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€ol, Passingham and Ffobn Edwards.

AN Thurfday, Feb. 21. 1805, came on in the
A court of King’s Bench, before, Lord Ellen-
borough and a fpecial jury; the trial of Colonel
Robert Pafingham, of the Chethire Fencibles,
and John Edwards, for a Conspiracy, againft
‘George Towndfend Forrefter, Efq. Barrifter,
a cale of the greateft importance to the public,
and both from its bearings and confequences, the
moft fingular; and in fome refpects the moit atro-
cious, that has been exhibited for many years in
‘a cotirt of juftice. 'There is a great portion or it
of a nature totally incapable of description, and
a ftill greater part infinitely too fhocking to be de-
tailed.:

Mr Agsot opened the pleadings.

The Soricitor GEnNeraL (Mr Gibbs) opened
the cafe for the profecution. He ftated, that the
charge againft the defendants, Colonel Robert
Paffingham of the Chefhire Fencibles, and John
‘Edwards, was for a confpiracy. The fubftance of
that charge was, That Colonel Paflingham havirg
: A 2 '
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feducing Mrs Forrefter; the wife of George
‘Pownshend Forrefter; Esq. and. debatiched fer.
The next objeét-of the fid Colonel PalfingHah
3vas, to-deparate her entirkly fromiher hufband,and
to getas muchas heicouldout of her hufband’s
property {ecured to herfeparate ufe;” that he and
the.might-enjoy it together : T'hat for the purpofe
of .carrying this obje@ into execution; ke and Mr.
Edwards, confpited fo chargé the profecutor, Mr.
Forrcfter, - with - the commiffion of unnatural
ciimes: That they did by letters and otherwife,
impute thefe offences to him :That finding thefe
ipputations, eaft upon him by reports, felt fhort
of their aim, they proceeded o bring erjminal
charges againft him in fortn before a magistrates :
"Fhatfor this purpofe they took to their affiftance 4.
lad the name of Collier, and, aided by hiny; they
brought forward thefe charges before! Mr. Kin<
zigird,;one rof the magiftrates: of WeéRminster :
"Fhatafter the whole of the cafe'had been Iaid be-
foxe Mr. Graham, of the public office Bow ftreet,
and-Mz. Kinnaird, the complaint was dismissed.
Mz., Gibbs then faid, that it ‘would be neceflary
forhim to enter fomewhat more ifito detail of this
cafe than he theuld into the cireumftanees of an
other, as they ought to be detailed by the wit-
nefes ; -but, to make the gentlemen of the Jury
fomewhat moreacquainted then they were at pre- -
fent with the actors in this {cene, he would mere-
ly ftatea few leading faéts: '

Mr: Forrefter, the profecutor of this indi¢t--
ment, was a Gentleman of the Bar, but had of laté
ceafed to practice. He was a man of confiderable.
fortune, although fomewhat embarrafled, of which
circumitance colonel Paffingham had availed him-
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telf, for the purpofe of effeting that defign which

was attribiited to him. Mr. Forrefter wasa man

of urifpecting but ifritable difpofition : He was

eafily impofed upon, eafily iritated, and as

eafily appeafed. In the year 1791, he married his

prefent wife, a Mifs Jones, then of the age of

about feventeen. She had confiderable property

in Wales, which property, by the marriage fet-

tlement, was limited in a particular manner, Mr.

Forrefter had the maiety of an eftateat a place cal-

led Elmbly, in Worcefterfhire; where he of late

Had dwelt. The other moiety of this eftate be-

longed to the Rev: Mr. Waldron, minifter of the

parifh, between whom and Mr. Forrefter had been-
much litigation and evil temper : fo much fo, that

this Rev. Gentleman was become the bitter enemy

of Mr. Forrester. It would appear in evidence,

that Mr. Forrestet and his wife lived on terms of
affection, properly speaking; little differences

arofe from his hasty temper, for his paffion was-
foon over, ahd he was in truth a good natured
man. Some corroboration was cast on this part of
the narrative from the circumstance of their hav-

ing three children; they had little triflng" dif-

putes, but they made them up as foon almost as

they happened, and the fun never weént down
upon their anger, for as they quarrelled they kif-
{ed and were friends again. Such was the fitua-
tion of Mr. and Mrs. Forrester.

