl’s Counfel, and the Sub-
flance of their Arguments ib.
1. That the 25 Ldw. IIL isa declarative Law,
and cannot be interpreted by Equity 1b.
2. A Penal Law will admit of no Conftrutions or
Inferences beyond the Letter of it 1b.

The doing one or more s of Injuftice cannot be
ternd’d the Subverfion of the Fundamental Laws
ib.

The Cafe of John de la Pole, Duke of Suffolk,
cited 5 where the fame Offences, the Earl was
charg d with, were adjudged but Felony  ib,
That the Earl was not charged with baving [ub-
verted, but only with an Iutention to fubvers,
&ec. 700
And the Intention was only treafonable, where ir
was egainf the King's Life, &c. by the 25 Edw.
I1I. ib.
The reft of the Offences there enwnerated, dy not
become treafonable, unlefs the Party proceed to
A8ici 2b.
No Treafon at Commaon Lew at this Day 3 and
the Parliainent cannot declarz any thing 1o be
Treafoir, which is unot fo already by foine Sta-
tute in being 1b.
That by the 1 Hen. VL. 10. the Provifo as to de-
claratory Treafons, in the 25 Edw. 11, is re-
pealed 5 and no Mon bath been declar’d a Tyg;-
tor eitier by King or Parliament fince that
Statute, except be bad offended againgt the Let-
ter of fomnz Statute 1b. 761
The Earl’s Counfel defire theiy Lordfiips, that o
State of the Queftion may be made for their to
areue upon 701
Upen this the Honfe adjonri’d, and never met a-
gain tpon this Occafion, the Commons infifting
on their Bill of Attaiuder 1b.
The Lordsand Commons meet at a Couference in the
Hall, where the King, Queen, and Prinée, were
prefent incog s but up:bing is fpoken by any one
out Mr, St. John,swhofe Speech tend:d to fri-

| #ifh
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nifl the Houfes with Arguments for the Bill of

Atrainder L 461"
The King’s Speech to the Honfe of Cominons a-

gatnft paflmz a Bill of Altainder 1b,
It paffes the Lords 762
The Earls Letter to the King ib.
Tle Royal Affent given 1b.
The Earl’s Bebaviour at bis Execaition 1b.
£lis Dying Speech 7073
The 46 for weverfing bis Attatnder 764,
The Nawes of the Straffordians 7035

STREATYER, John, bis Cofe, on a IVrit of Tabe-
as Corpus, a¢ 14e Upper Bench 72 Weltmin-
fter-Hall, 7 Mich, and il Terms, 1653,
5 Car. 1L IL. 195

The Habeas Corpus 1.

The Aét of State, probibitirg the Licutenant of
the ‘Tower to obcy a Habeas Corpus, 7z the

Cafe of John Lilburne 100
Gaptain Streate’s drgument to the jift Part of
the Returr 197
Liis Argumnent to the fecond Poit 200

The Long Larliament diffolv’d by Oliver 204
w1t Altas Habeas Corpus, fiz the Naine of Cliver

ihe Proteftor ib.
The Returis thereof 205
AP fijﬁ?ifi ?i'&ﬁﬂ)ﬁﬁf ia fay the Loz Pr??!fr:mm:{
oas i ch?mg -

The Prolclior fwears to Zovirn accerding lo Law

Sarah Baynton is #y’d with Hartwell and Spurr

V. 465

Sir Simon Harcourt, Solicitor General, opens the
Evidence " 1b.
The King’s Evidence 406

Mrs Baynton crofs-examines Mrs.Rawlins 471
Mrs, Rawlins does not deny but fhe bad -faid, fhe
wifly’d berfelf My, Swendlen’s IVife 472
Marrying ¢ Woman while fbe is nnder a Force is
Capital, though the Party marrying hber was

1ot the Auther of the Force 473
Swendfen convided 474.
Ratwell’s Defence 475
A Woinan cannot be Evidence for, or againft, ber

Hufband 476

Lord Chief Tuftice fums up the Evidence
Oue may be adjudg’d guilty of atding and afifiing
in a forcible Marriage, though uot prefent at

the Ceremony 478
AMrs. Bayneon coividled ib.
Hartwell and Spurr acquitted ib.

M. Fuftice Powcll’s Speech, before Fudgment oir
Swendien and Baynton A7
Adrs. Baynton’s Execution vefpited, fbe being found

Quick «vith Child 480
My, Swendfen’s  Execution, and Dying Speech
T 481

SWINOCK, Samuel III 630. S8ee Pilkington,

& al,

207 STMPSON, James V. 572. Sz Green, Tho-

Che Arsuinent which Streater bad prepuicd, if

theie wwas Qecofisy for i 207
A Cominitizeirt for publifsing fcditicus Paiphlets,
too geircral 210
Crdeis of Parliament deteiinine with the Sefions
ib.

The Conrt difcharges the Prifouci 211

STRINGMAN, Daniel V. 572, See Green,

Thomas, & al.

mas, & al,

T,

ALES.  See Jury,
TASBOROUGH, Joun, aud Anne Price,
their Trial, for Subsrination of Perjury, 32

Car. IL. 1679 IL 10179
The Indictinent 1018

STUBBS, Irancis I 2448, §ee Tenge, & al
SUBORNATION IL 806. 1V, 7. Mr. Scijeaint Maynard’s Speech before Evideice
SUPREMACY L 509, 02, 1010
SWENDSEN, Fangen, bis Tricl, for fuicibly i Crefwell Levinz, Attorney Genzral, bisSpeech

aariying Mrs. Pleafant Rawlins 5 aid of So-
rah Baynton, John Hartwell, aizd John Spurr,
who abetted aid afifted bim, Nov. 25, 1702,
1 Anne V. 149
A Moticir, to put off the Tria! for <ant ¢f a
matericl Witiefs, deny’d, unlefs  foine Pevfon
awwontld make Qatl, that fucd Witnefs conld w0t
"1

eHend 1.
The Defendant Swerndien berz a Forcigner, be
bad a Party Fuiy 1b.
And 15 try'd by bipfelf 1b.

Sir Simon Harcourt, Ssizctior General, and A,

1b.

Records of the Fefuits, aund Langhorn’s Conuvie-
tions, provic’d in Evidence 1020
Dugdale’s Evidence of Mrs. Urice’s folieiting
bim fo retiect bis Evidence ib,
Dugdale’s Evidence of Tatborough’s tampering

with bi 1021
Air, Sanders’s Defence for Mys. Price 1029
Witneffes for Mirs. Price. 1028
My, Pollexfen’s Defence for Tafborough 1030

[Viscther guftifiable to offer a Witnefs a Reward,
thoush to [peak Truth ¢ JO31X

Serpeant Darnell open the Exvidince 1, 45 Mr. Serjeanmt Maynard furms up the Evidence
Fidence for th: King AGT 1034
Mrs. Bulby gives Evidence of ail the Circunlon-  Mr. Juftice Jones fuins up the Evidence, and i-

ces of the Iact 452 retls the iy 1035
Mrs. Rawlins berfilf cxamin’d as ci Evidence  (ffeving al/ituefs a Reward to give bis Eviaence,

againft bim 453 ciiiningl : ib.
Couifel deny’d the Prifoner 456 The Defendaits ave found Guilly 1030

Adrs. Rawlins crefs-examin’d by the Prifonsy, sche-  Thetr Sentence 1047

TAYLOR, Alexander V. 572. See Green, The-
mas, & al.
Temple, James 1L 399, dece Regicides.

ther fhe did not enconirage his Adliclles to bei

which fhe dzities 457

The Prifvier’s Witnefles ecxamin'd 155
Lord Chicf Juftice Hiolt fuins up the Evidence TEMPLL, Peter 1L 399,  See Regicides.

w03 TESTE., §ec Wris. |

Refolutions of the Fudges, oir the Staiate of forci- 'TIHOMPSON, Nathaniel, William Pain, aid

ble Moyriages 404 John Iarwelly, 1r’a forr ¢ Mifaemeanonr, ii

VoL, Vi, *T framing
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Framingy and publifbing a Libel, or Letter, fo
feandalize the Juftice of the Nation, 34 Car, 11
1032 l1L. 505
The Information ib.
A Copy of the Record of the Attainder of Green,
&c. and a Copy of the Inguifition taken by the
Coronery concerntiig the Murder of Sir Ed-
mundbury Godfrey, preduc’d, and fwors to
be trie Copics 508
Exidence that the Defendants bad acknowoleds’d
the Primting and IVriting of thefe Libels before
the Gotineil 509
Lidence of the NManier in wobich Sir Ednnd-

bury Godfrey’s Body svas found 514
They are afl three found Guilly 513

Three Afpdavits velating to the Death of Sir Y-
mundbury Godfry ih,

Thomplon and Favrwell feutencd 5 fland oi the
Pilloryy and each of them !o pay a Fine ¢f 1001,
and be imprifow’d till they bave paid it b,

