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B BWguBing detail of the Libel, bur Monld vead 4 fow ex

g “3rom it, for it was quite {ulficient that the Jury fhould hear
"3t once which the rules of the Court rendered necef.

 fary.~~The fil part of the leter was an infamous faifehood,

that Mr, Clayton had milreprefenied the Defendant’s caft

duét in India with a view to prevent him from ever havin

the power of returning to England, The reverfe was ihe’
cafe precifely ; for Mr. Clayton had done gvery thing in -

his power 1o reprefent the Deleadant meft favoursbly,
having efleem for him on account of the affeflion of his
per.  Accordiigly, Mrs. Clayion, on the arnival of heg
brothery the Deféndenr, in England, wrote him one of the
kindefl letters that could poflibly be penued, congratus
lating bim_vpon his return home, and withing to know
when fhe thould do hecfz!f the pleafure of paying him a
“walng, lugé(bﬂ' with her childrent and her mother, at the age
of 70, cager to fee her fon,in his hatuve land, afier (o long
an abfence ; but, firange to tell, this leti »r was treated with
fullen and fileat contempt, and aflierwards followed up with
an impudent fallehood by the Defendant, dbac hus relations
- had thewn a folicitude for s death. He had ‘wallken o
his brother in the Wefl-Indies, inviting him to talke part
‘againfl the Plainalf, and w0 adhere 10 him, the Defendant.
He faid to che Plammalf, ** My great bane has been a con-
petlion with that unparalicled villam; whom I fhall here.
afier name, ‘Murphy,® the Newcallle Artorney,”  Mour.
y was a name of reproach applicable w0 a will whieh the
@ndant had infinvated moll foully, that Mr, Clayton
had a difhoncfl fhare in making. Hisbane he called Mr,
Clayton, although the Defendant’s ﬁﬂgr-w:fr&tuy hap.-
py with her hufband, and all the fumly under great obli-
‘nions to Mr, Clayton, f g.the diligence and ability with
- which be'conduﬂal feveral of their concerns,  The letter
m‘wem on :—§* This deteflable milcreant bas long ago
placed himfeif at the head of my ﬁl;i}y, and lierally con-
verted my father’s houle inio a den of thieves.” We are
told thai the Faiher of Lies, from the beginoing, could qugte
Scuprure for his purpofe, of which we ‘bad a memorable
record. This Defeadant (Mr. Garrow faid) had no fcruple
in calling the Plaintiff the pupil of the Arch Fiend, the
" ‘apollle of Satan, and imitator of the Devil, for ceranly
" mothing could be more diabolical than ths letter.  The
. letter went on—* Now, Matthew (he faid o his brocher)
1 put you to the tell. I-admit of no medium between me
and this mifcreant atwmey,’vhnfe name is mba’, and
whofe touch is pollution. You mufl either to me
"or to him, I leave you fairly to choofe ; MMIm
ceive from you an intimation to the contrary afier this letter
reaches you, 1 fhall confider you as Murphy’s magp. - If
you follow me, you will make me a true broher ; but [ am
not fo eafily deceived as you feem to believe.” Then the
_ letzer proceeded to flate matters concerning a Mhn Char.
. cery==*+he will tell you there is nothung to fear from him ;
the rafcal knows better.” And whatone ought o be lban.
is a charafler of an attorny tn Fidding's
Amelia, whe was hung for forging ¢ wil,
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.  Well-Tndia ‘masiers, wiill we 3ii know 10
be moft exienfive, o2 the death of the late Mr. Richard
Atkinlon, you afhfted in the management of his affaics ?—
A. To a cernain dch'c'e,l by advice, . ‘* : -
Q. Hadluu, n c.mfcq'»cnee of that, freqhient conmu.

Mr, Clayton, the-Plaingff i this|caufe 7—

A, Frequemly, |

€. Were Mr. Aikinion’s concernsin a.confliderable de-
gree connefled with Well-India prcpclﬁz?—-.l. Very
much, s not entirely. o ¥

Q. T believe the affairs of Mr. R. A« had great
complegity: about them P— 4, Very much
were very complicated,” - T &

Q. A great number of pcrﬁm c

—d. A great many,

@+ 1 believe it became

er his will ?

ince money for
DERly pariicalaily on
sccount of the claims of Mr, Benfield P~=dl M, Benheld,
had a demand of about 36,0001. on & ‘:‘uw e 5 It was pro-
who reprefented the fa-
mily, to purchafe Mr. Benfield’s ¥ighia P ahe purpole in
the firfl inflance, of hquidating the GBS of ihe eflace,
and o the fecond if any benelit arofe wem the purchale,
that benefit was 1o be divided among the family, not indi-
vidually 1o Mo, Clayton, but 1o the fzmay at ";rgc.