Colonel Paffingham was related to them by
marriage. He married a coufin of Mr. Forreitcr.
by which he became acquainted with the family,
and was admitted into the friendfhip of Mr:
Forrefter.

! B
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Mr. Edwa?‘ds, the other Defendant, was a
coufin of " Mrs” Forrefter, and’ he was received
into the family by Mr. Forvefter, who ¢onferred
on him ‘many obligations.

Mrs. Forrefter had a mother, Wwhoft name was
Patten, had married a fecond hufband. * She lived
at Chefter,

_In 1802, Colonol Paflingham vifited Mrs Patten,
the mother. He became a man of extraordinary
picty all at ence, by whichlie recommended him-
{elf to this old gentlewoman {o much, that, upon
her death-bed, fhe appointed him Truftee with
Mr. Ince, whofe fifter the Colonel had married,
and, by the will of this old Lady, a large
property was left to Mrs. Forrefter, for her fole
and {eparate ufe, of which Colonel Paffingham
became the Truftee.  When it was almoft cor-
* tain that the old lady could not recover, fhe fent
for her daughter, Mrs. Forrefter, who went te
her, but without her hufband, for the old lady
did not care to {fee him. Colonel Paflingham took
lodgings at a hotel, oppofite to the houfe of Mrys.
Patten, where an opportunity offered, of which
he availed himfelf, to feduce Mrs Forrefter; he
was with her every day, and all day, on account
of the arrangement of the pecuniary concerns of
the family. This continued after the death of
Mrs. Patten, which foon afterwards took place;
and then, beyond all doubt, he accomplifhed the
purpofe of thefeduction of this lady, although it
was long before Mr. Forrefter had any {ufpicion
whatever of it. Colonel Paflingham had {ince
atttempted to corrupt the perfon who was the
witnefs of his guilt. After this affair, which
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was ahout the’ clofe of the vygar; 1802, Mrs.
Forrefter veturned to Elmbly to her hufband,
and ‘Colonel Paffingham went there alfo, and
lived under the fame roof with this inaocent
unfufpeéting man.» In January, 1803, -Colonel
Paflingham came to the houfe of Mr. Forrelter,
by whom he was received as a relation and a
fir iend, he was treated with the kindnefs whichhis
apparent character and fitnation entitled him to,
being doubly related to the family by marriage
and by being a Truftee. There was no man
upon earth in whomMr. Forrefter had more con-
fidence than he had in Colonel Paffingham, whofe
wife, upon her death-bed had defired that her in-
fant children fhould be brought up under the
foftering care of Mrs. Forrcitel. Accordingly
Colonel Paflingham requefted permiflion to bring
his family into the houfe of Mr. Forrefter, that
. both families might be united as it were in one
bond of friendfhip and affection ;. to which
the unfufpeéting Mr. Forrefter coniented—all,
this being done by Mr. Paffingham, to further a
plan he had formed, which fhewed him .to
be the completeft villain on the face of the earth ;
for here, under the mafk of friendfthip, under
the hofpitable roof of his friend, he not only
carried on his criminal connection with his’
friend’s wife, but alfo centrived his abfblute.
riin. 'Mr. Forrefter’s houfe was made his own.
His whole family, three children, their Go-
vernefs, and every thing b lnn‘mn to them,
were brought into the houfe of Mt Forrefter.
At this time Colonel Paffingham ‘affeted f{enti-
ments of the moft refined friendfhip for M.
Forrefter. “After dinner,” his firft toalt was—
gy
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“ George, Cod-bleft you and all 2hd dearitittle.
ones I”—And then he would:add; ilike! Fdfephy
in the School for Scandal—** the man who "woulri-

avail) himfelf of the hofpitality of; his friendy 6.