Lo enly fi’d 1001 aud 10 be imprifon’d till be
pay 1/ 1,

THORPE, Willam, eccus’d of Herefy, $ Hen, IV,

1407, befere Thomas Arandel, aihbifbop of
Canterbwy, and Chancellor of England 1. 16,

His Conf fiox ¢f Faitn b,

fe ferugleth to take an Oath 18

The Charge caainft bim was, Lhat, in a Servion
at Shrowloury, be bad delivered bimfelf as fol-
Jo:0s :

1. Tiat the Sacraient of toe Alvar aftzr Confe-
ciralion wos Matevial Bicad,

2. That Diages ought wiot to be worfbipped.

3. That Mien fhould nst go oir Pilsrimages.

1 That Priefts bave io Tiile to I bes.

5. That it is not lawfel to ficar in any wife 20

A Cerlifuation of the Dollrines be preach’d fent
Jrom Shrewlbury fo the Livchoifbsp, and iead

1o bins 1b.
His Defeirce for preachine wwithout ¢ Licence 22
His Defeice upon il firgt aiticle 23

Oz the ficond Ariicle 25
Uir the thivd diticle 20
O the forrth irticle 28
On the ffﬁ D odriicle 30
He is examin’d touching Auriculor Confelfion 32

Refufiug to inake a Subiniffict end Recantaticin, b
is comintled to Prifon; aid never mmore beard
of 36

THROCKMORTON, §ir Nicholas, try’d for
High Treafen, primo Marre, 1554 L 03

Names of bis Judges 1b.

Jhe Conirt wweuld net perinit bim to fp-ak, il be
bad plead:d Guilty, or Not Guiliy 0.1

Two of the Jury challeny’d pereinpterily for the
Queen, <wichout fheteiug Caupe 1D,

He applics Limfelf to the Queeit’s Counfel not to
mifreprefent by but to ao bin fufice 1b.

Tlhe Prifoinr aaniitied Lo anfwer vocry Matter as

dtscas wrg’d againft biny b fore the wholy E-
vigcice for the Crowi was gone throngh 63

Winter's Lxauination ieady to Lieve bar I'hrock-
morton fent bun to \Vyaty, who prepos’d a
Troyporable Difgn to bim, and the Prifoicr’s
.tlr}{/::'f?' 1b,

Cions’s Lisamination fot cfide, becanf; he ioht
appear and give Bvisone viva voce 66

Vaughan, whe was widanii'a for the fame Fat,
allewv’d a [Fitnes for the Suecn 07

dwears the Prifoner was privy o the Confpiracy
I6
The Prifoner’s Aufever ib7.
His Conf ffon read in part againft bimy be d..
JSires it may be iead through 69, 70
The Duke of Sutfolk’s Confeffion read againft bim,
who bad becn exccuted for the fame Fufl, im-
poi:1ng that Sir Nicholas woas privy 10 the Con-

Jpiraty 20
He snfifts, that the Lord Thomas Grey (who is

Jaid 1o bave given the Duke of Suffolk thas
Information) be produced perfonally againft biy
ib.

Viawilliums, gie of bis IVitu>ffes, the Conrt wwould
not fuffer to be examin’d 5 and gave no Reofor
for refufing bins 1b,
The Coit v.fus’d to let an AtF of Parliament be
read, which be d-fir’d 5 and [aid, they were
not to jird Books forr bim s that the Fudpes
were Lo refolve ail Donbts in Lawy 71
He acknozoledges it had becn a Cuptom, thet Wit-
ncffes were ot aqmitted agzainff the Crowr
72

Ie aigues nstably, that no open Deed or Overt-
Att is prov’d againft bin 1b.
IVhzther IVerds fpoke can be deem’d Owert-sifis ?
/4

oy oftcr the Evidiice

fai’d upy and the Fury aircéied 706
The Pitfoncr yenianded into Coflody, norcvithfaid-
tng bis veiiny acquitted =7
The Jury imprifen’d, and fird, for thair Verdisr
75

THWYNG, Thomas, end Mary Prefficks, :b;ﬁr
Tiial at Xork-Affizes for High Treafen, Tuly
24, 1080, 32 Car. 1l II1. 79
The Ludithient for coufriring the Death of the
King, and the Subverfior of the Efablif’d Re-
ligion and Goveriinent ib.
Bolhon's Evidence of the Prifoncr’s Concern in

Prifoucr permiticd to reply,

the Pl 80
Mowbray’s Evidence as to Thwyng 81
Further Evidence againft Mrs, Preflicks 82

Thwyne calls /J:f'.r Witiclles, to trove it g inol;-
cions Profecition 82
Mz, fuftice Dolben’s Dirc&lion to 1he Fury

87

FVords, unlefs they difeover an Intention to do fome
ally net treafonable 1b.
Mz, Barow AwRyns's Dircions to the Fury

ib.
Thwyng conviéled, and Preflicks acquitted 38
Scitence pefs’d 39
‘Thwyng is executed 1b.

TILNEY, Charles I 134. Sce Abington, & al.

TITCEHDURNE, Chidiock 1. 128, Si¢ Ea-
bington. & al.

TITC_I?BURNE, Robert IL 394. See Regi-
cides,

TOLERATION V., 683. Sce the Arguments
comernmng ity m Dr, Sacheverell’s Tl
TONGE, Thomas, George Phillips, Trancis

Saibbs, James Hind, John Seliere, 474 Na-
thantel Cilbs, their Trial Joir High Tieafor
at th: Old Baley, December 11, 1€62, 14
Car, II. 1L 478
Lhnd pleads Guiliy 5 and the vef Not Guilty
o 1b. 479
Jir, Seijeart Maynard opens the Evidesce 479
Li-
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Evidence of Hill, Rigas, Bradley, and Tyler,
their Felloww-Confpirazors, of a Confpiracy a-
mong the Seiteries agoinft bis Mayefty 11,

480, & feqq.

A Letter, of which about rooo Copies were dif-
persdy fuggelting there was to be a Malfacie
by the Papifis, as a Colowi for arming them-
feloes 482

The Exciination of Phillips read in Evidence

8

Evidence of Runonis ¢f a Maffacre by the Pﬂ;ﬁ?r

abeut thet Tiine

i . 4399
Phillips cuvits be was privy fo the Defign 491
Stubbs swns that be knew of 1 1b.

Gibbs denies ity and affivins be was always loyal
10 the King ib.
Tonge fays be was drawir into the Plot by Tyler
492

Sollers endzavours to excufe bimfelf ib.
G key except to the Witneffes, that they bave owird
theinfelves Guilty of the fame Offences whico
Exception is cver-ruled 1b.
Tonge affirms be was threate’d in the Tower
wwith the Rack ib.
M. Sclicitor fums up the Evidence for the King

1b.
The Chicf Tuftice dirells the Juiy 493
The Prifoncrs are convitied 494

Fudgment of High Treafon paffed ugon thein 495

£hillips, Tonge, Gil::'bs, and Stubbs, their Fe-

hawvicti at Execttion ib.
TRANTER, Robert VI 195 Sez Realen,
Hugh.

TRAVERS, Tohn I 131 See Abington, & al.
TREASON.

Adade Treafon by a Statute io read the Bible; and
Thirty-fix attainted and cxecuted on that Statitle

L 49
Sir Thomas More attainted of High Tieafon, i
denying the King’s Supicimacy G2

He is gulty of Treafon, who 15 privy and (oi-
(enting 10 it s and fo is be who endeavonrs to
serfucdz oir procuie aitother to coinniit Treafon

73

T Duke of Norfolk attainted of Treafon, againft
g particuler AG of Parliaient, for alteipi-
iug 10 iarry the Queen of Scots, withous Queer
Vhizabeth’s Krowledge 116
Harhonring Traitors, Treafon L 139, 140, IV.
131, 132

Lail of Arundel atteinied of High Treafon, for
coriefponding with a Traitor beyond Sea, and
faying Mafs for the Succefs of the Spanith -
Vafici I 168
Perfous atlainted of Treafon commilted againft o
King befoic bis Coroualion 214
Foifouing beretofore snade Treafvir by aStatule 324
Accumulative Treafon 723, &C.
The Intenticn is ondy treafonable (o puaifbeole)
cobere the Defign is againft the Prince's Life

- 759
If the A&ions themfelves are 1ol {reafonadle, the
Refilt of thr camnot be Treafo: 937
A Nusber of Mifucmeanours or Ielonies canios
alicr their Nature o as 16 iake them amoint
to High Treafor 04 T
IVbether a Peer of Ireland can be t7y'd bere for
Treafonr committed theve ¢ 050
Several try’d for High Treafon agaiift the Com-
moirwealth and the Protetior, auring the Uynr-
petion 11, 1,19, 83, 183, 259, 277

The aiding, afifing, relieving, barbouring or ex-
couraging a Traitor, (knowing bim to be fuch)
High Treafor 1L 151, 365. 1V. 105, 131

It is the Imagination that is the Ireafon 5 toe
Ouert-Afts are but the Evidence of it 1L, 314

IV bether the writing or priunting treafonable Words,
diftated by others, can be faid to be an Overt-
At of the Writers treafonable Imaginations