Q. I beheve, Sir Francis, that on thateceafion you were
{o good as 10 make a coufiderable advante ?—dq. T advan.
ced 6000l. | L

Q. Did Mr. Claytan make confidersble advances alfo
for the fame purpofe ?—A. He advanced himlelf 16,030l.
for the [ame purpofe. ,

Q. I'will ake the liberty of troublizg you with oaly
one more queflion, Sir Francis—From the frequent oppor-
tunities of- intercousfe you had wiuh Mt Cliyton, did he
appear 10 you to conduét himfelf with zeal and imegﬂixy In
that cafe P—4. I Have had frequent oppsrianities of know-
ing Mr. Clayton for many years, and in all the teanfaétions
which I have flated, and others relative bo the family—

Here Mr, DarLas objefied, that thele tranfatlions were
not evidence, and his Lordihip ruled acqordingly. |

te GArrow—(. Was Mr, Clayton’s conduét thag
which you, Sir Francs, approved -of, as being for the be-
nekit of the famuly ?—A. Eatirely fo,

Here the Plaintif’s cafe ended, ,

Mr. Dacias fpoke for the Defendant in his wlnal ele-
gance of flyle, and coniended that this'was expoling unne.
cellarily the fecrets of a family ; that the Defeadant, whom

necefary

he did not juflify, and who upon reflechion was athamed of

this letter bad acied under mifapprehenfipn, and that thete.
Lord ELrensoroueu—* This is an aftion for 3 k-
bel, The Jester ec‘nanly contains ] ugm’

injusious to the charaller of

Bwas confident

8wt brother’s
- lb‘b'!: ar_ e
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- was bound, afier a great lapfe of time, and without any {pe.

‘the agitauon of the
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between the 1wo extremes would be the
to give way to the indulgence of their extray ance- w;

oity. lIna cafe of this kind, vou- are n:tsnerd;‘t

‘ tbg degree of injury received from defamarion, any
more than in an aflion for an affaule, you are toafhign your
damages io exad proportion 16 the corporeal fulfering of
the Plainuff, You are to take into account the vexation
he has fuffered, and che infult he has

and in a profeflion in which he is liable 1o fummar ifh-
ment if he aé mq’: !:: ought therefore 1o ma;’; o
ouragement if, he a@ nght,  He is 3 farh ‘of 1.
,‘h:u'ﬂ"“ his charafler 1o him, and 10 'them,'” il
poriance ; and I ant got aware, how he could
firain mhgpity of the Defendant, but b
r of !;u mry;' Youaahave heard the cafe, and

g1ve fuch a mealure of damages 3s befits yo
d diﬁtlipn.—-—Vcrdi&for rhe'gl}mif 10001, *hg
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cial fraud on his part being thewn, from Which madequacy,
of value or any etheggimproper concealment could be infers
red, o fmve that he had communicored to his clignt all the
knowledge as 10 its value that he himfelf pofiefled ; in other
words, if, from the cistumfli nce of his being trufice, the
onus prebands lay on him; or whether, in confequence of
the long ume which had el
‘ aelivn, “and allo in confequence o

the death of the pdrtza&r, the birden of the pr:g»f of inf
adequacy of value had not reverted on the plainuf.

~ Lord Exsxine (@id that the cafe had been argued very
ably on buth fides, and hé had scquired great and valaable
kuuwled?e from the ix day's argument which had taken
place. It might feem to fome perion that n proceeding
at once o give judgment 1n the cafe, he did not feel it 10
be of that importance which he exprefled. <He, however,
was canfcious ofa contrary fecling, He knew it 10 be his
duty to g{vc‘jv:dgmcni. and he felt he would do o with

more effect while the Ifimis rgoments, and the valuable
x_nfufm:nmn which be had rec@Ved from the Bar, wc:cfrc@

in his recolle@ion, than he fhould afier tetining to his owd
fludy, where he thouid only have the alhiflance of his dvm

idegs 4 His Lord thip declared, that i1 was

impofiible to Jook ar any of the cafes founded on and de.

termined By his Noble dnd Learned predécelfor, wichaue'’
perceiving that the decifions proceeded fram a mind deeply

icarned, and of (he highell information tre not he was

diicuifing ; that his opinions were exprefled wish the greatedd

peripicui {, and thad no ambiguons phrafe which could oc.
cafion doabt as to the real import of the meaning inteaded
to be convieved on the point then in dguation, was allowed
‘o remain, Bt it was bardly corredt 1o fu that that
nodle Loed’s opinion on cafes which might ﬁpp'(cd 10
be analoguus,
hrs mind, where he, like othes Learned Judges, allowed hime
(elf 0 introduce cafes having an analogy o thit under cone
“deration, |as iMullrative of his argument in anv Pparticulae
cale. In generai cales his Lmd&p bad laid 1. down, thae
a3 Truflce pugin purchale the eflaie oF bis client, provided
there be a diflini and clear contratl, And cmlé’ia} flran.
ger purchale in'§ different manner ? If 2oy perfon, whe.
ther truflec or not, wichheld any inforimation which be pol-
feffed from a perfon purchafing an eflate from him, e canld
not muintaih bis ground in thar Courtehard

aw. - Inadequacy of price wend

rdiy in % Coust
: great way ia cope

precious carried 1t for fale  a jewedier well acqifain.

ted widh its value, but whe thou g |

inflead of gool. being the fum the ¢

fuch a man would be dilmifled ‘our of Court

The fame would be the cafe with & perfon

piece of At 10 an emingmt Painter, 3¢ aq ing

Was worth,

widt infamy,
s ey

prec.

mindand a madman 3

peculia

18 of great im.
clelually vee.
bringing him

elipfed beiween the purchafe and -

ald be collefied from the exuberances of -

jom, of che circumilance n;mua-

- moft dangerous members of (ociety, if they were permined

¢

o give him Jol.

received, This per
fon aﬁ'pcm to hold 2 refpefable fituation in his Aprqutlf’;, A
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