have .an intercourfe with his wifey or -any partof:
fiis family, was the greateft feoundrel'upon earths
and ought to be fliot as a monfler that awas unfit to
{ive!”  But all this while Pafingham himfelf
was the very monfter he was deferibing:and pro-:
nouncing a very' proper fentence upon: himfelfi
It might be afked, how Mr: Forrefter: was fo
blind as not to {fee into this? But the Jury need.
not be told, that an unfufpeding man,-like Mr,
Forrefter was eafily impofed uipon by an attordo
accomplifhed as Mr. Paffingham; and a hufbdnd
was generdlly the laft man who was apprifed -of
the infidelity of his wife. The Jury:had beer
already told, that the Profecutor had arioiety of
an . eftate himfelf; and his wife; befides: the
property left by her mother, for her-fole and
feparate ufe had a confiderable ¢ftate in Wales:
Colonel Paflingham faid that ~Mr. Forrefter
' thould purchafe the other moiety of the eftate;
and advifed him to fell that in Wales, the better
to enable him to complete that purchafe, and to
concentrate his property. ‘This plan being com-
imunicated to Mrs. Forrefter, met her entire
approbation ; accordingly Mr Cumberback; Mr.
Forrefter’s Attorney, was fent for, and it was
agreed that they fhould all three come up te
London to tranfaét the bufinefs, and employ 3
refpectable gentleman in' the profeffion, ' Mr,
Vines, to at as Attorney for Mrs. Forrefler, to
take care of her feparate and independent:/in-
tereft.  Every thing went on as if the bufinefs
would foon be terminated, when of a fudden;

T
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Mr:“Forreltér Neard: from Colonel Paffingham,
for the’ firfi tinie;: thatoperhaps “Mrsio Forrefter,
woyld not approve of - this® sxchanges< “Mrs..
Forrefter not'approveof it' (faid Mr. Fi)" Why
fhe has affented to it ' already: and fo has ‘tier
Solicitor; Mr:"Vines, on her behalf! yet he,
(Colonel Paffingham ) thought it poffible Mrs.
orrefter:might difapprove of it, and‘he ovght
to take care of that point, as hewas T fuftée of
her feparate eftate.  This was the firlt time
fafpicion entered the mind of Mr. Forrefter that
all ‘was not right with the Colonel ; and thefe
{ufpicions were confirmed when he found that
certain: part ‘of the property, of which ‘the
Colonel’ was Truftee, had been' difpofed ~of.
However; s Mr. Forrefter faid = nothing then.
Heoddidinot |with to fet the Colonel at' de-
fiance, for: he had borrowed ‘16oolvof him,
for: which 'the! Colonel held ‘the bond "of s Mi:
Forrefter; >and- 'the 'day of ' payment vwas ot
hand.” The €olonel had alfo undertaken to:lénd
him rocool: "as foon as he could difpofe-efian
eftate which ' he ‘had in Hampfhire, which Mr!
Forrefter ' foon found out would end ‘in his
difappointment. “This purfuit about the eftates
was 1 therefore, “abandoned'; : and ~ while “ Mt
Forvefter and Colonel Paflingham were in>Lons
don, at the Hummums, Mr. Forrefter difcovered
aletter which Biig'wife had written to the Colonel,
andowhich began to awaken his fufpicions; bue
fill-he ‘thought “his wife’s virtue entire. © “Pheg.
went down together, however, into the country
again; Mr. Forrefter not intimating any thing to
Colonel «Paflingham: of * his fufpicionsi:o Tle
Colonel, - hiowever; > driven: 'to* the vwally and
feeling that he:cotld  not:(lonptonceab the'real
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truth of all the tranfa®ions in which hé had Leen
fuch'an impoftor, knewnot how 'to retnaifl in the
family of Mr. Forrefter, withing ftill to avail
himfelf of the affetions of Mrs. Forrefler,

Mr. Forrefter was then determined the Colo-
nel fhould quit his houfe, as he now fufpected his
wife’s honour was no longer fafe while Colonel
Paflingham was near her; but @ill thinking fhe
had not furrendered her virtue, he told Colonel
Paflingham ‘that he muft quit his houfe, Colonel
Paflingham told him he would not go.  Mr. For-
refter faid that he fhould, for that he would ke
mafter of his own houfe; on which Colonel Paf
fingham, for the firft time, darkly alluded 'to an
offence, which could not be named in Court, but
which was rendered fufficiently intelligible "to
Mr. Forrefter to let him know that Colonel Paft
fingham intended to bring apainft him the charge
which was afterwards exhibited. ' He Afterwards
plainly called him by a certain hatefal name?
upon which'Mr, Forréfter did what was meft ad-
vifeable for every man to do under fuch 2’ falfe
accufation—he aéted like a man of true honour,