II. 346, 528

Any Words tending to the Perfonal Hurt of the
Priuce, will amount to an Overt-/Et of a trear
forable Imagination 1L 349. 1V. 593, 056

Trcafon may be commitied againft a Prince, when
be is out of his Demintons, and out of the Pof=
Jellion of the Governinent I1. 435

Though it may be no Offence in Low, to qffft a
King de Falto againft o King de Jure, yet 1f 15
adjudged High Treafon to afiff other Ufurpers
(who have not taken upen them the Title of King)
againft a King de Jure, out of Poffcfion of the
Governinent 1. 444

A Riotous Affembly pulling down Hottfes, breaking
open Prifons, &c. adjudged to come within that
Branch of the 25 ¥dw. L. which makes it
High Treafon to levy War againft the King 11,

| | 585: 593

The Parliament conld not declare any thing to be

Treafon, that was not Felony at Comsrorn Law

559
Treafonable Words [poken in French 656

The accepting Popith Orders High Treafin ~993
Solicitiig foreign Aid, High Treafon 11, 878.1V.
6oo

77 bether a Native of Scotland be within the Sta-
tute, which makes it High Treafon to accept Po-
pith Orders, found fpecial I1. 1013
A folemn Refolution, that in a cafe of Treafon
there mnfe be 1wo Witnelfes beliew’d by the Fury
Il 56

IVhocuer inagines 1o dethroue or imprifon the King
or to compel i by Durcfs to yield 1o thetr De-
mands, is i Law guslty of imiagining bis Death
[11. 4006. 1V. 615

Confulting to levy War againfe the King, and 10
sims bis Guards, or promote an Invafion, beld

t0 be Overt-Ads of Compaffing the King’s deatbh,
coithin the firt Branch of the Statute of the 25
Ed. IIL. 11 730. IV. 772
Treafor, to wwrite treafonable Pofitions, though they

be not publifh’d IIL 815
No Pctit Treafon in Ireland 1V. 403
Murder made High Treafon in Ireland 1b.

TRELAWNEY, Sir Jonathan, Bt. Lord Bifhop

of Briftol, tried for publifbing a Libel V.

O4

TRESILIAN, C.F. S the Procedings at i.-:?rge
againft bim, &c. wider BRAMBRE.

TRIAL

Sir John Perrot and the Lord Grey try’d in En-

cland, for Treefon commitied i [reland 1.

18b, 951

' A Peer cannot be brought to Trial on a Charge cx-

bibited againft bim by another Pecr 1 the Houfe

of Lsrds IL. 558

The Prifoner adwilted to anfwer 10 what each

Winefs charg'd bim with as they canie, before

the wobole Evidence for the King was gone

throngh L. 05

A Prifoacy not permitted to take Notes ai bis

Trial 135

The
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The Punifoment for flanding Mute I 325
A IWeman net permitted to wear her Hal at by
Tr:ial . 339

A Peer fhall not be 11y'd by a Jury of Cominons
in a Capitel Cafe, though be defire 1t 388
The Lord High Steward confulted by the Lords
Tryers in the dbfence of the Prifencr 304
Forsalities previous to ¢ Trial before the Houfe
of Peers 730
A Trial before a Council of IVay 145
Treafon committed in one Reign may be 11y'd 1
anotlber IL. g
Scots #1y'd in England fer Treafon committed in
Scotland, befere the Unioin of the Kingdeins 10

A Fury difcharged of a Prifoncr withont giving a
Verdit? II 715,831
A Peer may be try’d by a Fury as & Connmon. i,
for Offences not Capital 500
Prifoncrs fu'd forty Marls a-picce, for coiing
tuto Conrt at therv Irial with therr Hats on
011

The Cowmmons deny thet o Uish Stewvard is nec:f-
fery upon a Tiial ov Lupecchient 740
The Lords r folvey that the Loids Spiritnal inay
vole in all Matters previous to the Trial, in
Capital Cafes 752
A Prifoner try’d at Bar for Treafon receives Sei-
tenee the fame Day 650
The Prifoncrs receive Sentenee the Day after their
Convidlisi, thereh fried at Dar 780
Thefc Proccesings cinfui’d IV, 77y
IWhere any Point of Lew arifes at the Tiial of o
Pecr, it ought to be put in the Prifziei’s Pre-
fence 1L 729
A Fury are to toke no Neiice of what was done
at a former Triol 863
The Prijoicr way give Evidence, that ¢ IFitnefs
produc’d againft biiz gove contiary Tefliiony af

o foriucy Tiial slele
A Peer need mot bold np bis Hepd at bis drroigi:-
ment IV. 211, 512
The Kine’s-Bench ny a Cosmcizer sinpeacked by
the Comnpis IiL 263
A Irtthman :3°d at the iling’s-Bench Bar for
Treafon conmitted in Ircland, and for whick
be bad beew befare arvaioi’d there 2073

A Piifoner tiay crofs-ciamine a Witnefs, after
the King’s Counfel bave done with bin 5 bt
st not maze aiy Cbfervetions on the Evi-
dence, till it is youe thicugh 481
The Lowd Vullel alloi’d to Clerles 20 tale Notes
at bis Trial 705
No Time or Notice can be infiled on to prepare
for Trial, 1n Capiial Cafes 732
Thz King’s Connfel foall have the loft Word 111,
610, IV, 40, 162

IWheie one ontlaw’d fhall b2 adinitied 1o a Tiial,
aud where not ITL. 983
Nothizg onght to be given in Evidince that wwaos
Jaid ci* aone at another Trial, tild the Record of
that Tril be piev’d IV, 41
The Prifoucr being thick of bearing, bas one to
ﬁﬁ/? b ]06
Oue t1y'd for berbowring a Traitor, bofere the
Traiter was convicied 122
Que try’d for a Miflmeanour, and convided s
ond of:crward try’d for Ligh Treefon, for the
fame Falf 007
A Peer inay be try’c by Cogyniffion, during @ Pro-
rogation of Parlicinn 212

The Lord High Steward fole Fudze, o1 a Trial
by Comumiffion 5 and need net confult the other
Pecrs concerning the Meibods and Ordir of 1hs
Trial V.o2i;

The Loids Tryers cannot adjonrn, or feparate,
any more than & Jury of Commoncrs, till they
have given a Verdilt V1. 232, But it is o-
iheiwife where the Triel is in full Parliam.nt
_ | 233

It is not yfual for a High Stcwward to fun wp or
wake any Obfervaiions oit the Evidence 246

HWhere cne pleads bis Peerage to the Furifidiltien of
an inferior Conrty ke mft produce bis Pateut

414

Pkcre an Inaiftment is remov’d inio the King’s
Bench, Fudginent ough not to be given tisl four
Days after Convithion s if there be fo viany
Days veimnaining i the 9 erii V. 750

Fbcie the Trial is at Bar, a Vewire iffues, as i
Civil Cajesy and fifteer Doys bolwoeen the
Teite and Return 778

No FEvidence can be givein againft e Man i1 ¢
Trial for bis Life, but in bis Prefence V.83,

114

A Prifeser connot infiyt oin the Witrelfes beinm cx-
ailin’d ¢ parl af bic Right 20

Doe Juepes Opiricn ti g Lsint of Ly arifig
at the Trial of a Pecry innft be cfecd in the
Prfonce of the Frifiner 169

Iin ¢ Tiial of o Leci bifere the Loids for a Alif
deineanoury be foall ol fland witbeut the Bei

504

TRIGGFE, Thomas II g4g9. See Sachevared,
William,

TURNLR, Anne, ber o', as decrflery, & fore
the Feli, to the Murder cf Sir Thomes Over-
bury L 23

Her Hat cidei’d to be taken off at the diraiga-
et 1b.

She aizd the Conntefs of LEficx refort to ¢ Conjui-

YY) 1h.,

Severel Devils invek’dy thet the Prifsuer and the
Coniztefs might obtain the Leve of ibhsir Gel-
[aiz!s 340

The Prifoncr couwvifled, and Fudsment given c-
gaiift by

TURNIER, Anthony
Wy hitebread, & al,

TURNER, Colone! James, John Turner, Wil
Jlam Turner, Mary Tumer, and Ely Turncr,
their Trial for Briglary, at the Old Bailey, the
15th, 1619, and 1945 of Jan. 1663, 15 Car. 11

IL 502

Twe Didiflment, for breaking open the Houfe of
Francis Tryon, end rebbne bim of Feavels
aiid Nioney to the Valve of feveral Thoufand
Pounds 1b.

Col. Turner complains bis Goods were [eized on
by the Sherifps, and thy kad taken Pofjiffion of
bis Honfe : the Sheriffs anfiwer, they have ouly
beft @ Scrvent in the Honfe for Security of the
Geods, till they fee whether e is corvidted or
acquitted 5073

The Uhief Faftice bolds, thet it 15 the Duty of the
Sheiiffy wheie one 15 accus’d of Felony, to fo-
cire bis Geods 3 but th2 Prifonzi ay have what
b bas Occefion fory to fubfift bim 504

If the Prifonci can fiad Secirity, that the Goods
be for:b-coming, the Sheriff foall take bis Hords
off 1D,

The

341
-}

See White, al.