virtue, and courage, and which nothing but'the
con{cioufhefs of innocence could infpire—Ire
knocked the infamous calumniator down. Co-
lonel Paflingham adted like ‘a guilty man, for he
never refented the blow, but' put up ‘with his
black eye, the badge of his deferved difgrace, a
Proper fpeétacle for feorn! Afterwards My, For-
refter repeated his orders for Paflingham to quit
his houfe. ~ Paffingham did as he was required’;
but'as Mr. Forrefter was obliged to go to the re-
view of a'Volunteer Corps, of which he was an
Officer, he left his wife under the carve of his do-
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meflics, who were. to.fee: that Colonel Paffing-
ham and {he {hould not meet each other. - He al-
lowed her afterwards to go to. the houfe of the
Reverend Mr, Thomas, a neighbour; but with
the fame injunction not to fee Colonel Pafsing-
ham ;i for Mr. Forrefter ftill thought her: chaite.
Pafsingham came to the houfe of Mr. Thomas,
but, was not permitted to fee Mrs. Forrefter.
Thus had Colonel Pafsingham, by his falle piety,
his mock morality, his canting fentiment, and
hollow friendfbip—his hypocritical declaration,
“ that a man was certainly curfed on the face of
the earth, who would abufe the confidence of a
friend under his roof,” prevailed on Mr. Forrefter
to place unbounded confidence in him, and thus
had he betrayed it. But the cafe did not reft
here, for the infamy of this Defendant was but
juft ‘beginning to be feen. Colonel Pafsingham
having feduced the affections of Mrs. Forrefter,
having: difhononred her—naving the .perfon: of:
her hulband in his power by means of a bond for
a civil debt—he now betook him{elf to a.courfe
of proceeding the moft foul that ever diftinguifh-
ed the blackeft heart which ever inhabited the
breaft of man. He could not get poflefsion of
Mors. Forrefter’s perfon, and that which he want~
ed along with it—a large portion of her huf-
band’s property, by way of {eparate maintenance
to her—without the confent of her' hufband.
And how to accomplifh this was the object.  To
do fo, he fet about accufing him to eothers, and
{preading abroad in the world, that he had been
guilty of unnatural attempts on different indivi-
duals; and he caufed thefe things to.be commu=
nicated to Mr. Forrefter ; at the fame time hint-
ing, that if he would agree to a handfome fepa-
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iothifig 'done- insit! - If; however, lie did not;,
theresswere perfons:in thel néighbouthiood! of
Warwickfhire on 'whon My F. had ‘ made: thefe:

abominable attempts; whd woéuld come forward
asrwitnefles. | But thefe maneuvres fiiled of theis
objed;’ Mr: Forrefter treating it ‘with  juft isidig-
mation; ‘and fpurning at the idea of {d bafe d¢om-
promife:  This failing, Colonel Pafsingham ac-
cufed’ Mr. Forrefter with beaftiality with the
caniné ‘fpecies, a moft infamous: fabricstion, to
whichi it was too fhocking to allude, and whick
would be negatived by the evidence of a friend

of Mr. Forfefter, who was a fportfman: Colo-

el Pafsingham then employed the Déeféendant,
Edwards, to afsist him in this ¢afe, who had al-
ways exprefled the greateft gratitude to Mr. For-
refter, who had been bountifal to fiiin-on many
oceafions. © "This man had threatenéd to’ cttithe
throat of Colonel Pafsingham for ‘his grofs iand:

ftandalous’ fabrications againft his friend ;| but -

who; i’ confequence of Mr. Forrefter! having
{truck 4 docket againft him, and ‘made him #
bankirupt, was changed at once from friend to

foe; and by means of the agency of this man;"

who was actuated by his réfentment, the reft of”
this moft abominable and horrid feene was. car:
ried on.  "This man went to a number of people

in Worcefterfhire, tenantsof Mr. Forrefter; and '

told them, that he came from Mr. Forrefter,
their landlord, who had faid that he had made