I1. 829,
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9 bs Cb:qf fﬂgfhce Holt drreﬂ.r tée ?fzr V. BAT
" The Defendant is found guilty of publifbing, but

The Chicf Fuftice tells bim, they cannot grait bim
Procefs 1o bring in bis WitnefJes II. 504

If the Pr u:czpals are al acquitted, the Acceffa-
ries foall be difcharged without Trial 11, 506
1L 470

The Fvidence againft the Prifoners 1b.
Proof, that the Jewels were produced by James
Turner 11. 507
And part of the Meuey, which be own’d to be

Mpr Tryon’s 508.
The Civcumflances of the Robbery teftified by Mr
Tryon ib.

Evidence, that Mary and Ely Turner brought
Jome of the Moncy to a Neighbour’s Houfe 510
A particalar Seal to one of the Bags given in E-

videice 511
A Stool brought for bim to fit on in the Court
512

My, Tryon fiears be believes William Turner
WS NI 0f the Mei that robl’d bim 515,516
Col. ‘Turncr’s Defence 510
He fays be found the Thicves, and perfitaded rbem
to deliver up the Goods and Money upon Pio-
aife that theiy Lives fhould be faved 417
He calls bis [ituclfes, who fay little or nothing
to the Puipofe 521
The other Prijoner’s Defence 523
The Lord Chief Fuftice dirells the Fury = 524
He tells them, that Mary Turner, the Wife, can-
not be convicied as Acceffary to a Felony coin-
sistted by her Hufband 1b.
That ell the Accomplices in Burglary are guilly
¢f Burglary, though they do not all enter the
Houfe 1b,
That if one comes in by Day, and opens the Door
to others in the Night, and they come in and
rob the Houfe, they areall guilty of Burglary '526

James Turncr is convifled 1b.
The reft are afngrrfed 1b.
After bis Convittion be confeffes the whole Matter
to five fuftices of the Peace ib.
gm{gmmt againft James Turner f0 be bang’d 527
is Exectition 1b,

TURNER, Dr. Francis, Bifop of Ely, tried

for publifbing a Libel IV, 304

TURPIN, Joleph IIL g49. See Sacheverell,

Wiiliam.,

TUTCHIN, John, bis Trial on asi Information
for e Libel, ar Guid-Hdll, Nov. 4. 1704.
3 Anne V. 528

A Furyman owns be bad always condem’d My.
Tutchin’s Writings 3 and defires to be excnfed

530

The King’s Counfel, after fome Debate, confent
jo it . 1b.
Howe the Printer’s Evidence, of his Agreement
with Tutchin for the Capv &c. 522
Debates between the Confel, whether the Proof
be [ufficient to read the Papers 533
The Papeis ead 535, 539
Tutchin bolds, People may call their Princes to
account, and depofe them 536

My Montague’ Speech for the Defendant 538
M. Attorney’s Obfervation on ihe Evidence for
the Quecit 540
It ey “be a Libel, though no particular Perfos
be refleted on ib,
M. A:torney cbﬁrge.s Mr. Montague with jufti-
f ing Tutchin’s Principles, as to tbe Power of

102 P.*ﬂpla th.
And Joys, be fhall profecute any Man who main-
toins fuch Deftrine ib,

Vour. VI,

o
o |

not of writing, The Obfervators |+ * 542

“The Defendant’s Counfel move in’ agreft of Fudg-

-ament  for that the Diltringas was tefte’d thé
Day after the Return of tbe Venire, and fo @

Difcontinuance of Procefs . 542
And for that the Venire and Diftringas were re-
turnable at a Day ceriain ib;
The laft Exception is over-ruled ib.

As o the firft Exception, ibe Queen's Connfel ar-
gue, that it was but a Mifprifion of the Clerk,
and ought to be amended 845

Sir Thomas Powys’s Arguiment 1b.

Sir Edward Northey, Attorney-General 547

Books cited, where Amendments are allowed in

Cafes of the Crows ib,

Arguments by the Defendan’s Counfel, that it
conld no? be amended

PA

For that theve was no Inflance of an zi’m.emdﬁgnz;zf
in @ Criminal Profecution 553
M. Broderick for ibe Defendant 554
Mr. Montague’s Arguitnt 557
My, Parker’s Argument 502
Myr. Whitaker on the fame Side 563
Sir Thomas Powys and Mr. Attorney-General,
their Reply 564_

Mi. Juftice Gould beld 5t was amendable by the
Common Law 5 but not by the Statute 568

My, Fuftice Powis i 15 of Opinion, it might be (1

mended 569
Lord Chief Fuftice, and M, Fuftice Powel, con-
tra 1b.
Writs muft be Telte’d the Day they are awward-
ed 570
~An Error in point of Skill not amendable, though
Mi fprwa;rs or Miftakes were 1b
Where tie Coust is divided, Fudginentt may be ¢n-
ter'd 1b.
M. Suftice Powys agrees there fhowld be a necw
Trial ib.

The Tsial being quafl’d, whether a new Venire,
could be takerr outy unlefs the Couit wward it

5 7’I
No Fudgment enter’d

TWYN, John, Priuter, bis Trial for High Trm-

fon, aud the Trials of Thomas Brcwl’ter, Si-
mon Dover, and Nathan Brooks, for a Mjf-
demeanonry, the 20th and 22d of Februar}r,
1663-4. 15 Carr, IL. IL 5
The Iﬂdré?ﬁwm againft Twyn, for priuting & _/E'df-
tious and treafonable Libel, entitled, A Treatife
of the Execution of Juftice, &, b,
The Indiciment againft Dover, for printing a Li-
bel, called, The Speeches and Prayers of fome
of the late King’s Judges, &, 529
The Indiftment againft Brewler, for printing
and uttering tbe faid Libel,call’d, The Speecheq
and Prayers, &9 ' 530
Another Indiciment againft Drewlter, for print-
fug and witering another Libel; calld, Thc
Pheenix 3 or, the folemn League and Cove-
nant, {¢, - 1D,
The Indictment againft Nathan Brooks, for felliig
and uitering the faid Book; caﬂ’a’ The Speechcs
and Prayers, (. ib.
Dover, Brewiter, and Brooks aré allw'd Copy
of their Indifiment,and Counfel 5 their Offence
being but a Mifdemeanour : 1b.
John Twyn firft brought upon bis Trial 1b,
Half the Fury Bookfellers, or Printers ib.
Speeches of the King’s Counfel 537
U The
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' Ghe Bvidenie apaint Twyn - -+ 1L £33

" Of his Servant, that fome Sbee't.r: of the Book
awere printed at bis Houfe s and that M. Twyn

compos’d Part of them bimfelf ib,
Of feveral, 1hat the Sheets and Part of the Forms
awere feized in bis Printing-Houfe - £33
The treafonable ‘Paflages of the Pamphlets read in
Conrt £26
In bis Defence he denies that be kiows who was
the Author 537

The Chief Fufbtice direéls the Jury, and tells them,
the Exprefions in the Book are High Treafon
. ‘b

" by the old Statute ib.
Tohn T'wyn convitted 1b.
Fudgment for High Treafon prowounc’d agaiuft

Twyn 538

The Fury fworn a-new the Monday following,
and Brewlter brought upon bis Trial ib.
The Evidence againfp Brewlter, that he put the
Book 10 be printed; and paid the Priuter for
printing, and the Bookbinder for fitching then

. 1b.
His Defence, that be did it only in the way of bis
Trade, and did no! read the Book 540
That the fuppos'd Offence was committed three
years and a quarter before G541
The Lord Ghief Juftice Hlyde direfis the Fury
ib.

He tells them, the Law implies a salicions ond
feditions Intent, where one publifbes a feditions
Libel 542

And’tis wo Excufe for the Printer, to [ay, they
were Dying Speechesy or the IVeords of a Dying
Many the Printer and Publifber are liable to be

punif’d, if the Words are not juftifiable  ib,

Thomas Brewlter try’d upon the fecond Indifi-

ment 1b.
The Evidence againft bim tipon the fecond Indifi-
ment, much the fame as upon the firft ib.

Brewiter urges in bis Defence, that the laff Book
be is inditted for, was printed formerly with
Liccnce 544,

The Lord Chicf Fuftice dircéls the Tury, and takes
Notice of this Esproffion in the laft-mentioned
Libel, That, the King abufing his Power,
the People may refift, and take up Arms a-
gaindt him 5 and this, ke tells the Fury, is ex-
prefs Treafon ib.

He obfcrves, as.to the Boox being licenfed, one Part
was licens’d at BEdinburgh, and the other du-

ving the Rebellion bere 1b.
Simon Dover brought upon his Trial 545
The Evidence againft him ib.

His Defence, that none of the IVitneffes are pofi-
tives but that all the Evidence is by Hearfay
540

The Chicf Fuftice direfls the Fury, and tells them,
1t was na cxcufe to fay, when be had printed a
Picce of Seditiony that Printing was bis Trade ;.

547
And that pregnant Circumfiances are good Evi-
dence, as well as full Proof ib.

Nathan Brocks drought upon bis Trial 1b.
The Evidence againft him, that be carry’d fome
of the Books tied up to a Bookfeller  and that

one was feized upon hins ib.
The Chicf Fuflice dire€is the Fury 540
Thomas. Brewfter, Sunon Dover, and Nathan
Brooks, convified ib.

The Chref Fuftice tells them they might bave been

TYBURN, awhence. fo called

 indifed for High T; reajon for this Fal?, if the
_ Government bad not been favourable 1l. 519
Fudgment againft thefe three . ib.
L 49

ANE, Sir Henry, K. bis Trial at the King’s
Bench Bar, for High Treafon, the 6th of Junc,
in Trinty-Term, 1662 IL. 435
Arguments be bad prepar’d to offer, before bis Ay-
raignment - ib.
His arraignment 438
The Indichment, for compaffing the Death of King
Charles 1L bolding him out of the Poffeffior

of the Govermnent, raifing Forces,-and levying
War againft bim 1b

His Memorandums for his Defence 439
A Fry fworn, and charged with the Prifoner

441
The Evidence produced againft bim 1b.
Sir Henry Vane’s Defence 442
He infifts, that a King ont of Poffeffion of the Go-

vermment, was not fuch a King, againft whom
Treafon condd be committed *1b.,
That be could not be call'd to Aecount for what be
traifatled by siuthority of Parliament, ibe Par-
liament being co-ordinate with the King 4473
And that, being indicted in Middlefox, Evidence
could not be given of Treafon committed in Sur-
rey 1b.
He 1s anfwer’d that the Parliament under which
he pretended to aft, was diffolved by the Death
of the late King 444
As to the King's Leing ont of Poffeffion, this bad
been urg’d by Watlon the Yefust, who was in-
dilled for Treafon againft King James, b:fore
bis entring into England 5 bt was over-ruled
ib.

And as to the Parliament being co-ordinate with
the King, this Parliament bad not a preater
Power than other Parliaments, by 17 Cat.
though they had a longer Duration 1b.
Aud that the Parliaiment being under a Force, and
sitoft of the Menbers excluded, their Afs were

of no Authority ib,
Privilege of Parliament no fhelter for Breach of
the Peace 5 much lefs for Treafon ib,
Sir Henry Vane convifizd 1b.
His Papers that be bad prepered for bis Defence
ib.

He is calld to Fudgment, and offers a Bill of Ex-
ceptions 450, 451

He urges the fame Points in Arreft of Fudgment,
that be bad infifted on at his Trial 453
He infifts much on the 13 Hen, VIL and fays it
ougbt to be taken largely for any Sovereign
Power, be it a Protector or other and that,
bad 1he late Protefior taken the Name of King,
uo Treafon could have been committed againft

the King de jure out of Poffeffion ib.
The Petition of both Houfes 10 bis Majefty, in be-
balf of Sir Henry Vane 459
Sentence pronounced upon him 1b.
His Bebaviour and Dying Speech 1b.

YAUGHAN, Captain "I homas, hbis Trial Jor

High Treafon befere the Admiralty, Nov., 6.
1696, 8 Will. LIl V.17

Six Days Notice of Trial, after Ifue joyned ib.

Tbe
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The Indictment, for adbering to, and affiting the
Kino’s Enemies, and levying War -V, 18
The Prifoner’s Irons ofder*d to be tabey off b,
Exseeptions o the Indiftinent muft be takes before
Plea pleaded notwithftanding the new Statyse
Jays befere the Sury are fuworn b
Dr. Littleton, and Sir John Hawles $oi-
citor Gaueraly their Speeches before Evidence

I
The Prifoner cannot infift on the Witneffes Zm’nfv
examin'd apart, as bis Right; but it is gen-
rally srasted 20
Lvidence, that be afted under o French Commif-
Juany and fought againft the King's Ships, and
was taken tb.
Evidence offer’d of bis running away with ane-
ther Sbip 5 but rijefted, becanfe not laid in the
Indittment ib, 20 22
Ageneral Indifiment for levying War, or adbering
to the King's Enemics, ot good 5 unlefs it be
Joetion ssherein they auber’d, &c. 21
Evidence, 1o prove that be own’d bimfelf an Trithe
tnan 25
The Prifoner’s Defence By Mr. Phipps and Dr.
Oldys his Conngel 1b. 26
They endeavour to prove him @ Frenchman ib,
& feqq.
The King's Counfel call Witnefles to fhew the Pri-
Jon.s swas & Native of Ircland 29
The Prifoner’s Counfel call Witneffes againft the
King's WitnefJes 30
No Evidesice ought 10 be given of the Contents of

@ Letter, wnlefs the Letter be produc'd 31
The Prifoner’s Examination read 23
The Chief Fuftice direfts the Fury 34
Adbering to the King’s Encmies, what fhall be

confiried fuch b,

Foreigners swho are in the Service of an Enemy,
(thaugh their State be in Amity with ours)
deen’d Subjelis to the Enemy, and not Pirates,

while tn the Enemy's Service 24
The Prifoner is convified 26
His Counfel move in Arreft of Yudgment  ib,

1. That the Indiltment does not fay, he adber’d

to the King's Enemies againft the King  ib,
Quer-ruf'd ib,
2. That no A6 of Hiflity was alledged 97
Ouer-tuled s and beld, that eruifing upon the

Coaft with an ariwed Vellel, was an A8 of Ho-
Fility, and was an aftual levying War by
3. That the Trial fhould have been befare the Ad-

miralty 1b.
Over-rul’d 38
A Confeffion may be retraZed by the Civil Law
1.

Woether two Witneffes are requir'd by the Lavws
of God in Capital Cafes ? ib.

Our furies look’d upon as Witneffes coming out of
tbe Neighbourhood where the Fadl is commiitted -

ib,
Sentence prononc’d ib,
Captain Vaughan’s Commiffor 39

UDALL, John, bis Trial, on the Statute 23 Eliz,
cap. 2 for felonionfly writing and publifhing 4
Jeditious and feandalous Libel, called, The De-
monftration of Difcipline, 1589, and 1 590,

I. 168

He is examin’d before a Committes of Council ib.
Alledges, no Man is bound to anfwer and aceife

bimfelf 169

Rtﬁyfes 1o tﬁ‘_ﬂ_@f}' 190N Ouath’ L ijd
He 13 try'd at Surrey Afizes 171
Charg'd with Puyitanical Tenels .+ 1b,

Depofitsons of abfent Perfons read qgainft bir:
S | 172
He iyfifs, they ought o give Edidence viva yoce;
which the Court denied 192, 173, 182
Tbe Conrt refufe to bear the Prifoner’s Witneffes,
becqufe it was againft the. Queen 173, 183
The Court offer to acguit him, if be svould fay
be did not write the Libel be was chargd w:g.‘

. . 1(1,

The Court dires3 the Fury to confider only, T be-
ther be writ the Book, and leave the Natuye
of the Offence to them 172, 190
Udall*s Defence 5 be urges the Statute be is in-
difled upei, was difigned only againft the Pa-
pifs | 174
The Court rule, that impugning the Bifbips dutho-
rity, is impuguing the Queen’s Authority with-
11t the Meaning of the Aty and it is Felony to
impugh the Queen’s Authority in Caufes Eccle-
Siafical | 175
~The Prifoner is convifted 176
He affrms the Canfe of Preflytery to be Ged's
Canfe ‘ 177, 178
Upan bis Submiflion, bis Fudgment is refpited 199
Being call’d to Fudgment, be affigns the fame Caufes
in Arreft of Fudgment be bad mentioned in bis
Defence 180
His Objetiions anfwercd by the Conrt 181
Circumftantial Evidence fufficient to convitt @ Man,
where there is no direlt Proof 182
Retratting bis Submiffion, Sentence of Death pafi'd

upon bins 184
His Principles 185
Condenns the Separation of the Brownilts b,

King James sttcrpofes in behalf of him and the
otber Puritanical Minifters under Profecision
187
He petitions for Banifoment 188
VENIRE FACIAS. See Writs.
VERDICT, See Jury.
VERE, Robert, Duke of Ircland. See Brambre.
VICE-CHANCELLOR. ¢z Cambridge.
VINCENT, Samuel V. 445, See Kitkby, &
al,
UNIVERSITIES.  §ee Cambridge, and Magda-
len-College Cafe,
VOWELL, Peter, See Fox Somerfet. |
VRATZ, Chnftopher IIL 462. See Borofki,
& al.
URLINES, Samuel V., g72. See Green, Tho

mas, & al,
W.
WADE, Cooper V. 445. See Kirkby, &
al,

WAITE, Thomas 1L 399. St Regicides,

WAKEMAN, Sir Georae, Bars, William Marﬂm!,-
William Rumley, and James Corker, their
Trial for High Treafon, 18 July, 1679,