unnatural atterapts on them, which they denied, -

as they would to-day ; he then wrote letters to
My, Forrefter, telling him thefe ‘men had con-
fefled againft him, ftating particulars of time-and
place, accompanying the whole with an affup-
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ance) ‘that if Mr: Ferrefter would confent to ai-
towan handfome feparate maintenance; all fhoudd
be hufhed; ~which: Mr: Forrefter ftill treating
w;.th feorn, they attually caufed him to be taken
onva charge of this kind ; and brought forward a:
little boy, who had been waiter at the Old Hum-
mums, to fupport it ; which charge being heard,
was difmifled by the Magiftrates. Such was the
cutline of this moft infamous cafe for which the
Profecuitor demanded juftice. The Learned Gen-
tleman faid that he would now proceed to the
legal fa&s

L2

Gearge Townﬂwnd Farmjﬂer Eﬁj

mwas then: exammed He proved zll the cir-~
camitancesof the cafe as they were opened by
the Seolicitor General ; and gave a minute detail
of all “the particulars, in which he difcovered
that he 'had: great affetion for his wife, whom;y
he faid, he could no more have {ufpeéted than an
Angel ‘from Heaven! He proved alfo that his
confidence in Colonel Pafsingham was unbounded.
He proved he had received feveral letters from
the Defendant Edwards; all of his hand-writing,
all of which were of ‘fuch a nature as to make it
impofsible to copy.them, being full of the moft
fhocking: epithets,” containing accufations already
ftated ;- at 'the {ame time, adding an affurance,

" that all thefe accufations would be dropped if he

would make a handfome {eparate maintenance on

his-wife !"-Mr: Forrefter admitted, that he was

for fome time defirous of keeping out of the way

to avoid: being arrefted, as well at the fuit of Co-«
e &
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lonel Passingham, upon, the bond :for. 1600l, as
for. fome other debts—of his going -toRochefter
to {fwear to 4 debt as petitioning creditor, to take
out a commifsion of bankruptcy:againft the De-
fendant Edwards—of his geing on board a veflel
with a view, at one time, to go to Rotterdam,
but with no idea of thunning the eriminal charges
brought againft him, but merely to gain time
upon the civil {uits—of the manner in which he
was apprehended on board the fhip by one of the
Officers of Bow-ftreet—of the readinefs with
which met that charge, and gave his Solicitor
inftrutions to defend it—of his examination be-
fore the Magiftrates at Bow-ftreet, and of his
di{charge thele —He then moft imemnly {wore,
that the whole was founded in the moft grofs
and infamous fabrication, there bemg no truth in
any one word of it.

Mr. Forrefter underwent a long crofs-exami-
nation by

Mr. Ersking, who prefaced it by faying, that
he fhould not be {urprized if the Witnefs fhould
feel indignation at queftions which were put to
him; but they were the effe& of inftrutions
which, as Counfel, he was obliged to follow.

Mr. Forrefter {aid, he knew a perfon of the
name of William Williams; another of the name
of Samuel Potter; another of the name of Wil-
liam Rullingham ; another of the names of Charles
‘Wilmot ; another of the name of William Potter;
another of the name of Thomas Rober ts; another
of the name of John Charles.

—_— e
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Mr.Ersking afked' him'a'queftion ‘refpecting
each’ of - thefe: perfons, the fubftance ‘of hich
was, ‘wheéther ‘he had ever, at any time of his
life, taken any liberty with either that'indicated

any indecent propenfity ? to each of which’he

anfwered ' moft folemnly and emphatically,
CNEVERT?

The fame queftion was put to him ‘with regard

to Edward "Fatham ; whom he faid he had'never
{feen.

7. Weils,

butler in the family of Mr. Forrefter, proved that
he faw the adultery between Mrs. Forrefter 'and
Colonel Pafsingham, from the lawn through the
window of the drawing-room, on a fofa at ‘the
houfe at Chefter, fome time before his miftrefs
returned to ‘her hufband at Elmbly; but he
did not inform his mafter. He had known 'his
mafter long. Upon his folemn oath he never
faw or heard from him any thing indicating un-
natural or indecent propenfities; nor did he be-
lieve he had any fuch.