31 Car, IL. IL, g1y
The Indictment againft the three firft, for comjcf-
fing the King’s Death ib,
Indifiment againft Corker, for the fame 919
They are all try’d by the fame Fury 918
Str Robert Sawyer's Speech before Evide e
QTZLQ

&



An Alphabetical TABLE

 The King’s flf}'szej call’d, o prove the Plot in

general 11, 921
Sir Edmundblvy Godfrey’s Death 923
The Papifts Opinion of the Powder-Plot 927,

' 9238

Oates depofes, that the Queen was to afiff Sir
George Wakeman #o poifous the King 930
That Sir George Wakeman refus’d to accept

10,000 L. for poifoning the King ib.
That Corker was Prefident of the Benedifiies
933

Bedloe’s Evidence 935
Objeiion to Bedloe’s Evidence 037
Marfhal charges Bedloe that be did not Firoww him
1 1he Gate-houfe 0383
Str George calls bis Witneffes Q41
Oates’s Lvidence fiufpeiied 045
He reflecis on the Privy Conncil tb.
Corker’s Defence 048
IVitneffes are not to be feandaliz’d by the Prifo-
nery wwithout Proof 1D,
The Lnprobability of the Plot in general b,
Objeciions 1o Oates’s Teffimony 049
A Jury aifcharg’d without giving a Verdid?
953

Corker proves by frveral Witnefles, that My, Sta-
pleton, and not be, was Prefident of the Bene-
dittines 054,955

The Prifoisers nige the Proteftations of the fve
Fefuitsy of their Inmocence at their Execution,
as ain Aygument againft the Plos 956

The Chitf Fuftice anfivers that Objestion 957

They difilaim the King-killing and Depofing Doc-

trine, &c, 58
The Chief Fuftice divedls the Yury 1b.
Al the Prifeners are acquitted 601

WALCOT, Capuain, bis Trial for High Treafon,
| 1083. 35 Car, II. I11. 684
The Indictiment, for confpiring the Death of the

King, and to raife a Rebellion in the Rye-houfe

Ploz 1b.
Sir Robert Sawyer, Attorney-General, bis Speech
before Evidence 68 5
Mr. Sery. Jefteries’s Speech 686
Evidence, that be agreed to command a Party that
Jhould charge the King’s Guards 687
Aid peifuaded Keeling to kill the King 639
M. Welt's Evidence 697
WalcoU's Letter to the Secretary of State, produc’d
and read 698
His Defence 099
Mr. Kinch, Solicitor-General, fuims up the Evi-
dence 700
Lord Chief Tuftice Saunders, bis Direftions to the
Fury 701
The Prifoner convifted 702
The Sentence 5 and his Behaviour at Execution
745

WALLER, Sir Hardrefs 11 508,
cides,

WARD, §ir Patience, bis Trial at the King’s.

Bench for Perjury, 1683. 35 Car, I 111

601

The Information opew'd, charging the Defendant

with Pegjury, 1n a Canfe between the Duke of
York and Mr, Pilkington 1b.

See Regi-.

Evidence, that what Sir Patience tefified cpns

falfe . I 66
Sir George Treby, Recorder, bis Speech for the
Defendant " 667
Mr. Williams, o1 the fame Side - 66¢

Ewidence, to prove that Sir Patience did ot fwear
pofitively 5 but to the beft of bis Mezory, and

with Cantion 70
Witneffes calld to the Defendant’s Reputation
6

Sir George Treby’s Obfervations for the Dqﬁ?;i
.. dam 676
Mr. Willlams’s Obfervations 677
§ir Francis Winnington’s Specch 678
Mr. Pollexten, on the fame Side ib.
Mr. Attoruney-General’s Reply 679
M. Solicitor-General, and Sir George Tefferiess
Reply 080, 631
Lord Chief Fuftice Saunders fuins up the Fvyi-
dence 652
The Defendant convicted 084
But withdrazs before Sentence ib.

WARWICK and Holland, Iidward Earf of, bis

Irial, before the Houfe of Pecrs, Jor the Migy-
der of Richard Coote, Efg; the 2815 of March,
1699. 10 W. 111, V. 137
The Indithincnt 140, & {eqq.
Lord Somers, Lord figh Steward, bis Speech

142

Sir Thomas Trevor, Attorney-General, opens the
Ezidence 144
Lwidence of the Quarrel ib.

Evidence of the Chairmen that carvied them into
Leicefter-Eields ; and of My, Coote’s betug

killd 149, & feqq.
Evideirce of the Servants at the Bagnio 155
Evidence of the Surgeois 160
The Earl's Difenée 102
The Earl's Witneffes are called 162

Mr. French baving bhad bis Clergy, but not be-
g burnt in the Hand, it is debated wobether he

15 @ legal IVitnefs 166
Mr. Atiorney’s drgument, that My. French wwas
o legal Witnefs ib.
Sir Thomas Powis’s drgument, i behalf of the
Prifoner, contra 107
Peers foall not be burnt in the Hand 1.
The King may pardon the buriing, even in an Ap-
peal V. 168
Tie Fudges Opinions muft be afpd in Prefence of
the Prifoner 169
Serjeant Wright’s Reply to the Prifouer’s Counfel,
as Lo Mr. French’s Teftiinony ib.

Burning, as well as the Allswance of Clergy, ne-
ceflary to reflore a Man to bis Credit ° ; 70
Rul'd, that French was mot 4 legal Witnefs
‘-
The Prifoner fooll not fuppofe a Foi?, and his Ca::zf—
Jel argue the Low arifing upen it, till the Lords
bave fettled what the Fai really is 175
Mr. Solicitor, Sir John Hawles, fiums np the

twidence for the King 176
The Earl of Warwick found guilty of Mais-
Slanghter 180
The Earl demands bis Clergy 1b.
Receives a Cantion how be offends again ib.

Sir Robert Sawyer, Attorney-General, his Speech WELLING, Thomas, and Elizabeth V., 504

_ 662
Mr. Serjeant Jefferies bis Speech

Evidence, to prove be fwore the Matters laid in
the Information 603

See Hathaway, & al.

ib. WENTWORTH, Sir John L 333. See Sir

John Holiis.

WESTON,

I
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. WESTON, Richard, bis Trial for the Murder ng His Ewic?:efa:re ﬁ:g::faﬁ-HarcourE

Sir Thomas Qverbury, 19 O&. 16135. 13 Jac. L,

1 324

By the 22 Hen. VIIL cap. 9. & wilful Poifoner
was 1o be beil’d 1o Death ib.
The IndicTment 325

The Prifoner vefufes to put biinfelf upon bis Coun-
fry: wherenpon Sir Lavrence Hyde, Aitorney-
Generaly gives a particular Account of the
whele Intrigue b, 3206

Several Examinations of others read againft the
Prifoner 328

The Prifonei’s cwn Exemination read as Evidence
agatif} bins ib.

The Court being fet again, be fubmits lo a Trial

. sy 329

Held fufficient, to find the Party potfor’d 5 and
not wecellary, to find it done in the Manuer laid
in the Lndiliment 330

The Exaininations read again at his Trial 1b.

331
The Ecil of Somerlet and Contefs of Effex, tire
Contiivers of the Murder 231, 332

The Prifoncr pretends be did not know the Things
adiminifpcr’d qwere Poifon 332

He is coirvitted, and Sentenze paffed on bim by the
Lord Chief fuftice y and bis Speech ib.

WHITE, Charles, bis Trial VI 829. See
Goodere.

WHITE, Dr. Thomas, Bifbsp of Peterborough,
tried for publifbing a Libel IV. 304

WHITE, a/izs Whitebread, Thomas 1L 696, See
freland, & al.

WHITE, alias Whitcbread, Thomas, William
Harcourt, John Fenwick, John Gavan, alias
Gawen, and Anthony Turner, their Trial for
High Treafon, 13th of June, 1679, 31 Car, IL

IL. 829
Al the teelve Fudees in the Commiffion of Oyer
axd "Terminer 1b.

The IndiZmcint, for compaffiug the Death of the
King, the Subverfion of the Government, Re-
ligion, &c. 8§30

Whitebread objelts, that be bad been try'd before
for the fame Offince, and the Fury were dif-
mifs’d withont giving their Verdit 83T

The Chief Fuftice bolds, that it was in the Dif-
cretion of the Court to difcharge the Fury with-
out taking e Verdilts and that be might be try’d

agatil 832
This Proceeding cenfur’d IV. 673
Corker’s Trial put off IL. 823
Sir Crelwell Levinz, his Speech before Evidence