Mr. Welfh,

—who {wore as follows:
Worcefter Quarter beisons I am 'mqua

with Mr. Forrefter, but not particularly inted
- mate with' him.  On the 17th of May 1 inti-
perfon came to me, who faid his name was aﬂ:, a
wards,” and which I have fince learned *** Fd-

C 2 was his
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namelHe appeared before me at leight’ o’clogk
in the morning.” He faid hé had come:on 'avery
difagreeable bufinefs: “«Hé came for a 'warrant
againft a neighbour of mine, Mr. Forrefter. I
afked him w hat the comp]amt was which 'he had

againft Mr. Forrefter? ' He faid only ‘a'littlé
Ak Kk |

Mr. Garrow.—¢ We are of courfe quite fure
yoware ufing his own words, fince they couId
not pofSIbly be yours. e -

Mr. Welth.—¢ Moft certainly. This kind of

levity furprized me fo much, that for 2 moment
it put me ‘off my guard, and T did not fpeak, per
haps, for a minute to him. I obferved he was
drefled as if he had come from fome diftance. -¥
afked him, therefore, whence he came. He faid,
from the neighbourhoad. I then; wafter fome
hefitation (having heard before of “difputes: be-
tween Mr. Forrefter and Colonel Pafingham),
afked him whether he had come flom Colone}
Pafsingham.”

Mr. Garrow.— Was that your only reafon
for afking him?

4. That was my only reafon then:

Cuier Justice—How far is that from your,
rcﬁdence 54

A. About half'a mile, my Lord. He told me
that he had ‘come from Colonel Pafsingham. ' I
then afked him the particulars of the charge he.
had to make againft Mr. Forrefter? He then re-

S -
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lated a veiy dlfgu{‘nng ﬂ:ory.of himfelf—of M
Forrefter’s: .coming to him -in bed; and~ rclarmi
what is-too difguﬂ:mg to be repeatcd €}

- Mr./GaRROW ~Very few peoplc can:  dnf WEL
the queftion better ; but was it not in/the imu
guage of brutal flippancy ? : et

4. - I'thought it language which required’ine
ta be on my guard, for I did not know whom-I-
was talking to, and I was with him alone: He:
faid it was nothing remarkable; it was very no-
torious; - for he had plenty of ‘evidencé ‘agdinft
himio b thenafked him' if he had a recent fafvd-
He faid -he had. And I forgot to mention that.
he faid; that-what had happened to hlm was two!
years beforc‘ ‘ i 28 bolia¥r

- Mr. Garrow.~He did not bring any Wltmefs
to you-—He only gastedy on his own ﬁory i

- A Nothing but hisown f’cory He was! qmte.f
alone. I afked him if he had any recent matters
He {aid—Yes! there was a boy at the Hummums
who: would prove the fact! " T afked him shy he
feleted me, when there was fuch a circamftance®
had occurred in London? He faid he had been
advifed to come to me: That they- had:-been ad-
vifed to get the warrant in Worcefterthire, to
have-it:backed in London: That he fhould have
had one of Mr. Pinder in a moment if he bad-
been at home

| Mr: Gannow - Was '\!Ir Plnder a nelghbourw
mg Maglﬁratef‘ i

pardt 3 6 1ad

A He hves a f'ew mﬂcs from me.
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Charles' Arnnatl and Richard Law,

¢he one a farmer, the other a butcher, {wore,
that the Defendant Edwards came to them ; told
them their landlord, Mr. Forrefter, was taken
up in London for an unnatural offence; that he
confefled he had been guilty of fuch pra&ices
with them, which they {wore was an -infamous
fabrication : that they did not even underftand,
at firlt, what was alluded to, and for which there
was not the thadow of foundation. 'Thefe were
the two perfons whom Edwards had afterwards,
by letter, informed Mr. Forrefter had confeffed:
their guilt to him, and faid they weie ready to
prove it againft Mr. Forrefter;

Mr. Nine,

—who was a fportfman, and an intimate acquain-
tance of Mr. Forrefter, proved, that the ftory
about the pointer was nothing more thanthat the
animal had been locked up for preferving thebreed
and that Colonel Paflingham and Mr. Edwards
knew it; but that an infamous fabrication arofe

out of 'it, for which there was not a fhadow of
of foundation.