534

Qates’s Evidence of the Coufult of the Fefuits at
the White Horle, the 24th of April, 1678,
21
And of Whitcbread’s offering Sir George V\"a'.iﬁ
man 10,000 L. fo poifen the King 1D.
His Evidence againft Gavan 836
Qates’s Evidence agaiuft Fenwick and Harcourt,
of thzir paying 8o 1. to four Ruffians, who weie
to imrder the King at Windfor 827
Depofes that the Duke of Ormonde <was to bave
beeir killd in Ireland 1h,
Iha! Whitebread beat bim for difcovering the
Plst 1b,
That "Curner was at the Confult 1b. 838
Dugdale’s Evidence againft Whitebread and Ga-

van 840
VoL. YL *

I1, 843
His Evidence againft Turney - 844
- Prance’s Evidence againft Harcourt and Fenwick
- h . ib.
Bedloe’s Ewvidence againff Whitebread, Fen-
wick, and Harcourt ; <with bis Reafons wbhy
be fupprefs’d his Evidence at a former Trial
s
Pickering and Grove employ'd to kill the King 3
and their Reward | b,
A Defign to kill the King at New-market b,
Bedloe’s Evidence of Sir George Wakeman®s re-
ceiving 5000 1. i part ¢f 15,000, for potfon-
g the King , 846
Whitebread’s Defence 848
Mzr. Fenwick’s Defence 851
Eleven Witneffes depofe, That Qates was at ot.
Omers, at the Time he fwore he was at the
Confult 852, & feqq.
Evidence that Sir John Warner and Sir 'Thomas
Prefton were in Flanders, when Oates fwore
be came to England cwith them 858
The Chief Fuhice falls upon the Principles of the
Papifts 3 and the People fhout 86T
Gavan’s Defeuce 1b.
He calls Witnefles to prove he was in Stafford-
thire at the Time of the Confult 862
Offers to put bimfelf on the Trial-Ordeal  1b.
But is told, <we bave no fuch Law 5 and that be
did it to amufe the Peaple ib,
The Prifoners rge,that the Witnefles againft thei:
are Men of infamous Charaficrs 863
Call feveral IVitneffes to prove that Ireland was
not in London, when Oates fwore be was at
My, Harcourt’s Chamber there 804
Whitebread fhews, that Bedloe muft be perjured
at one of 1he Trials 866
Sir Crefwell Levinz’s Reply for the King 807
A Witnefs call'd to contradiét the Evideice about
[reland 868
Witnelfes to comtradiét 1he Si, Omers—W:'mq[flis
|

The Prifoners Obferuvations on thefe Evidences
8v2

The Chief Fuftice direcls the Fury 875

And tells them, that Papifts swould fay or fwear

any thing to promote their Catfe 5 and there-

fore the Teftimony of the Prifoner’s Witneffes,

how numerous foevers was not 1o be regardeg
87

And that o Miftake of feven or ¢ight Days in

Oates’s Evidehce, onght not to influcnce e

b

He oppofes the Verditt againft Trcland, o the Tef-

timony of the Prifoners Witneffes 877
The Prifoucrs are convicled 878
The Recorder approves the Verdif? ib.

WICKHAM, John Il 63o0.
& al.’ .
WIDDRINGTON, William Lord VI 1. See
Derwentwater, Earl of. -
, WIFE ‘
In Criminal Cafes, where fbe is aggriev’d, may be
¢ Witnefs againft ber Hufband 1..37,:388,
303 V. 4356
WILLIAM IIL. King of England, &c. The De-
claration publif’d by bim when he cape dato
England af the Revolution V. 747
WILCOCKS, Samuel - V. 572, See Green,
Thomas, & al.* " - -

See Pilkington,

WILKS,
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WILKS, William I 585, Sez Meflenger, &  He efeapes from the Tovier
al. WITCHCRAFT V. ;82
WILLOUGHBY, Llizabeth V. 502, See Hath- WITNESS.

away, & zl. anceetlyy, Weneifes were uel permtited 1o be beard

WILSON, William, Clrk IH. 919, ez Sa- agesif 1k Crown

VI, 58

cheverell, Wilhiam,

WINTER, Robert, Thomas Winter, Guy Fawks,
John Grant, Ambrofe Rookwook, Rooert
Keyes, ord Thomas Bates, 15:i7 Indifiment for
High Treafom, v coniriving the Gunpozoder-
Pt 251b Januery, 1605, 3 Jac. I L232

Serjeart Philips's Speech 234

Sir Edwerd Coxe’s Speach on cpening the Chsrge

235

Tk Quality of the Corfireiers 237
Tee Pr f?.'ffff:‘! Qf- thz ?t:ﬁfif! 1b.
T2 Reafonablivsfs cf the Lazzs again Recufants
240

ez Prifeners Corfoffan before the Councl, rzad
as Ezidemee againft thim 243
Tk are concifi 1b.
8ir Everard Digby arraioned fer th: famz Cor-
firagy 5 and pieads Guly 214

S:rtence pronsanced againd them,  Four of thim
executed af the Weft-crd of §t. Paul's, and four
in the Od Pelzce-Yard 247

WINTER, Thomas 1.232. §z Winter, Ro-

bert, & al.

WINTOUN, George Eszrl of, bis Trial beforz
the Houfe of Peers, on cn Impecchment fer
High Trafin, 1715, 2 George L. V1 1g

Orders previsas 1o th2 Trisl 18

Tz Kirg’s Commilfien, appomiing Willam Lerd
Cowper Lerd High Stexvard 28

Lsrd Hiph Stesoerds Speech to the Prifoner b

Th2 Ariicles read, eharging bim wirh baviag been

in cpen Rebellion azainf the King 22
His frfeer 24
TEz Rephication of th Heafr of Commons 25
Ar. Hampden's Specct ib,
Sir Jofeph JekylPs Specch 21
SirEdward Northey, .2 terney General, bis Speech

29
Evidence that the Eorl ¢f Wintoun <was <woith

the Repels from 1bz 11th of Otober, #ill 1he
Rebellion <as fuppreft 31, & feqq.
Thst bz wss grefent at feueral Places swhere the

Pretender was prodain’d 33
Evideme of tke King's Cffwers concerning bis Sur-
renacry and the Terins of it 28
Leord \intoun Zefires Tame 19 make bis Defence
41

hieh 15 refus'd 42
Mr. Cowper fums up the Evidence 44
Is jeeend:d by Sir Willizm Thompfon 45
Lerd Wintoun compified 45

He moves, in Areef of Fudement, that no pari;-
culer Dz is cffer’d in the srticles

, : 49
§:r Conftantine Phipps, bis Counfel, bis Speech

ty that Point 1b.
JMr. Peere-Wilhams ¢r the [om: 8ide 50
Mr. Walpole’s Reply 52
§ir Edward Northey and Alr. Cowper's Speeches
— 53
S:r Wiliam Thomplon’s 4rgument 54
G0z Prifmmer’s Comfel reply 53
Tt Oljedisn over-rufd 6
Lird Higb Stewards Spezth - fore Julpment
1o}

Jregmert for High Treafor tronsuncd upon bim
58

I+
Aliens, Filaing, end decomplices in Trecfin :;np
b IWitnejfes 13
Whitber the Wife iy be a Winels for, or a-
goirfty ber Hefoand in Criminal Matters ?

¢
A Fop:lh Resfon! a good IP1tinefs, till bz is Ea):i
viidedy aud ibe Record of bis Contiltion is pro-
duced L. 392. IV. 33
A Wings jsri wpon bis Buticns, inflzad of a
Bz Wo1eg
IWoees.r.2be Prifgser fall ot bave th: Procefs of
t0e Gorrt 15 bric g 1 Lis Witneffes ? 505
Woetbr a Vitnefs charging a Perfon Criminaliy
bifore the Houfe of Commans, be uat fubjelt
to Damages, they biing no Conrt of Record ?
501
Execptitn 1o e [Fitnefs, that be was never bap-
42 d, gver-rul d 508
A IFitiefs fball not be afpers'd svithout Proof
710, 821, 948
Perforcs traifled ard acquitted, good Witnefles a-
£ Hfi{;‘} otbers ﬂfr:{!}d qf the Jauze Crime 728
A Turyman <ho can give Evidence i the Caufe,
fhall do it in open Conrt 8og

A WPhinefs need ngt anfiwer ainy Queftisus, that
tend 19 wake bim accufe bimfelf, and fubjeft
bim to & Penalty 11 822, 1035, IIL 540.

IV.

Tke IVitneffes againft the King formerly not fwaf?:
72 Capi*al Cafes II. 850
Witneffes bzing allow'd a Subfiffence, no Objeion
to their Tefiimony | 891
A Witnefs 1ced not anfwer any Quefion that does
net concérn the Point in Ifue 1L goo. 1L 42
A Prifewer may fozso, that a Witnefs contradifis
what be fuwore concerning bim at the Trial of
airgrber II. 900
Perfens indiéted for difparaging the Kings Witnef-
Jes 70
W bethzr st be Crimznal to cffer a Witnefs any %ée..
ward fo give bis Evidence, wben to 1eftify the
Truth? 1031, 1035
A Paraon <will not reftore one Convid? of Perfy
to bis Credit 5 but if be be uphraided <with it
after a Pardom, be may bave an Affion 111,
44, 46

IVbethor oxe difadled to be of a Yury, is not difa-
bled 19 b2 a Wiinefs ? 45
A genesal Pardon il not reflore one Outlazs’d for
Filozy to bis Credic 5 but Clergy reflores one
Caiidl of Felomy 46
A Wituefs's Credit is not impeir'd by a Fury gr7-
fi'fg 1ozir Verdifl contrary 19 i 49
There muft be tovo FWitneffes belie'd by the Sury,
to convil? a Prifoner of High Treafon 56
When a Witnefs is in Exccution for Dabt, be
cannat be orought aut of the Rules of the Prifon
wittout a Habeas Corpus g7, IV, 2, 599
Wilnaffes fworn twice in the fame Trial T, 123
A Pecr mazy be fworn as a lVitnefs, and give Evi-
deace, thoegh be is }‘rm'gc in 1be Cﬂﬁ,{ 141
Ai decoimplice cainot be a Witnefs, after be is
tndiéied ‘178
Memzars of either Lonfe may be Witneffes on a
Impecchment 5 but both Peers and Commoners

- muft be fioorn 183, 189
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- A Prifoner fhall not call Evidence to diferedit bis
cwn Hitne[les I 374
Two Witnelles to one Overt-Aft are not neceffary
in Treafon 419, 722, 729, 817
Though Witnelles fhall not read their. Evidence,
they have been fometimes allow'd to look upon
their Notes, to refrefh their Memories 474
A Prifoner inay not crofs-cxamine the King’s Wit
neffes, till the Counfel for the King bave done
with them 690
One IVituefs who [peaks direltly to the Treafon, and
another who

deen’d 110 WWitnefles i Law, 111 818. 1V,

| 240

One Witnefs fufficient to convitf a Perfon of any
other Treafon, but that of compalfing the Prin-
ce’s Dearh III. 819
Not perimiited, to charge a Witnefs with any Crime
i pariicular, without producing the Record of
bis Convillion 845
The Court deny 1o bring up the Prifoner’s Witueffes,
who qw:rz in Execution for Debt, either'by Ha-
Leas-Corpus, or Rule V. 2
The Court vefufe 1o examine a Wilnefs, who came
to fwear be had forfw ri bimfef 5 though the
Confel wrged that fach Evideuce was ufually

admitied i deield a Subsriation 47
Whether a IVimefs for the King way be indiled
for Perjiy on the Statute ¢ 2, 102

The Degefi:ivin of a Perfen abfent ought ot to be
admitted as Evidence, at a Trial in Criminal

Cafes 91
A Fiifou outlaw’d and pardow’d, permitted to
give Kuiaence 16.1

APrifer prinitted to charge the King's Evidence -

with particular Crimes, without producing any
R.cord againft bir 234
ATrial nev:r put off on the Prifoner’s Suggeflions

that bis [Vilucjfes are out of the way, without”

Oath imade oy a third Perfon, to [atisfy the Court
of the Truth of if IV, 421. V., 449
The IWiinelfes fhall not be examined as to any other
Crimes the Prifoner is guilly of, but thofe be
frands charged with IV. 500
Witasffes fhat! not give Evidence of any particular
Crines to diferedit a Witnefs 5 but only to bis
gencral Char: Eter 93
Wiere a Witnfs is a Prifoner, be muft be brought
uy tg the Tria’ by Habeas Corpus 500
The Witnefs need not anfwer a Qieflion, where it
giay futjeld bim 1o a Penalty 606
The [Fiene)s taay not read bis Evidence 607, 612
The IFitnefs beang the King's Servant, no Gaufe
of Challenge, when the Urawn profecutes 632
Oi:e Convidted of relony inay be a llitnefs if par-
do’d, either by the King, or by Siaiute: but
one Attainted, i pardoi’d, either by the King,
or a Statuce-Pardony 15 not veftor’dy either tg
Blsod or Cre. by wilefs there be [pecial Words
in the Pardony or bis sttainder be revers'd
682

Therrh the Witneffes are fometinies examin’d a-
porty at the Liflance of the Prifoners this is

a Favonr, and the Court may refufe it IV 456,

V.20

Cu: Witnefs fufficient to conviét a Criminal, in
fo:ne Species of Treafon V. 8
T Fudge fball come off the Bench, and give Evi-
drircz, when bis Tefiimony may t end 1o convict or
acquit ihe Prifoner 98

fpeaks ‘but to a Circumftance, .
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Whether the Divine Law, .and the qutqger:zr

" tions, requires two Fitnefles in Capital-Cafes?
oL e, Va8 3;;124,;126,‘
One admitted to bis Clergyy but-not. burnt in' the
" Hand, or pardon’d, -is not refbored fo bis Cre-
dit, [o as to be a legal Witnefs, V.:165, 170
Perfons indifted: for Pivacy, beld legal Witneffes
I v V.aBg, 202
The Perfon forcibly maryy'd, admitted a Witne[s
of the Force againft her Hufband de fato V‘;

T S LI 0y 48

A Wife de jure fball nat be a Witnefs. for;. or a-
~ gainfty ber Hufband V. 476

WOODBURNE, John, kis Trial with Arundel

Coke, Efg; on the 22° & 23° Car. IL commonly
¢alled The Coventry-Ag, for Felony, at Suffolk-
Afizes, 13 Mar. 17218 George L. VI.212
The Indiciment charging bim' as Principaly apd;
Coke as Acceffary, in disfiguring Mr. Edward

Cril'pe . , T S -;:ﬂi‘h.
Mr. Serjeant Selby and My, Serjeant Branthwayte,
their Speeches before Evidence - - .1 7213
Mr, Crifpels Evidence of bis being affanited
214

The Surgeon’s Evidence of the Natuye of the
Wounds ~ 214
Evidence of Woodburne’s Confeffion that be did
the Fuft ib.

Evidence of Moon and Carter, that Mr, Coke
endeavour’d to perfuade them to murder a

Man 216
Mr. Raby’s Application of the King’s Evidence
21
Woodburne owns the Fafty but [ays be wag
- " drawn in by Coke 218
" The Fury are told that Woodburne’s Story is not
Evidence againft Coke - ib.
Mr. Coke nurges iu bis Defence, that bis Intent
was not to maim, but 10 kill 210
He defives Counfel may be affign’d bim ib.
Which is refus’d, it being a Queftion of Falt, and
not of Law 1b.
Lerd Chief Fufice King’s Direltions to the Fury
‘ 220
The Prifoners convitied 223
Being call’d to Fudgment, Myr. Coke infiks on the
fame things as in bis Defence 1b.
The King’s Counfel reply _ 224,
Tbhe Prifoner’s Exception difallow’d 228
Lord Chicf Fuftice promounces Sentence of Deatls
upon thens ib,
They are executed | ib.
WOODWARD, Richard II 585. See Meflen-
ger; & al,
WORDS.

- Words beld to amount to an Quert-A of Treafon

I.74. IV. 593, 058

Any Words or Aflions difcovering a treafonable
Intention agaiuft the Prince’s Life, beld to be
Overt-Alts of Treafon - 1. rox. 1L 207,
1050

WWhether writing the treafonable Words another
diflates, may be deew’d an Quert-Aét of the
Writer's treafonable Imagination? 11, 350
Treafonable Words [poken in French 656
Where one is indifled for Words, whether the
very Words that are charg’d to be Criminal,
onght not to be inferted in she Indictment 2 111,
1000
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In.aip Ation for Words,, the Colloquium and
" Avyerment ought to be proved, to maintain the
SiA@m o . 7 1L 1059
Tf from’the Tenor-of a Man’s Difeourfe be dif-
- covers'a treafonable Imagination, fuch a Dif-
conrfe is an Overt-AR of Treafon, [ufficient

" for a Jury to convitt bins IV, 2735
Al Words or Writings alledg’d to be Criminal,
ought to be [pecify’d in the Inditiment, or In-

" formation s but this is not neceffary in an Im-
peachment by Parliament V. 828
This Opinion, as to Indiffments, afterwards cen-
fur*d as erroncous VI 331
Vords not fuch a Provocation in Law, as will re-

duce the Offence dof killing a Man to Man-

Sfagbter 200

- WRITS.
A Difttingas made returnable the Day after the
Tefte L 952

Irit of Mandamus rogantes, what it is 568
A Return of a Habeas Corpus, not fign'd by the
11, 201

- Goalery beld a void Returs

-

| YORK, James Duke of

Derfons ac‘cm;d of Capital Crimes, d{/&‘bﬂrg}d é_y |
 #he King’s Writs declaring them innocent 10,

. . 750
The King may by bis Writ command, that the Exe-

cution fhall vayy from the FJudgment 1, 214
A Writ to the Lieutenant of the Tower, to de-

liver his Prifoner to the Sheriff, to be executed
purfuant to the Sentence 214, 200

A Writ of Enquiry exectited in the King’s Bench

between bis Royal Highnefs the Duke of York
and 'T'itus Qates III. 987

Wherein ¢ Precept difiers from a Venire, IV,

.y : ' 744> 745
The Difteingas being Tefte’d the Day after the

Return of the Venire, it is held to be a Dif-
coutinuance of the Procefs V. 543, 570
Whether fuch a Mifprifion be amendable in a Cri-
minal Gafe V. 552, &e.
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