Mr. Norbury,

—a Solicitor for fome of the creditors of Mg
Forrefter, gave an account of the mannet in
which Edwards came to him at Gray’s ' Inn
Coffec Houfe, wifhing him to ftrike a Docket
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againft Mr. Forrefter, in order to prevent his
going oug- of - the ' kingdom, which: he de-
clined.

M Kinnaird, examined by Mr. Garrow.

—$ T am one of the Magiftrates of the County of
Middlefex, I .will tell you the whole of the
cafe, as it appeared. before me; and, with per-
miflion, 1, will relate it by way of narrative.
On  Saturday I was fitting at the Public Office,
Bow Street. The Office then happened to be
very. full 1of bufinefs.—The Clerk came and
whifpered jto: me that a ferious charge was
brought. again{t a gentleman, who he underftood
to be of fome importance—{ome charadter. I
dire¢ted that the party fhould be brought in to
let me {peak to them in a corner privately.
Mr. Edwards, one of the Defendants, came, with
a little boy. He faid he had a charge of a very
ferious nature to make againft ——, I then
ftopt him, defiring him on that public occafion
not to mention the name of a perfon; becaufe
{fufpicion alone was fatal to a man’s charater in
fiich a cafe. I believe that notwithftanding that
admonition, he roundly and loudly mentioned
the name of ¢ George Townfend Forrefter!”
That there was no occafion for any caution or
delicacy, &c. and that there were numerous
charges of the fame nature, which had been, or
were, exhibiting againft him in Worcefterfhire.
Upon this I directed the Clerk to take his infor-
mation. = A fhort information was taken in the
common way, It was brought in, but, before I
allowed the Boy to be fworn, feeing this youth
I afked him certain queftions as to what he knew
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of the umport of an odth (Edwards was there):
Batisfled ds to the Boy’s competency. to take the

oath as to a knowlcdge of its obligation, I afked
for a warrant. Edwards difcovered fome unpam
tience; faying; that Mr: Foirefter was then in
Kent, upon the Coaft, about to efcape, and that
therefore difpatch would be neceffaty: I thould
have faid, my Lord; that Edwards faid at the
fatie time, that his wife, meaning Mrs. Fottefter,
was his couﬁn; and that He had treidted her ex-
tremely ill ; and that was thé réafon which made
him take fo aftive a part in this profecution:
On this application, fo far as I know, there ended
the buﬁneF of that day. On the néxt day in the
evening, being Suhddy, Mr. Graham the Magif-
trate of Bow-firéeet, for whom I had fat on the
day before, came tome. In confequence of, this
interview between Mr. Graham and myfelf, I
went immediately to Bow-ftreet: Very {oon
after one of thie Defendahts; came into the room.
It was up ftairs. He introduced another perfon,
whom he called Mr. or Colonel Paffingham,
about fivée minutes before the other géntlemarn
came in, I faid this was a very {erious thing;
and I hoped great caution and great prudence
would be exercifed in thie inveftigation of it.
Colonel Paflingham faid, “ No! There i§ no
occafion for the inftances are numerous; in fhort,
very many in Worcefterfthife know of his
being accuftomed to thefe habits—(1 beg to be
underftood not to repeat the words but the fenfe)
—FEdwardsand Paflingham had alittle converfation
together. Paflingham faid, there is no occafion,
1 believe, for my ftaying here, Edwards faid,
why, you may as well ftay. Paffingham faid, F
will go, and, if I fhall be wanted, you know
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where to find me ; and very fhortly afterwards
Mr. Gfé_ha;_n,' accompanied by another gentleman,
and ‘Mr. Forrefter, came into the room. The
Boy, Collier, I think his name is, ‘came into
the room. He was the Boy who came before
with hisinformation. Mr. Grahamtook minutes.
—{ Here he flated the examination of the Boy ac-

" cufing Mr. Forrefler with indscent practifes with

izz'm ‘at the Old Hummums.

At lenght the Boy discovered fome trepidation
and distrefs. Mr. Graham admonifhed, him, and
cautioned him ; told him, that if he had been in-

_duced to tell a lie, the best reparation he could

make would be to retra&t’it. This hedid in a

mild manner, for he had been cautioned not to be

afraid of telling the truth; but merely a whole-
fome cautionwithout terror. The Boy begancrying
and faid if this'man is out of the room I will tell
the truth (pointing to Edwards.) T then direted
that all the parties, thatis, that Mr. Edwards and
Mr. Forrester thould withdraw. On their retir-
ing the Boy burst into tears; and faid what he
had been advancing was untrue ; that there was
nothing in it.. Being afked what could induce
him to do fo wicked a thing? He faid, that Mr.

. Pafsingham had called, and afked him-if -he had

known any thing about a certain affair. Upon
being prefled to explain what he meant by that
affair ? he faid, that which he had before {aid with
regard to Mr. Forrester was all falfe.  Upon being
asked, whether he had any promife made him of
money or the like? He faid no ! but he thought from

‘the manner of it he fhould get fomething, T was
_greatly furprized to here this: and T think, “as far as

¢
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. my memory ferves me, I defired Mr. Edwards, and
Mr. Forrester to come into the room. Edwards
‘was then told, with fome indignation, by Mr.
Graham and myfelf, that the boy had himfelf ac-
knowledged that all he had faid was untrue, ¥d-
wards faid he was forry if that was the cafe ; but ifit
would not do here, he had cases that would do in
Worcesterfhire. Their was violent words between
them, I faid to Edwards if by way of argument,
. that if he was guilty, they were purfuing him more
from malice than juftice. Edwards faid he had been
travelling overWales to find cafes againft Forrefter.
We difcharged the complaint, :

Mr. Granawm confirmed this statement of the
foregoing Majistrate ; adding, that he cautioned
the Boy not only to take care not toaccufe falfely,
but alfo not to be afraid to accufe, if the accufa-
tion was true. '

Tue DEFENCE.

Ir. Exsk1NE made an eloquent {peech for the
Defendants. IHe admitted that they had: con-
ducted themfelves intemperately ; the fcope of
the defence was this—That they had reafonable
and probable caufe for believing what they had
charged Mr. Forrefter with; and if 'the Jury
were convinced of that fact, whatever were the
motives of the Defendants, they could not be
found guilty on this indi¢tment. He then called
all the perfons whofe names he mentioned to
" Mr. Forrefter, and to whom he fwore he had ex-
hibited no unnatural propenfity ; and every one
of them——r7o the number of nine—declared on
oath, that he (the FProfecutor) had done many




(*423°7)

things that indicated that difpofition ; and fome
of them related their tales in language which
thofe who heard it will never remember without
horror'; ' but moft of them were perfons collected
together by the afsiduity of Mr. Forrefter’s foes,
fome of whom had had difputes with him, and
others connected with the Defendants, and par-
ticularly Colonel Pafsingham.

The boy Collier, from the Old Hummums, was
examined in Court; and he perfifted in his ori-
ginal accufation againft Mr, Forrefter; faid that
it was all true; related fome difgufting fa&ts in
fupport of his charge; and affirmed that he had
retracted it before the Magiftrates from fear, &c.

Another Waiter from the Old Hummums
{wore to faéts of the like kind againft Mr. For-
refter, (Thefe made eleven in number for the de-

fence. )

Henry Fenkins, the head-waiter, the Porter,
and the Hair-drefJer of the houfe, proved, that
the boy made his complaint againft Mr. Forref-
ter, fix weeks before Mr. Edwards knew any
thing of the cafe.

Lord ErrensorouveH f{ummed up the cafe;
and, after ftating the importance of it, obferved,
that, fuppofing for argument fake—what he did
not affirm—that the witnefles for the Defendants
{poke the truth, yet, if the Jury believed thofe
for the profecution, the Defendants had accufed
this Profecutor for the purpofe of terrifying hine,
and to make him, againft his' free will—agree to
a feparate maintenance to his wife; and if fo, the
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Defendants were guilty of the main Charge of
this IndiGtment. His Lordfhip deplored fome
of the fcenes exhibited in this moft extraordinary
cafe. i

The Jury, AFTER A TRIAL OF SIXTEEN HOURS,
found both the DEFENDANTS GUILTY of the whole
Indictment.
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